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OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JT]DGMENT ANI)

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT IN FAVOR OF THE PLAINTIFF

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This response is filed with Judge Lamberth under protest, as the plaintiff filed a

motion requesting Judge Lamberth to recuse himself from presiding over this case,

as Judge Lamberth previously covered up all evidence of fraud and forgery in

Barack Obama's IDs in related cases.

Plaintiff reiterates her request for Judge Lamberth to recuse himself and allow

another judge rule in this case.

STATEMENT OF FACTS AND ARGUMENT IN OPPOSITION TO

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT IN FAVOR OF THE DEFENSE

COMBINED WITH A COUNTER MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

IN FAVOR OF THE PLAINTIFF

SUMMARY OF THE MOTION

1. Plaintiff did not receive a response to her FOIA request for information until

she filed her legal appeal with this court. Even though the response was

dated prior to filing of the appeal with this court, it was received after filing

of the complaint.

2. Defendant did not respond to the complaint within required 60 days, even

though Defense admitted that the U.S. Attorneys' office w€rs served with the

complaint and summons by certified mail and the certified mail receipt was
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5.

6.

signed by the same clerk, Eddy Hase, who signed similar complaint for the

U.S. Attorneys'office.

3. Plaintiff filed a motion for default judgment/ summary judgment due to lack

of responsive pleadings for four months.

4. Defense by and through its attorney, U.S. Attorneys'o office disclosed an

extrajudicial contact between the court of Judge Lamberth and defense

attorney, whereby the court instead of ruling on the motion, conducted an

unilateral contact with the Defense and wanted them to respond.

Defense asked for a leave of court to file late response.

Plaintiff opposed and requested an administrative hearing with the clerk of

the US Attorneys' office Eddy Hase, seeking a testimony from him, what

happened to the pleadings and whether any official/officials in the

Department of Justice made him "disappear" the pleadings: either destroy

the pleadings or hide them.

Judge Lamberth completely ignored this issue and de facto covered up

destruction/disappearance of complaint and summons in the Department of

Justice and allowed the Defense to file late pleadings.

Defense filed motion for summary judgment for the Defense, where Defense

improperly has hidden a response from the Fraud Department to the

lnspector General for the USPS.
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9. Plaintiff is hereby opposes this motion for summary judgment for the

Defense and seeks a motion for Summary Judgment for the Plaintiff and

seeks from this court a ruling/order directing Defense to provide her with

following records that were improperly withheld from her:

a. response from the Fraud Department to Inspector General, which Gladis

Griffith, FOIA Appeals officer received and to which she avers to in her

response, where she states she was informed that allegations presented by Taitz

(fabrication of a bogus 1980 USPS meter stamp ) do not constitute fraud and for

that reason complaint will not be investigated. Griffith does not claim that this

response falls into any of 9 exceptions to FOIA disclosure.

b. Taitz is seeking the name of the employee of U.S.P.S. who signed the letter

by Gladis Griffith by placing an unintelligible signature and handwritten "For"

before typed name "Gladis C. Griffith"

c. sworn affidavit from FOIA officer Gladis C. Griffith, attesting whether she

authorized John Doe/Jane Doe, an unknown employee of USPS to sign a letter

to Taitz "for Gladis C. Griffith", the name of that employee, whether she was

even aware of this letter sent to the court on her behalf from that employee, and

whether page two of a different letter was replaced and sent to the court, as the

font on page two and page one look different. (Exhibit 2 )

Taitz v Donahoe et al Opposition to MSJ and Motion for MSJ for Plaintiff 4



d. the name and position of USPS employee, who provided FOIA offrcer Gladis

Griffith (or person who wrote the response "For Gladis C. Griffith"), where this

USPS employee informed Gladis C. Griffith that fabricating bogus USPS meter

stamps does not represent fraud.

DETAILED STATEMENT OF FACTS AND ARGUMENT

Plaintiff incorporates by reference all prior paragraphs as if fully pled herein.

