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MR. MICHAEL A. AYELE  
ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF CIVIL LIBERTIES 
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ETHIOPIA 
 

 
FOIPA Request No.: 1473017-000 
Subject: Foreign Government who 
Contacted the FBI about a May 2016 
encounter with George Papadopoulos 
(Name, Academic Background, Professional 
Responsibilities, Annual Salary and All 
Communications with DOJ) 
 
 

Dear Mr. Ayele: 
 
The enclosed 4 pages of records were determined to be responsive to your subject and were 

previously processed and released pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).   Please see the 
selected paragraphs below for relevant information specific to your request as well as the enclosed FBI 
FOIPA Addendum for standard responses applicable to all requests.  

 

 In an effort to provide you with responsive records as expeditiously as possible, we are 
releasing documents from previous requests regarding your subject. We consider your 
request fulfilled.  Since we relied on previous results, additional records potentially 
responsive to your subject may exist. If this release of previously processed material does 
not satisfy your request, you may request an additional search for records.  Submit your 
request by mail or fax to – Work Process Unit, 170 Marcel Drive, Winchester, VA  22602, 
fax number (540) 868-4997. Please cite the FOIPA Request Number in your 
correspondence.   

 

 Please be advised that additional records responsive to your subject exist. If this release 
of previously processed material does not satisfy your request, you must advise us that 
you want the additional records processed.  Please submit your response within thirty (30) 
days by mail or fax to—Work Processing Unit, 170 Marcel Drive, Winchester, VA  22602, 
fax number (540) 868-4997.  Please cite the FOIPA Request Number in your 
correspondence. If we do not receive your decision within thirty (30) days of the date 
of this notification, your request will be closed. 

 

 One or more of the enclosed records were transferred to the National Archives and 
Records Administration (NARA).  Although we retained a version of the records previously 
processed pursuant to the FOIA, the original records are no longer in our possession.   

 
If this release of the previously processed material does not satisfy your request, you may 
file a FOIPA request with NARA at the following address: 

 
National Archives and Records Administration  
Special Access and FOIA 
8601 Adelphi Road, Room 5500 
College Park, MD 20740-6001 

  



 

 
 
 
 

 Records potentially responsive to your request were transferred to the National Archives 
and Records Administration (NARA), and they were not previously processed pursuant to 
the FOIA.  You may file a request with NARA using the address above 

 

 One or more of the enclosed records were destroyed.  Although we retained a version of 
the records previously processed pursuant to the FOIA, the original records are no longer 
in our possession.  Record retention and disposal is carried out under supervision of the 
National Archives and Records Administration (NARA) , Title 44, United States Code, 
Section 3301 as implemented by Title 36, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 1228; Title 
44, United States Code, Section 3310 as implemented by Title 36, Code of Federal 
Regulations, Part 1229.10.   

 

 Records potentially responsive to your request were destroyed.  Since this material could 
not be reviewed, it is not known if it was responsive to your request.  Record retention and 
disposal is carried out under supervision of the National Archives and Records 
Administration (NARA)  according to Title 44 United States Code Section 3301, Title 36 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Chapter 12 Sub-chapter B Part 1228, and 36 CFR 
1229.10.   

 

 Documents or information referred to other Government agencies were not included in this 
release.   

 
 
To the extent you are seeking all communications employees and legal representatives of the DOJ  

have exchanged with the person who contacted the FBI about his/her encounter with George 
Papadopoulos, in the form of emails and postal correspondence since July 2016, your request is overly 
broad and it does not comport with the requirements of 28 CFR § 16.3(b), as it does not provide enough 
detail to enable personnel to locate records “with a reasonable amount of effort.” 
 

 Finally, based on the information you have provided, we have routed your request to the 
Department of Justice (DOJ) component most likely to have the records.  All future inquiries concerning the 
status of your request should be addressed to the office listed below: 

 
FOIA/PA Mail Referral Unit  
Department of Justice  
Room 115  
LOC Building  
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.  
Washington, DC 20530-0001  

 
 It is unnecessary to adjudicate your request for a fee waiver, as no fees are being assessed. 

 
Please refer to the enclosed FBI FOIPA Addendum for additional standard responses applicable to 

your request.  “Part 1” of the Addendum includes standard responses that apply to all requests.  “Part 2” 

includes additional standard responses that apply to all requests for records about yourself or any third party 
individuals.  “Part 3” includes general information about FBI records that you may find useful.  Also 

enclosed is our Explanation of Exemptions. 
 
