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(While the Commission was not able to read all of them, we were 
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policemen who were accused would likely have been indicted, and 
the cover-up would have been successful. 

V. THE TRIAL 

Concerning the trial itself, let me start with the compelling 
testimony of some witnesses. I will never forget the testimony of 
two female witnesses, one of whom also survived the Second 
World War. The first woman was walking her little dog in front of 
the AMIA right before the explosion. She knelt down to pick up 
her dog as the AMIA exploded, and this act saved her life. The 
second woman was taking her young son to the doctor, but she 
stopped to look in a store along the way. As a result, she and her 
son were in front of the AMIA when the terrorist attack took 
place. Her son died as a result of the explosion, and she blamed 
herself for deciding to stop at the store. The experiences of these 
women illustrate the fleeting nature of existence and how lives can 
be arbitrarily lost. As these testimonies took place in the beginning 
of the trial, they were grim reminders of the multiple impacts and 
dimensions of the tragedy caused by the attack. 

A. Failure to Prevent 

Very early on, we recognized issues with the investigation, 
including the failure of the Argentinian State to prevent the 
bombing. Among other indications, we learned in the trial that 
there were warnings in cables from the Argentinian embassies in 
Lebanon and Israel mentioning that an attack would take place, 
but the State did not adequately respond to these warnings. 
Additionally, there were two policemen in a parked car in front of 
the AMIA, but the car’s engine was not working. One of the 
policemen was not even in position – he was drinking coffee 
somewhere else. There were multiple indications of an absolute 
failure to take appropriate measures of prevention, compounded 
by the fact that two years earlier, a terrorist attack against the 
embassy of Israel in Argentina had killed 30 people and wounded 
over 80. 

B. Irregularities in the Investigation 

Irregularities in the investigation were also apparent early on 
and continued to develop throughout our observation. First, there 
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were reports of a mysterious helicopter that appeared the night 
before the attack. Numerous witnesses saw the helicopter over the 
AMIA, but the prosecution did not look into these reports early on. 
It was also known that a construction container in front of the 
AMIA, which belonged to a businessman who imported the same 
explosive that destroyed the AMIA, was removed shortly before 
the attack. The owner’s records showed that he could not account 
for those explosives. 

There were also serious issues with gathering evidence in a 
timely manner. In my experience being on the Commission to 
Control INTERPOL’s Files for eight years, investigations need to 
begin immediately, otherwise, evidence is lost. You need to do 
everything possible to preserve evidence. In the trial, it was shown 
that telephonic records were not requested until years later, which 
only hindered proper investigation and gave time for the 
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Telleldín said. The destruction of evidence is always a serious 
matter. 

However, there were still other issues, especially concerning 
the behavior of judge Galeano. A missing video showed Galeano 
and an assistant offering $400,000 to Telleldín to implicate the 
police of a precinct in Buenos Aires as the authors of the terrorist 
attack. When the policemen were indicted, their lawyer went to 
Galeano and asked to meet with him alone to show him a copy of 
the video – in spite of early confessions by Telleldín implicating 
three middle eastern individuals and then a central American. 
Following the meeting, the video went missing and the Judge 
ordered the detention of the lawyer, who was jailed for 40 days. A 
commission of Congress supported the Judge’s decision, and the 
executive did as well. They claimed this was all a conspiracy to 
blackmail the Judge and that the video was not available because it 
had been stolen. 

F. Parallel Investigations and the Absence of a Credible Narrative 

Judge Galeano also opened “parallel investigations” to 
undermine the original purpose of his appointment to identify and 
prosecute those guilty of committing the terrorist attack. These 
detours appeared to be solely designed to avoid disclosing 
information and to consume resources that would have been better 
used going after credible evidence. The indictment of the police 
officers, as shown by the video where judge Galeano bribed 
Telleldin to change its testimony, would be enough to show the 
questionable behavior of Judge Galeano. Additionally, during the 
first two years that followed the attack, there was no evidence 
concerning the involvement of the indicted policemen. Later, 
based on Telleldín’s testimony and the testimony of a witness with 
strong connections to the security services in Argentina who was 
given access to Telleldín under the false pretext of been his 
relative, it was alleged that the police had blackmailed Telleldín in 
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this terrorist attack are tried, and full reparation is made to include 
truth, satisfaction, and measures of non-repetition. 