10. After this legal action was filed Plaintiff received a response showing that a

year earlier, on lune 29, 2012 Inspector General of USPS received the

criminal complaint filed by Ta\tz against Barack Obama, received an

affidavit of former Chief Investigator of US Coast Guard Stephan Jeffrey

Coffman and a video tape with testimony of Sheriff Arpaio and investigator

Zullo, which showed that Barack Obama is using a fabricated Selective

Service registration with a fabricated 1980 USPS meter stamp complaint and

forwarded it to the Mail Fraud Division. June 26letter from analyst Paulson

included 06.29.2012refenalto the Mail fraud division.

ll.Inspector General demanded response and action within 30 days, which

would be by JuLy 29,20t2.

l2.Response by Barbara Jackson states that a related Hotline case was referred

to Mail Fraud 315120L2 which shows that there were indeed two complaints,

Taitzv Donahoe et al Oppositionto MSJ and Motion forMSJ for Plaintiff 5



as plaintiff stated and both were submitted

IJSPS.

to mail fraud division of the

l3.Upon receipt of the response Taitz filed an appeal and demanded a copy of

an answer from the Mail fraud division, which was due with the Inspector

General by July 29,2012.

l4.Response from FOIA officer Gladis Griffith represents a cover up of

information, shows lack of diligent search and shows contradiction

between statements made within the same later.

15.Ms. Griffith stated: "As of the date of our last letter to you, the office of

Inspector General had not received a reply to our referal to the inspection

Service. I have since been informed the inspection service does not regard

allegations such as yours to be mail fraud, and consequently such allegations

are not something they would investigate". So, first of all it is unreasonable

to believe that in the period of a year the Fraud division did not respond to a

30 days request for information and action coming from the Inspector

General. This is particularly the case, as the complaint contained a sworn

declaration by a Chief Investigator of Special Investigations unit of the US

Coast Guard, who stated that the aforementioned cancellation USPS stamp

(meter stamp) was a forgery and it included a videotaped press conference

by a duly elected sheriff, who confirmed the charge of forgery and
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fabrication, and this fabricated cancellation USPS stamp was attached to a

fabricated back dated Selective Service registration, which Barack Obama

claims, was submitted by him in 1980, but according to Chief Investigator

Coffman and Sheriff Arpaio this stamp represented a 2008 cancellation

USPS stamp, where year'02008" was cut in half and "08" was placed

backwards to make it look that this backdated registration, which was

created in 2008, was actually created in 1980. Forgery was flagrant, as all

USPS stamps contain four digit year and this is the only stamp with a two

digit year.

Further, Ms. Griffith did not provide any information how did she conduct

this search. Plaintiff provides herein an opinion from USDC for the District of

Maryland, where US District Court judge Ellen Hollander denied a motion for

summary judgment in a related case, where Federal goveffrment officials claimed

not to be able to find SS-5 for CT Social Security number xxx-xx-4425 of Harry

Bounel, which was found earlier, and which was stolen by Barack Obama and

used to cover up Obama's foreign citizenship and lack of valid IDs. Judge

Hollander cited that the defendant (Acting Commissioner of Social Security

Carolyn Colvin and FOIA Officer Dawn Wiggins) did not conduct sufficient

search: "

the SSA has failed to meet its oblieatiqns under the FO.IA may have
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merit. When the adequacy of a search is challenged, an agency may

demonstrate the adequacy of its search by submitting an affidavit that is

"reasonably detailed, setting forth the search terms and the type of search

performed, and averring that all files likely to contain responsive materials (if

such records exist) were searched so as to give the requesting party an

opportunity to challenge the adequacy of the search." Ethyl Corp. v. U.S.

E.P.A., 25 F.3d 1241, 1246-47 (4th Cir. 1994) (internal quotation marks and

citations omitted). Here, defendant has offered the Declaration of Dawn S.

Wiggins, who avers, ECF l2-Z IT 6: "SSA conducted a search of the

Numident for a record that matched the information provided by Plaintiff but

could not locate a record for Mr. Bounel." Wiggins did not explain the manner

in which the search was conducted, whether multiple searches were

conducted using different combinations of the information provided by plaintiff

(to ensure that a minor discrepancy in the information submitted by plaintiff did

not sabotage the search), or any other details related to the thoroughness of her

search." Taitz v Colvin,13-1878 USDC District of Maryland.