For questions regarding our determinations, visit the www.fbi.gov/foia website under “Contact Us.”  

The FOIPA Request Number listed above has been assigned to your request.  Please use this number in all 
correspondence concerning your request. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://www.fbi.gov/foia


 

If you are not satisfied with the Federal Bureau of Investigation’s determination in response to this 
request, you may administratively appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United 
States Department of Justice, 441 G Street, NW, 6th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20530, or you may submit an 
appeal through OIP's FOIA STAR portal by creating an account following the instructions on OIP’s website: 
https://www.justice.gov/oip/submit-and-track-request-or-appeal.  Your appeal must be postmarked or 
electronically transmitted within ninety (90) days of the date of my response to your request.  If you submit 
your appeal by mail, both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked "Freedom of Information Act 
Appeal."  Please cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so it may be easily identified. 

 
You may seek dispute resolution services by contacting the Office of Government Information 

Services (OGIS).  The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government Information 
Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College Park, Maryland 
20740-6001, e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770; toll free at 1-877-684-6448; or facsimile 
at 202-741-5769.  Alternatively, you may contact the FBI’s FOIA Public Liaison by emailing 
foipaquestions@fbi.gov.  If you submit your dispute resolution correspondence by email, the subject heading 
should clearly state “Dispute Resolution Services.”  Please also cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned 
to your request so it may be easily identified. 
 
 

Sincerely, 
             

 
Michael G. Seidel 
Section Chief 
Record/Information 
  Dissemination Section 
Information Management Division 

Enclosure(s)  

https://www.justice.gov/oip/submit-and-track-request-or-appeal
mailto:foipaquestions@ic.fbi.gov


 

FBI FOIPA Addendum 

As referenced in our letter responding to your Freedom of Information/Privacy Acts (FOIPA) request, the FBI FOIPA 
Addendum provides information applicable to your request.  Part 1 of the Addendum includes standard responses that apply 
to all requests.  Part 2 includes standard responses that apply to requests for records about individuals to the extent your 
request seeks the listed information.  Part 3 includes general information about FBI records, searches, and programs.   

Part 1: The standard responses below apply to all requests: 
 

(i) 5 U.S.C. § 552(c).  Congress excluded three categories of law enforcement and national security records from the 

requirements of the FOIPA [5 U.S.C. § 552(c)].  FBI responses are limited to those records subject to the requirements 
of the FOIPA.  Additional information about the FBI and the FOIPA can be found on the www.fbi.gov/foia website. 
 

(ii) Intelligence Records.  To the extent your request seeks records of intelligence sources, methods, or activities, the 

FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence of records pursuant to FOIA exemptions (b)(1), (b)(3), and as applicable to 
requests for records about individuals, PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. §§ 552/552a (b)(1), (b)(3), and (j)(2)].  The mere 
acknowledgment of the existence or nonexistence of such records is itself a classified fact protected by FOIA exemption 
(b)(1) and/or would reveal intelligence sources, methods, or activities protected by exemption (b)(3) [50 USC § 
3024(i)(1)].  This is a standard response and should not be read to indicate that any such records do or do not exist. 

 
Part 2: The standard responses below apply to all requests for records on individuals:   
 

(i) Requests for Records about any Individual—Watch Lists.  The FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence of 

any individual’s name on a watch list pursuant to FOIA exemption (b)(7)(E) and PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. §§ 
552/552a (b)(7)(E), (j)(2)].  This is a standard response and should not be read to indicate that watch list records do or 
do not exist. 
 

(ii) Requests for Records about any Individual—Witness Security Program Records.  The FBI can neither confirm 

nor deny the existence of records which could identify any participant in the Witness Security Program pursuant to 
FOIA exemption (b)(3) and PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. §§ 552/552a (b)(3), 18 U.S.C. 3521, and (j)(2)].  This is a 
standard response and should not be read to indicate that such records do or do not exist.  
 

(iii) Requests for Records for Incarcerated Individuals.  The FBI can neither confirm nor deny the existence of records 

which could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any incarcerated individual pursuant to 
FOIA exemptions (b)(7)(E), (b)(7)(F), and PA exemption (j)(2) [5 U.S.C. §§ 552/552a (b)(7)(E), (b)(7)(F), and (j)(2)].  
This is a standard response and should not be read to indicate that such records do or do not exist.  

