
Leon “Lee” Weidman has left his mark on the United States, 

both geographically and as a trailblazing attorney. Weidman 

was born in Chicago and moved to Los Angeles as a child. He 

graduated from Los Angeles High School (which the baby-

boomer generation remembers as the location of the television 

series Room 222.) He received an undergraduate degree in 

physics from UCLA, and subsequently found himself fielding 

three enticing job offers: one from NASA to work with the 

missile program at Cape Kennedy; one to work for the United 

States Navy missile program in China Lake, Calif.; and one from 

Westinghouse in Pittsburgh. He chose Westinghouse, leaving the 

perpetually sunny climate of Southern California in 1966 in favor 

of the more distinctive seasons of Southwestern Pennsylvania. 

LEE WEIDMAN’S PAGE OF HISTORY
Duquesne Alumnus Holds Wall Street Accountable

Phil Rice, Contributing Writer

After almost four decades of an accomplished but quiet legal 

career, Leon Weidman, L’70, stepped into the national spotlight 

in 2009 by spearheading the use of the Financial Institutions 

Reform, Recovery and Enforcement Act of 1989 in the U.S. 

government’s campaign against Wall Street. His success not only 

caught the attention of federal prosecutors across the country but 

also the attention of the international media as well, including 

a highly praised profile in the Oct. 30, 2013 edition of The New 

York Times. His brilliant use of groundbreaking strategies in 

such a monumental forum is a proud moment for the legal 

profession—and for The School of Law. 
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Westinghouse represented a myriad of opportunities 
for the ambitious Weidman. After completing the placement 
programs, he found himself involved in project management. 
His first assignment was with the legal department of the 
Commercial Nuclear Division. In this capacity he became aware 
of the Duquesne School of Law night program and his career 
took a dramatic new turn. In quick fashion he passed the entry 
exams and was accepted at the Law School, beginning the Night 
Program in the autumn of 1966. While the career move may have 
seemed sudden, Weidman was well aware of a vital connection 
between the two fields, surmising that “my undergraduate degree 
is in physics, which I think is an excellent basis for law because it 
teaches analytical skills, skills which I used, and continue to use, 
to analyze facts and evidence within the framework of the law.” 
While continuing to work full time, he completed the four-year 
program and graduated from the School of Law in 1970. 

As a member of the United States Department of Justice 
Honors Program, Weidman accepted a position in the 
Philadelphia office of the Anti-Trust Division. His time in the 
City of Brotherly Love would serve as an apprenticeship for the 
career to come. He worked on price fixing cases and other anti-
trust cases, gaining valuable experience while establishing his 
credentials as an efficient taskmaster with a sharp eye for detail. 
After three years he returned to California to work as an attorney 
in the Los Angeles field office. In 1979, he was named acting 
chief of the field office, though his tenure would be short. The 
Department of Justice downsized the anti-trust divisions and 
closed the Los Angeles office in the process. Since he was firmly 
established as an accomplished attorney and leader, the closing 
did not deter Weidman’s burgeoning legal career. He stayed in 
L.A. and accepted a position in the criminal division of the  
U.S. Attorney’s office.

Weidman spent the 1980s prosecuting major white-collar 
and consumer fraud cases. Among the highlights was the 
prosecution of teamster officials who were embezzling money 
that had been collected to go toward the health insurance benefits 
of union members. The head of the teamsters local and the 
insurance executives behind the scheme were convicted. Another 
major case centered on an individual who was in conspiracy with 
a leasing agency to create phony leases on concert equipment 
and then selling those leases. The conspirator and the head of 
the leasing company were convicted. There were several multi-
million dollar fraud convictions, such as boiler room cases in 
which precious metals—gold, silver and platinum—were sold 
by individuals who, instead of investing the money in futures, 
actually sold the customers short. Through it all Weidman was 
learning not just how to convict the criminals, but how to use 
the law to its fullest potential in order to restrict the extent of 
criminal activity.

After a decade of prosecuting white-collar fraud, in 1990, 
Weidman became chief of the civil division of the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office in Los Angeles, a position he maintains today. The civil 
division is primarily concerned with defending the federal 
government in lawsuits. This involves an eclectic mix of cases 

ranging from postal truck accidents to defending federal law 
enforcement officers charged with constitutional violations and 
wrongful death. 

Another primary focus for the civil division has been the 
defense of medical malpractice suits brought against Veterans 
Affairs hospitals and other federally funded health care 
organizations. In this capacity, certain insights began to emerge 
from the civil division in Los Angeles, which proved to be useful 
tools in protecting the government from fraudulent actions 
and in prosecuting the perpetrators of those actions. According 
to Weidman, “We developed a section that specializes in cases 
involving fraud upon the government. We’ve collected billions of 
dollars involving health care fraud with hospital chains, doctors, 
Medicare. And we collected a very large amount of money in a 
fraud case involving defense contractors in Southern California.” 