16.Further, FOIA appeal officer Gladis Griffith stated "I have since been

informed the inspection Service does not regard allegations such as

yours to be mail fraud", so Griffith tacitly admits that she indeed received

a response and this response should have been provided to Taitz under
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FOIA. Griffith admitted that she received a response which claimed that

fabricating a bogus USPS meter stamp does not constitute fraud. Taitz, as

the President of Defend our Freedoms Foundation, and every U.S. citizen

have a right to see this response, see this letter that came from Fraud

department and see the name of this comrpt official, who claimed that

fabricating bogus meter stamps is not fraud. Therefore Griffith indeed

engaged in the cover up and improper withholding of the response letter

from the Fraud department. Such disclosure of the response from the

Fraud department of USPS is in the public interest and Griffith does

not even claim that this particular response from USPS falls within the

9 accepted exclusions from release of documents.

The cover up of this response from the Fraud department undermines the trust

by the public in the rule of law. Griffith claims that fabrication of the USPS

cancellation stamp does not represent fraud. However this statement is contradicted

by 18 USC $501

18 U.S.C. $501 states:

"Whoever forges or counterfeits any postage stamp, postage meter stamp, or

any stamp printed upon any stamped envelope, or postal card, or any die, plate, or

engraving thereof; or
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Whoever makes or prints, or knowingly uses or sells, or possesses with intent to

use or sell, any such forged or counterfeited postage stamp, postage meter stamp,

stamped envelope, postal card, die, plate, or engraving; or

Whoever makes, or knowingly uses or sells, or possesses with intent to use or

sell, any paper bearing the watermark of any stamped envelope, or postal card, or

any fraudulent imitation thereof; or

Whoever makes or prints, or authorizes to be made or printed, day postage

stamp, postage meter stamp, stamped envelope, or postal card, of the kind

authorized and provided by the Post Office Department or by the Postal Service,

without the special authority and direction of the Department or Postal Service; or

Whoever after such postage stamp, postage meter stamp, stamped envelope, or

postal card has been printed, with intent to defraud, delivers the same to any person

not authorized by an instrument in writing, duly executed under the hand of the

Postmaster General and the seal of the Post Office Department or the Postal

Service, to receive it-

Shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both."

Not only this is fraud, this is a felony punishable by five years in prison.

Further, this is related to a number of other counts of fraud, such as Selective

service fraud and Elections fraud, as one who did not sign up for the Selective
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service, cannot be employed in the executive branch of the U.S. government and

the U.S. President is the Chief executive of the executive branch:

5 USC 3328 " (a) An individual-

(1) who was born after December 31, 1959, and is or was required to register

under section 3 of the Military Selective Service Act (!0 App. U.S.C. 453); and

(2) who is not so registered or knowingly and willfully did not so register

before the requirement terminated or became inapplicable to the individual,

shall be ineligible for appointment to a position in an Executive agency.

(b) The Office of Personnel Management, in consultation with the Director of

the Selective Service System, shall prescribe regulations to carry out this section.

Such regulations shall include provisions prescribing procedures for the

adjudication of determinations of whether a failure to register was knowing and

willful. Such procedures shall require that such a determination may not be made if

the individual concemed shows by a preponderance of the evidence that the failure

to register was neither knowing nor willful. Such procedures may provide that

determinations of eligibility under the requirements of this section shall be

adjudicated by the Executive agency making the appointment for which the

eligibility is determined."
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Further, assertion by the office of the Inspector General that fabrication of a

cancellation US postal stamp (meter stamp) gives the public any impression that

any crime can be committed and it will be simply covered up by comrpt officials

who are paid by the public to investigate, expose and prosecute such crimes.

Inspector General of USPS is allegedly stating by and through FOIA officer

Griffith(or a person who signed her letter for her) that one can fabricate those

meter stamps and mail thousands of items and rob the USPS and the US taxpayers

of millions of dollars scot free, without any repercussion or prosecution. This

makes pubic believe that this country is run by a mob, by an organized crime.

Further, USPS meter stamps are used as evidence in courts of law. They

provide dates when documents were mailed and are used to resolve conflicts. If

USPS claims that fabricating those meter stamps is not fraud, then it would be

impossible for judges and juries to resolve multiple conflicts.