 
Part 3: General Information:    

 
(i) Record Searches.  The Record/Information Dissemination Section (RIDS) searches for reasonably described records by 

searching systems or locations where responsive records would reasonably be found.  A standard search normally 
consists of a search for main files in the Central Records System (CRS), an extensive system of records consisting of 
applicant, investigative, intelligence, personnel, administrative, and general files compiled by the FBI per its law 
enforcement, intelligence, and administrative functions.  The CRS spans the entire FBI organization, comprising records 
of FBI Headquarters, FBI Field Offices, and FBI Legal Attaché Offices (Legats) worldwide; Electronic Surveillance 
(ELSUR) records are included in the CRS.  Unless specifically requested, a standard search does not include references, 
administrative records of previous FOIPA requests, or civil litigation files.  For additional information about our record 
searches, visit www.fbi.gov/services/information-management/foipa/requesting-fbi-records. 
 

(ii) FBI Records.  Founded in 1908, the FBI carries out a dual law enforcement and national security mission.  As part of this 

dual mission, the FBI creates and maintains records on various subjects; however, the FBI does not maintain records on 
every person, subject, or entity. 
 

(iii) Requests for Criminal History Records or Rap Sheets.  The Criminal Justice Information Services (CJIS) Division 

provides Identity History Summary Checks – often referred to as a criminal history record or rap sheet.  These criminal 
history records are not the same as material in an investigative “FBI file.”  An Identity History Summary Check is a 
listing of information taken from fingerprint cards and documents submitted to the FBI in connection with arrests, 
federal employment, naturalization, or military service.  For a fee, individuals can request a copy of their Identity History 
Summary Check.  Forms and directions can be accessed at www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/identity-history-summary-
checks.  Additionally, requests can be submitted electronically at www.edo.cjis.gov.  For additional information, please 
contact CJIS directly at (304) 625-5590.   

 
(iv) National Name Check Program (NNCP).  The mission of NNCP is to analyze and report information in response to name 

check requests received from federal agencies, for the purpose of protecting the United States from foreign and domestic 
threats to national security.  Please be advised that this is a service provided to other federal agencies.  Private Citizens 
cannot request a name check.  

http://www.fbi.gov/foia
file:///C:/Users/ANROBERTSON/AppData/Local/Temp/1/Letters/www.fbi.gov/services/information-management/foipa/requesting-fbi-records
http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/identity-history-summary-checks
http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/identity-history-summary-checks
http://www.edo.cjis.gov/


 

EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS 

 

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552 
 

(b)(1) (A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign 

policy and (B) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order; 

 

(b)(2) related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency; 

 

(b)(3) specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute (A) requires that the 

matters be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (B) establishes particular criteria for withholding 

or refers to particular types of matters to be withheld; 

 

(b)(4) trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential; 

 

(b)(5) inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation with 

the agency; 

 

(b)(6) personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy; 

 

(b)(7) records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enforcement records 

or information ( A ) could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings, ( B ) would deprive a person of a right to a 

fair trial or an impartial adjudication, ( C ) could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, ( D ) 

could reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or authority or any 

private institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in the case of record or information compiled by a criminal law 

enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence 

investigation, information furnished by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement 

investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could 

reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F ) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any 

individual; 

 

(b)(8) contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use of an agency responsible for 

the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or 

 

(b)(9) geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells. 

 

SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a 

 

(d)(5) information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding; 

 

(j)(2) material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime 

or apprehend criminals; 

 

(k)(1) information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order in the interest of the national defense or foreign 

policy, for example, information involving intelligence sources or methods; 

 

(k)(2) investigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes, other than criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or 

privilege under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity 

would be held in confidence; 

 

(k)(3) material maintained in connection with providing protective services to the President of the United States or any other individual  pursuant 

to the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056; 

 

(k)(4) required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records; 

 

(k)(5) investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian 

employment or for access to classified information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished 

information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence; 

 

(k)(6) testing or examination material used to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government service 

the release of which would compromise the testing or examination process; 

 

(k)(7) material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the  person 

who furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence. 

 

FBI/DOJ 











W (AACL) 

Michael A. Ayele  

P.O.Box 20438 

Addis Ababa, Ethiopia  

E-mail: waacl13@gmail.com ; waacl1313@gmail.com ; waacl42913@gmail.com  

 

Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) Request for Records 

 

Hello,  

 

This is Michael A. Ayele sending this message though I now go by W. You may call me W. I am 

writing this letter to file a FOIA request for records.   