When the Small Business Office of the Inspector General 
approached Weidman about a fraud case involving small  
loan applications, his diligence with research and eye for  
minute details paid off. “In looking for a statute I could use,  
I came across the Financial Institutions Reform, Recovery and 
Enforcement Act of 1989 (FIRREA).” Realizing the potential of 
FIRREA, the civil division under Weidman’s direction developed 
a section devoted to bringing cases to trial during the aftermath 
of the savings and loan crisis. Their success did not go unnoticed.

There are 93 U.S. Attorneys’ offices in the country, with 
the Justice Department’s Executive Office for United States 
Attorneys providing oversight, supervision and administrative 
support. In the mid-1990s, a committee was formed to determine 
how U.S. Attorneys could better participate in responding to 
false claim cases. Weidman was able to bring his insight and 
experience to the table. A few years later he was asked to join a 
new group of civil chiefs from around the country. The group 
met quarterly, working with client agencies and Department of 
Justice components. He was involved from the beginning, setting 
guidelines and implementing procedures. When the Obama 
administration came in, Weidman’s input was actively sought 
by the Department of Justice transition team. “As part of that 
working group, I was asked to do a presentation on FIRREA. 
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I had previously been asked by the Justice Department to do 
training on FIRREA for the FBI and other agencies, so I was very 
familiar with the role—I knew what a powerful tool it was and 
how it could be used to respond to the latest financial crisis. It 
was something that I’d been working on for years.” 

Tony West had recently been appointed and confirmed 
as the assistant attorney general of the civil division of the 
Department of Justice (he is now the associate attorney general). 
He subsequently undertook an official tour of U.S. Attorneys’ 
offices, and that tour brought him to Los Angeles. As Weidman 
recalls, “I met with him and his deputy to discuss general civil 
matters, and as part of the discussion we talked about FIRREA. 
And then, after that, I received a call from his special counsel 
asking me to work on some special projects involving FIRREA.” 

Although FIRREA requires a criminal violation in order for 
the law’s penalties to be brought into effect, it is a civil statute 
and therefore requires a lower burden of proof than criminal 
charges. In late 2009, the Justice Department, in conjunction 
with Weidman’s Los Angeles office, initiated an action against 
Standard & Poor’s based on FIRREA, bringing a $5 billion civil 
action against the credit-rating agency for knowingly issuing 
misleading ratings on mortgage-backed securities. The success of 
this case brought greater attention to FIRREA as a viable tool, and 
subsequent civil fraud actions were successfully brought against 
Wells Fargo, BNY Mellon and Bank of America, among others. 
In November 2013, JPMorgan agreed to a $13 billion settlement 
in answer to charges that the bank overstated the quality of 
mortgages it was selling to investors in the run-up to the financial 
crisis, a figure that represents the largest amount paid to the U.S. 
government by a single company.

Weidman remains pragmatic and optimistic as he surveys 
the present and looks to the future. “We have a tool and it’s a 
powerful tool. The question to ask is, ‘are they in violation of any 
criminal laws?’ If so, then we can bring a FIRREA civil penalty 
case. I believe that bringing FIRREA civil penalties against 
corporations will be a long-range deterrent. Hopefully the board 
of directors and the shareholders of these corporations will alert 
to this and hold their officers accountable.”   

The limelight has been focused on his office in such a 
manner that some might see it as being exclusively a Wall Street 
task force, but he is quick to clarify. “When this most recent 
financial crisis happened, we started bringing more and more 
of those type cases—but it’s just part of our overall division. 
The majority of lawyers that I supervise handle defensive cases. 
We also do other things—civil rights work, environmental 

“I had an anti-trust professor at Duquesne who had been 

a Department of Justice lawyer. I enjoyed the class and 

recognized that it was the kind of thing I wanted to do.”

Lee Weidman with his wife Diane and their dog, Duncan.

cases, cases to recover the costs of fighting forest fires and other 
affirmative work. FIRREA is just one of the tools we use.” 

Worth noting is that fellow alumni Michael Fasanello, L’10, 
and Hasan Mansori, L’07, have assisted Weidman along the way, 
providing a distinctive Duquesne flavor to the proceedings.

Away from the office, Weidman spends time with his wife, 
Diane, and their 95-pound labradoodle, Duncan. Diane is an 
artist and a dedicated art teacher, and her influence clearly has an 
impact on her husband’s career. “One of the many things that I’ve 
learned from my wife is that artists are very perceptive and learn 
to notice details that might otherwise go unnoticed. Perception 
is the key. That’s also important in the law, to be able to focus 
on those details of which you and others are not normally 
cognizant.”

And even as he directs jousting between the federal 
government and some of the world’s most powerful corporations, 
Weidman carries his time at Duquesne close to his heart. “I had 
an anti-trust professor at Duquesne who had been a Department 
of Justice lawyer. I enjoyed the class and recognized that it was the 
kind of thing I wanted to do. That professor inspired me to apply 
to the honors program at the Department of Justice. The rest, as 
they say, is history.” And a vital chapter of U.S. history now bears 
the imprint of Leon “Lee” Weidman, L’70.  
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