In the case at hand it makes a huge difference, whether Barack Obama signed

up for Selective Service in 1980, as he was supposed to or whether he used a

fabricated meter stamp, created in 2008 and affixed it to his bogus registration in

order to defraud the United States of America and each and every U.S. citizen.

As Defense concedes, FOIA is there for "the right of the public to know what

their government is up to" Dep't of Air Force v Rose 425 U.S. 352,361 (1976)

There is a tremendous public interest and right to know and as such this court
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should order the Inspector General and Postmaster General to release the

correspondence that FOIA officer Gladis Griffith avers to in her August 2,2013

letter (Appeal 2013-IGAP-00026, FOIA case No 2013-IGFP-00406) which was

received by her, which stated that fabrication of postal meter stamp is not fraud,

the public has a right to know the name of the employee who made this

determination.

REQUEST UNDER 18 USC 3332 (A) FOR THIS HONORABLE COURT

TO PRESENT EVIDENCE PROVIDED IN THIS CASE TO THE FEDERAL

GRAND JURY OR GRANT THE PLAINTIFF AN EX RELATOR STATUS

TO STEP IN THE SHOES OF THE ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY AND

PRESENT EVIDENCE OF OFFENSES AGAINST THE CRIMINAL LAWS

OF THE UNITED STATES ALLEGED TO HAVE BEEN COMMITTED

WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Plaintiff incorporates all prior paragraphs as if fully pled herein.

18 USC 3332 (a) states

It shall be the duty of each such grand jury impaneled within any judicial

district to inquire into offenses against the criminal laws of the United States

alleged to have been committed within that district. Such alleged offenses may

be brought to the attention of the grand ju"y by the COIIRT or by any

attorney appearing on behalf of the United States for the presentation of

Taitzv Donahoe et al Opposition to MSJ and Motion for MSJ for Plaintiff 13



evidence. Any such attorney receiving information concerning such an alleged

offense from any other person shall, if requested by such other person, inform the

grand jury of such alleged offense, the identity of such other person, and $such

attorney's action or recommendation." 18 USC 3332(a).

Offenses are committed against following criminal laws of the United States:

1. 18 USC $501 Plaintiff requests this court to present to the Federal grand Jury

for the District of Columbia evidence of fabrication of a bogus 1980 USPS meter

stamp, as well a conspiracy and a De Facto RICO to violate 18 USC $501, by

Barack Obama, John Doe and Jane Doe employees of the Selective Service and

John Doe and Jane Doe employees of U.S.P.S. Plaintiff is requesting this court to

present this evidence under 18 U.S.C. 3332 (a) and direct the Federal Grand Jury to

inquire into actions of William Chatfield, former Director of selective Service,

Lawrence Romo, current Director of Selective Service, Patrick Donahoe,

Postmaster General, David Williams, inspector of U.S.P.S., FOIA officers Gladis

Griffith and Paulette E. Paulson, director of Fraud Division of U.S.P.S. and other

John Does and Jane Does connected to this scheme.

2. I 8 USC Chapter 47 Fraud and False statements

Sl00l Statements generally and I8 USC S1002 possession of
false papers to defraud United States, as well as conspiracy to

commit fraud in using a fabricated U.S.P.S. meter stamp attached to

fabricated Selective Service certificate in order to defraud the United

Taitz v Donahoe et al Opposition to MSJ and Motion for MSJ for Plaintiff 14



States and American citizens into leading them to believe that

Barack Obama registered for Selective service in 1980.

3. l8 USC S4 Misprision of Felony -Misprision of Fraud

1 8 USC $4 Misprision of Felony- misprision of forgery

Aforementioned employees of USPS, lnspector general of U.S.P.S.

had a duty to report aforementioned forgery to a judge and not

commit misprision of multiple felonies of fraud and forgery. They

did not do so and violated l8 U.S.C 54.

4. l8 USC S1028 Fraud and related activity in connection with

identification

5. l8 USC S1341 Fraud

6. I B USC 1962 RICO (Racketeering influenced corrupt

organization) with pred icate acts:

a. fraud

b. conspiracy to commit fraud

c. forgery

d. conspiracy to commit forgery

e. U.S.P.S. fraud

f. selective service fraud

Aforementioned evidence and evidence submitted in related

cases, such as Taitz v Astrue I I -cv-402 was received by the U.S.

attorney for the District of Columbia, as well as Attorney General of
the United States, who did not take any action to prosecute

aforementioned offenses against the Criminal Laws of the United

States. Attorney Ceneral for the United States is a friend of Mr.