 

1) Background 

 

The basis for this request for records is Robert S. Mueller “Report on the Investigation into 
Russian Interference in the 2016 Presidential Election.” i  

 

2) Request for Records 

 

A) Volume 1 

 

According to Robert S. Mueller report, a “foreign government” had contacted the FBI about a 

May 2016 encounter with Trump Campaign foreign policy advisor George Papadopoulos in late 

July 2016. (See page 1 of the report).ii My requests for records are the following. 1) Who is the 

person who contacted the FBI? 2) Which undergraduate, graduate and law schools has the person 

who contacted the FBI previously attended and visited? 3) What are the person’s respective roles 
and responsibilities? 4) What is the person’s annual salary? 5) What is the extent of the person’s 
tie to the DOJ? 6) Will you join me in moving to call upon all communications in the form of e-

mails and postal correspondences exchanged between the DOJ and the person who contacted the 

FBI about their May 2016 encounter with George Papadopoulos to be promptly disclosed either 

to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? What I am requesting for prompt 

disclosure are (1) the name, the academic background, professional responsibilities and annual 

salary of the person who contacted the FBI about his/her encounter with George Papadopoulos 

on May 2016; (2) all communication employees and legal representatives of the DOJ have 

exchanged with that person in the form of e-mails and postal correspondence since July 2016. 

 

On page 13 of Robert Mueller’s report, it’s mentioned that a team of 19 lawyers were assembled 

to carry out the investigation and prosecution of the matters assigned to the Special Counsel. My 

requests for records are the following. 1) Who were the 19 lawyers who looked into Russia’s 
interference of the 2016 election and Donald Trump campaign’s involvement in that 
interference? 2) Which undergraduate, graduate and law schools have they previously attended 

and visited? 3) What are/were their respective roles and responsibilities? 4) What are their 

respective annual salaries? What I am requesting for prompt disclosure are the names, academic 

background, professional responsibilities and annual salaries of the 19 lawyers who worked 

alongside Robert Mueller in determining whether or not the Donald Trump campaign co-



ordinated and conspired with elements of the Russian Government to undermine the 2016 

elections and Hillary Clinton’s Campaign before the general public and the media.   

 

On page 180 - 181 of Robert Mueller’s report, it’s noted that the “Foreign Agents Registration 

Act (FARA) generally makes it illegal to act as an agent of a foreign principal by engaging in 

certain (largely political) activities in the United States without registering with the Attorney 

General. (…) The investigation uncovered extensive evidence that Paul Manafort’s and Richard 
Gate’s pre-campaign work for the government of Ukraine violated FARA. Manafort and Gates 

were charged for that conduct and admitted to it when they pleaded guilty to superseding 

criminal informations in the District of Columbia prosecution. The evidence underlying those 

charges is not addressed in this report because it was discussed in public court documents and in 

a separate prosecution memorandum submitted to the Acting Attorney General before the 

original indictment in that case. In addition, the investigation produced evidence of FARA 

violations involving Michael Flynn. Those potential violations, however, concerned a country 

other than Russia (i.e., Turkey) and were resolved when Flynn admitted to the underlying facts in 

the Statement of Offense that accompanied his guilty plea to a false-statement charge. (…) 
Finally, the Office investigated whether (…) George Papadopoulos – acted as an agent of, or at 

the direction and control of, the government of Israel. While the investigation revealed 

significant ties between Papadopoulos and Israel (and search warrants were obtained in part on 

that basis), the Office ultimately determined that the evidence was not sufficient to obtain and 

sustain a conviction under FARA or Section 951.”  My requests for records are the following. 1) 

Will you join me in moving to call upon the prompt disclosure of all prosecution memorandums 

submitted to the Attorney General relating to Paul Manafort’s and Richard Gate’s violation of 
FARA either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? 2) Will you join me in 

moving to call upon the guilty plea agreement concluded between Michael Flynn and the U.S 

Government to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing 

address? 3) What formal and informal ties exist between George Papadopoulos and the state of 

Israel? Will you join me in moving to call upon all search warrants obtained by the U.S 

Government to look into George Papadopoulos to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or 

in the alternative my mailing address? Have you ever taken Model United Nations (U.N) as a 2 – 

4 credit hour courses as an undergraduate? Have you ever visited the United Nations main 

headquarters in New York? Have you ever visited the United Nations High Commissioner for 