Obama. Attorney General of the United States, as well as U.S.
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Attorneys are appointees of Mr. Obama and are not likely to take

any action in the future. lf this court refuses to present this evidence

to the Federal Grand Jury pursuant to I B USC 53332, Plaintiff is

requesting this court to grant her ex-relator status to step in the

shoes of the U.S. Attorney for the limited purpose of presenting

aforementioned evidence to the Federal Grand Jury. Such granting of
Ex-Relator status is warranted due to failure of the U.S. Attorney to

act and due to tremendous publil interest and public concern.<f -.-/+,2/
Respectfully submitted,

Dr. Orly Taitz, ESQ

cc Oversight Committee US house of Representatives

cc Judiciary Committee U.S. House of Representatives

cc Public Integrity Unit Department of Justice

cc Inspector General Department of Justice

cc InterAmerican Commission for Human rights

cc International Criminal Bar Panel

cc U.N. Commission for Human Rights
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Dr. ORLY TAITZ, ESQ' PRO SE

Plaintiff,

Patrick Donahoe, Postmaster General,

David C. Williams, Inspector General

for the United States Postal Service

Respondent

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS AS TO WHICH THERE IS NO

GENUINE ISSUE

1. On May 30, 2013 Plaintiff submitted FOIA request for
information and records in relation to her criminal complaint
submitted to USPS, which contained the sworn affidavit of Chief
lnvestigator of special investigations unit of coast Guard and Sheriff
Arpaio stating that Barack Obama's alleged Selective Service

Certification is a forgery and it contains a forged (fabricated) 1980

U.S.P.S. meter stamp, which according to chief lnvestigator Coffman

and sheriff Arpaio was created in 2008 by cutting in half the year

part of 2008 stamp and placing "08" backwards, therefore creating a
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stamp with a two digit year "80", even though all stamps from 1980

had a four digit year.

2. Defendant admitted that the complaint was forwarded by the
lnspector General to the fraud division on 06.29.2012.

3. Defendant did not provide plaintiff with an answer from the
Fraud division to the lnspector Ceneral.

4. With the response by FOIA officer Paulson, she attached a
response from FOIA appeal officer Gladis Griffith who stated that
she was informed that inspection department does not regard

allegations such as provided by Taitz (fabrication of a bogus 1980

USPS meter stamp to defraud the United States of America ) to be

fraud and they would not investigate. Criffith and Paulson did not
provide Taitz with this response and did not claim that this
response is exempt from FOIA release. As such Paulson and

Griffith, Ers well as defendants improperly withheld this response

from FOIA disclosure and did not even claim that this response in

any way falls under nine known exclusions.

Respectfully su bm itted,

Dr. Orly Taitz, ESQ

12.3r.20r 3.

4:/-'
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Proposed order

Dr. ORLY TAITZ, ESQ, PRO SE $ 13-cv-1020

sPlaintiff,

Patrick Donahoe, Postmaster General,

David C. Williams, Inspector General

for the United States Postal Seruice

Respondent

At issue in this case is a criminal complaint and subsequent FOIA

request for records filed by plaintiff Taitz in relation to an allegedly
fabricated meter stamp (cancellation postal stamp) affixed to
allegedly fabricated Selective Service Registration for Barack Obama,

Plaintiff provided the USPS and lnspector General of USPS with a
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sworn affidavit from a Chief lnvestigator of Special lnvestigations
unit of US Coast Guard attesting to the fact that aforementioned

Selective service registration and aforementioned meter stamp on it
represent forgeries. She also provided the defendants with a video

tape of a press conference, where Maricopa County Sheriff, Joseph
Arpaio, not only asserted that aforementioned documents are

forgeries, but also provided a video presentation showing step by
step how the forger fabricated a bogus meter stamp affixed to
Barack Obama's bogus Selective Service registration. Defendants

admitted that Taitz complaint was forwarded to the Fraud

department and on 06.29.2012 Office of lnspector General

demanded investigation and an answer within 30 days, which
should have been a year and a half ago. While FOIA officer Gladys