Refugees (UNHCR) Office in the District of Columbia? What formal and informal ties exist 

between the DOJ, the Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (CSB), the Department 

of Defense (DoD),iii the Department of the Navy (DoN), the United States Marine Corps 

(USMC), the Defense Logistics Agency (DLA), the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), 

the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), and 

the U.N? Were employees and legal representatives of the DOJ ever in communication with 

employees and legal representatives of the CSB, the DoD, the DoN, the USMC, the DLA, the 

DHS, the EPA, the NRC and the UN about George Papadopoulos ties with the state of Israel? If 

yes, will you join me in moving to call upon all communications in the form of e-mail and postal 

correspondence exchanged between employees and legal representatives of the DOJ, the CSB, 

the DoD, the DoN, the USMC, the DLA, the DHS, the EPA, the NRC and the UN about George 

Papadopoulos ties with the state of Israel to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or in the 

alternative my mailing address? Does the state of Israel have nuclear weapons? iv Did Apartheid 

South Africa have nuclear weapons?  Does modern day South Africa no longer have nuclear 



weapons? v If yes, will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly denounce selective 

financial sanctions upon Iran and North Korea for pursuing scientific research and development 

into nuclear energy/weapons? Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly denounce 

Apartheid and segregation? Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly condemn the 

illegal settlements of the State of Israel? How to concretize harmony, love, peace and unity? 

How to universalize access to a single passport and currency? Will you join me in moving to 

invoke the 13th and 14th Amendment of the U.S Constitution condemning slavery and 

involuntary servitude? What I am requesting for prompt disclosure are (1) all prosecution 

memorandums submitted to the Attorney General relating to Paul Manafort and Richard Gates; 

(2) the guilty plea agreement concluded between Michael Flynn and the U.S Government; (3) all 

search warrants obtained by the U.S Government to look into George Papadopoulos ties with the 

State of Israel and (4) all communications in the form of e-mails and postal correspondence 

exchanged between employees and legal representatives of the DOJ, the CSB, the DoD, the 

DoN, the USMC, the DLA, the DHS, the EPA, the NRC and the UN about George 

Papadopoulos ties with the state of Israel if such records do indeed exist.  

 

B) Volume II 

 

According to Robert Mueller’s report, the “Office of Legal Counsel (OLC) has issued an opinion 
finding that ‘the indictment or criminal prosecution of a sitting President would impermissibly 
undermine the capacity of the executive branch to perform its constitutionally assigned 

functions’ in violation of ‘the constitutional separation of powers. (…) While the OLC opinion 
concludes that a sitting President may not be prosecuted, it recognizes that a criminal 

investigation during the President’s term is permissible. The OLC opinion also recognizes that a 

President does not have immunity after he leaves office. And if individuals other than the 

President committed an obstruction offense, they may be prosecuted at this time. Given those 

considerations, the facts known to us, and the strong public interest in safeguarding the integrity 

of the criminal justice system, we conducted a thorough factual investigation in order to preserve 

the evidence when memories were fresh and documentary materials were available. (…) Under 
applicable Supreme Court precedent, the Constitution does not categorically and permanently 

immunize a President for obstructing justice through the use of his Article II powers. The 

separation-of-powers doctrine authorizes Congress to protect official proceedings, including 

those of courts and grand juries, from corrupt, obstructive acts regardless of their source. We 

also concluded that any inroad on presidential authority that would occur from prohibiting 

corrupt acts does not undermine the President’s ability to fulfill his constitutional mission. The 
term ‘corruptly’ sets a demanding standard. It requires a concrete showing that a person acted 
with an intent to obtain an improper advantage for himself or someone else, inconsistent with 

official duty and the rights of others. A preclusion of ‘corrupt’ official action does not diminish 
the President’s ability to exercise Article II powers. For example, the proper supervision of 
criminal law does not demand freedom for the President to act with a corrupt intention of 

shielding himself from criminal punishment, avoiding financial liability, or preventing personal 

embarrassment. To the contrary, a statute that prohibits official action undertaken for such 

corrupt purposes furthers, rather than hinders, the impartial and evenhanded administration of 

the law. It also aligns with the President’s constitutional duty to faithfully execute the laws. 
Finally, we concluded that in the rare case in which a criminal investigation of the President’s 
conduct should not impermissibly chill his performance of his constitutionally assigned duties. 