Griffith claimed that they did not have an answer by the time they

originally respoOnded to Taitz, she stated that she received an

answer sometime later, where she was informed that allegations
presented by Tattz (fabrication of a bogus 1980 USPS meter stamp)

did not represent fraud. Taitz is demanding release of this response

and the name of the U.S.PS. employee who submitted this response

under FOIA 5 U.S.C. S552.
Defendants are hereby ordered to release to the plaintiff a

response and any and all correspondence provided by the Fraud

Department of the USPS to the lnspector General of the USPS, to
which FOIA officer Gladis C Griffith avers to in her August 2,2013
letter (Appeal 2013-IGAP-00026, FOIA case No 2013-IGFP-00406),
where she states that she was informed that allegations, such as

ones brought by Taitz do not represent fraud of U.S.P.S. Further,

Defense is ordered to provide Plaintiff with the following:
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a. response from the Fraud Department to Inspector General, which Gladis

Griffith, FOIA Appeals officer received and to which she avers to in her

response, where she states she was informed that allegations presented by Taitz

(fabrication of a bogus 1980 USPS meter stamp ) do not constitute fraud and for

that reason complaint will not be investigated. Griffith does not claim that this

response falls into any of 9 exceptions to FOIA disclosure.

b. the name ofthe employee of U.S.P.S. who signedthe letterby Gladis Griffith

by placing an unintelligible signature and handwritten "For" before typed name

"Gladis C. Griffith"

c. sworn afftdavit from FOIA officer Gladis C. Griffith, attesting whether she

authorized John Doe/Jane Doe, an unknown employee of USPS to sign a letter

to Taitz "for Gladis C. Griffith", the name of that employee, whether she was

even aware of this letter sent to the court on her behalf from that employee, and

whether page two of a different letter was replaced and sent to the court, as the

font on page two and page one look different. (Exhibit 2 )

d. the name and position of USPS employee, who provided FOIA officer Gladis

Griffith (or person who wrote the response "For Gladis C. Griffrth"), where this

USPS employee informed Gladis C. Griffith that fabricating bogus USPS meter

stamps does not represent fraud.
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Further, under 18 USC$ 3332(a) this court directs ttre clerks of the court to

forward to Federal Grand Jury convened in the US District of Columbia all

pleadings and evidence presented in this case to inquire into offenses against

Criminal laws of the United States of America committed in this district.

Signed

Dated
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Case 1:13-cv-01-020-RCL Document 16-1

I

Filed L2lL2lL3 Page 7 of 13

Unted Stabr Poslal Servlce
Olllcs ol lnspector General- 1735 North Lynn Slreet

Arllngton, VAzenO

HOTLNE INFORffATIOhI REPOBT

DATE: 6tnf20l2
:

PHEPAFED BY: Analyst I
:

APPEOVED BY:
i

lffir

w

SITBJECT: Belerralto Mail Fraud

LOGATON: Rancho Sanla lraryadta, CA 92088

REFEBRAL; USPIS - tr/ldl Fraud Udslon

FET.ATED GASES: lAxilEHEBO47

l{oilne rFods rr prolocted wder tlr Pltuary Aa 5 u.gc. 5 552a All USPS smployees lnndftg pmbctad
fi{ormafi{r havo a lqnlud o0rbal oblga0m k rcF [ut itJormam h oonld€ncg and b ocliYaly ptdod t fiorn
mpropcr Leer. Excspt ar rpedflcd$ ednoG€o. tlSP$ erdoyes sH mt drscloes. dkedb s inttlrccUy lhe
conhntc dl rny rucod ebout ancther ndird.Fl lo erry pororr or organfurlhn. ll6PS emploper pho wi[hilt
relcqto p{oFdtd hformaloo riltrut ardDorty, msy bs glrily of s nrbddnsanor snd |tnsd up b $,q}0. ln .

adl5on, dny emplopc yidafng lll' PrivacT Act or I,9PS nguhlhrr k lnxlool lo dcct lftnry aofion. wlridr nray
t€lrrltin ddnbsL

CASE r206ttlrEF0l0

The OfdlE of krspedor gerpral Hodlne recehnd thg ana$ed corespondone.