The conclusion that Congress may apply the obstruction law to the President’s corrupt exercise 
of the powers of office accords with our constitutional system of checks and balances and the 

principle that no person is above the law. vi Three basic elements are common to most of the 

relevant obstruction statutes: (1) an obstructive act ;vii (2) a nexus between the obstructive act 

and an official proceeding;viii and (3) a corrupt intent.ix (…) ” (See page 1 – 8.)  My requests for 

records are the following.  1) Will you join me in moving to call upon all communications in the 

form of e-mails and postal correspondence exchanged between employees and legal 

representatives of the DOJ dealing with the impeachment of a President since January 01st 1991 

to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? 2) Will 

you join me in moving to call upon all opinions issued by the OLC about indicting or 

prosecuting a President while in office or no longer so to be promptly disclosed either to my e-

mail or in the alternative my mailing address? What I am requesting for prompt disclosure are (1) 

all communication in the form of e-mails and postal correspondence exchanged between 

employees and legal representatives about the impeachments of William Jefferson Clinton and 

Donald Trump; (2) all opinions issued by the OLC about prosecuting and indicting a President 

while in office or no longer so.   

 

According to Robert Mueller’s report, “intelligence officials briefed President-Elect Trump and 

the incoming Administration on the intelligence community’s assessment that Russia had 
interfered in the 2016 presidential election. When the briefing concluded, Comey spoke with the 

President-Elect privately to brief him on unverified, personally sensitive allegations compiled by 

Steele. According to a memorandum Comey drafted immediately after their private discussion, 

the President-Elect began the meeting by telling Comey he had conducted himself honorably 

over the prior year and had a great reputation. The President-Elect stated that he thought highly 

of Comey, looked forward to working with him and hoped that he planned to stay on as FBI 

director. Comey responded that he intended to continue serving in that role. Comey then briefed 

the President-Elect on the sensitive material in the Steele reporting. Comey recalled that the 

President-Elect seemed defensive, so Comey decided to assure him that the FBI was not 

investigating him personally. Comey recalled he did not want the President-Elect to think of the 

conversation as a ‘J. Edgar Hoover move.’” (See Pages 27 – 28 of Robert Mueller’s Report.) 
My requests for records are the following. 1) Will you join me in moving to call upon all 

memorandums written by James Comey following his meetings with Donald Trump and Barrack 

Obama to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? 2) 

Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly denounce sexual assault, harassment and 

rape calling upon all such charges which may have come to your attention to be promptly 

disclosed either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? Will you join me in 

moving to call upon the respect of affirmative and effective consent? Will you join me in moving 

to affirm “NO MEANS NO!?” Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly denounce 

sexism and misogyny? Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly denounce 

arranged and forced marriages such as those described by the United States Agency for Global 

Media (USAGM) Voice of America (VOA)? x Will you join me in moving to implicitly and 

explicitly endorse same sex-marriages without discrimination from the Internal Revenue 

Services (IRS) in terms of earned income tax credit and other rights afforded to spouses by the 

Department of the Treasury upon a couple consensually tying the knot?  3) Have you ever visited 

J. Edgar Hoover Building in the District of Columbia? Was the Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(FBI) initiated as a bureau to deal with the civil unrest which occurred as a direct consequence of 



the prohibition of alcohol at the turn of the 20th Century? If yes, will you join me in moving to 

implicitly and explicitly denounce medical malpractice and wiretap calling upon the effective 

and immediate legalization, regulation and taxation of cocaine, ecstasy and marijuana? Will you 

join me in moving to invoke the 8th Amendment of the U.S Constitution condemning others 

looking to perpetuate pain and suffering? Will you join me in moving to implicitly and explicitly 

denounce cruel and unusual punishment? Will you join me in moving to call upon all 

communications in the form of e-mails and postal correspondences exchanged between 

employees and legal representatives of the DoD, the DoN, the DLA, the USMC, the EPA, DOJ, 

the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), the Department of the Treasury, the 

District of Columbia Government (DC.Gov), and Oaksterdam University about legalizing, 

regulating and taxing cocaine, ecstasy and marijuana if such discussions have previously taken 

place to be promptly disclosed either to my e-mail or in the alternative my mailing address? 

What I am requesting for prompt disclosure are (1) all memorandum written by James Comey 

following his meetings with Barrack Obama and Donald Trump; (2) all communications in the 

form of e-mails and postal correspondence pertaining to legalizing, regulating and taxing 

cocaine, ecstasy and marijuana employees and legal representatives of the DOJ may have had 

with the DoD, the DoN, the USMC, the DLA, the EPA, HHS, the Department of the Treasury, 

the DC.Gov, Oaksterdam University. I am also requesting for all communications in the form of 

e-mails and postal correspondence employees and legal representatives of the DOJ may have 

exchanged with those of the DoD, the DoN, the USMC, the DLA, the EPA, the HHS, the 

Department of the Treasury, the DC.Gov and Oaksterdam University about wiretap and medical 

malpractice.  

 

3) Request for Fee Waiver and Expedited Processing 

 

The Department of Justice (Office of Information Policy) defines a “perfected” FOIA request as 

a request for records which adequately describes the records sought, which has been received by 

the FOIA office of the agency or agency component in possession of the records, and for which 

there is no remaining question about the payment of applicable fees.xi The Association for the 

Advancement of Civil Liberties (AACL) is a non-governmental organization (NGO). As its 

Founding Member, I, W had previously been informed that forms 1023, 2848, 5578, 5768 and 

SS4 were filed with the Internal Revenue Services (IRS). The AACL is EEO compliant. It does 

not discriminate on the basis of gender, race, national origin, religious affiliation, sexual 

orientation or any other attribute the other may associate themselves with.xii The AACL does not 

represent in any way the views of the executive, judicial and legislative branches of the U.S 

government. I, W am a member of the general public: I am a representative of the media.xiii I, W 

have contributed several articles xiv on the Huffington Post.xv The other has mentioned my 

YouTube channel on numerous occasions to me.xvi I have previously used YouTube, Scribd and 

Archive.org to publish documents obtained through records request and will continue to do so in 

the future.xvii If you wish, you can like and subscribe to my YouTube Channel. The AACL is 

mainly engaged in disseminating information within the meaning of the statute 5 U.S.C § 552 

(a)(6)(E)(v)(II). Obtaining information about government activity, analyzing that information, 

and widely publishing and disseminating information to the press and public are critical and 

substantial components of the AACL work.xviii The records requested are not sought for 



commercial purposes and I, W plan to disseminate the information disclosed as a result of this 

request to the public at no cost. These records are urgently needed to inform the public about 

actual or alleged government activity. It is my opinion, that the AACL has satisfied the 

requirements for expedited processing of this request. The AACL requests a waiver on document 

search, review, and duplication fees on the grounds that disclosure of the requested records is in 

the public interest and because disclosure is “likely to contribute significantly to public 
understanding of the operations or activities of the government and is not primarily in the 

commercial interest of the requester.” 5 U.S.C § 552 (a)(4)(A)(iii). The AACL also requests a 

waiver of search fees on the grounds that the AACL qualifies as a “representative of the news 
media” and the records are not sought for commercial use. 5 U.S.C  § 552(a)(4)(A)(ii)(II). Given 

the ongoing attention of the AACL to the issues presented, it is the opinion of the AACL that the 

records sought will significantly contribute to public understanding of an issue of profound 

public importance. City of Baltimore v Burke? Project on Military Procurement v Dept of Navy? 

The AACL is not filing this request to further its commercial interest. As previously mentioned, 

any information disclosed by the AACL as a result of this request for records will be available to 

the public at no cost. Thus, a fee waiver would fulfill Congress’s legislative intent in amending 
the FOIA. Has Congress not amended FOIA to ensure that it be liberally construed in favor of 

waivers for noncommercial requesters? Judicial Watch, Inc v Rossotti? Eudey v CIA? Does 

burden for justifying nondisclosure fall upon the agency who is in receipt of a request for 

records? Petroleum Inf. Corp v U.S Dept of Interior?  

I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that all the statements I have made are to the best of my 

knowledge true and accurate.     

        Respectfully submitted:   

        W (AACL) 

        Michael A. Ayele  

        Human Rights Activist 

        Audio-Visual Media Analyst 

        Anti-Propaganda Journalist 

         

        Signature:   
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accepted meaning. It denotes an act done with an intent to give some advantage inconsistent with 

official duty and the right of others.’ Congress (…) enacted a provision overturning that result 
by providing that ‘as used in Section 1505, the term corruptly means acting with an improper 
purpose, personally or by influencing another, including by making a false or misleading 

statement, or withholding, concealing, altering, or destroying, a document or other 

information.’”  - See Page 166 and 167 of Robert Mueller’s Report.   
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of Maryland located 6500 Cherrywood Lane, Greenbelt, MD and 101 West Lombard Street, 
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