It we caft be of funmr assistianef ple*e confacl

Pbase pote thal the Belatsd Hotllne Ctso mentloned above, wag relsnud to [tall Fraud
on3t6fZA72,

Enclosures

I

I



United States Postal Service
Oflice ol lnspector General

1735 N. Lynn Street
Arlington, VA 22209

HOTLINE INFORMATION REPORT

DATE: 6i29 201?

PREPAFED BY: Analyst B

APPFOVED BY;

PAHIS NUMBER: rto6aeHeno4o

SUBJECT: Note for File

LOCATION: Rancho Sanla lulargarita. CA 92SBS

BEFERBAL. USPIS - ilail Fraud Drvrsron

FELATEDCASES; NONE

COMPLAINT:

Hothne receivsd a complarnt irom Ms Oriy Taitz on Tuesday. June 26. ?01?. The Bomplaint
confained lroth a letier and a DVD, Due lo copynght lirrrilalions, Holline iwitlr tlre trelp of CIO) rvas
unable to uplaad the $Vl-'t to the Hothne dalabase f PARlSi. Our only optron lvas to bunr a copy ol the
oriqin.ll DVD and mail ilt* ccpy along with the letter lo USPiS - h,?ail Fraud

BECOMMENDATION: Thrs case should be relerred to USPIS - l/ail Frauci Division for aclion.
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Dr. Orli, Taitz, Esc1.

2gS3g Sarrta i\rlargarita Parkwa;v, Suite 100
Rancho Santa Margarita. California 92688-36'10

RE: FOIA r\ppeal No. 2013-IGAP-00026
FOI/r Case lilo. 2013-IGFP-00406

Dear Dr. Taitz:

This responds l"o your July 4, 2013, e-rnail ap1:ei:ling llre response of tlre Office oi
lnspector General (OlG) Freedonr of lnformaiiort /lct (FOIA) analyst regarcling your
FOIA recquest for recorcls pertairrirrg io your allegatiori that postarl regulations were
r.,iolated to 1:rovide proof of the legitinracy of the presidency of Barack Obanra, I

affirm the FOllt analysl's resporrse lo your initial recluesl.

By letter of the ,June 26, 2013. the OIG FOIA analyst infornrecl you tlrat our searc'lt of
the Office of lnr.resligations arrcl lJollirre clalalrases located tvlo pages responsive to
your requesi. wliich were puovided lo ysu wiiir e:<cisions nrade pursuant to FOIA
Exernption (7XC), vzhich permils the r*itlrholdirig of Lecords or iniormation contpiled
ior lav,r enforcement purposes. llre reloase oi whicit could consliiute an unwarrantecl
invasion of the personal privacy oi thiid pariies. 5 U.S.C. 552(bX7XC).

I af;irnr the use of ExernSiiion 7(C) io i..ritlrlrolcl cefiain irtformation compiled for lal"r

enforcement ptrrposbs, brrt *,hich r=qtrires agencies io consiCer certain iaclors u.,hen

consiclerirrg release. One suclr factor is ihe lrrivacll interest of tlre person involved.
5 U.S.C. $ 552(lr)(7XC). Baez v. FBl, 443 F. $upp. Zcl 717 ,724 (E.D,Pa. 2006).
FOIA's core purpose is to assist tire public in learning lrovv tire agency perfornrs its
rasponsibilities. li ilre privacy inierest irt r,r,iilrholcling the information ouiweighs the
public inieresi in disclosirrg ii. the inforrnation is protectecl. Lackirtg a third pariy
individual's consent or alr o'.,erricjing prrblic inte resl, releasing irtlonnaiion perlairting
io thircl party individuals coulcl reasonably be expectetl [o constitute an unvrarratrtecJ

inrrasion of personal privacy. O'l(eefe v. llOD. 463 F.Supp .Zcl 3'17,326 (D,D.C.
2006) (FOIA requires balancing ihe irrdirriciual's prirracy irtterest against ihe g:ublic's
int=resi irr clisclosure oi iniorrrraiicrr ccrrt;rilecl by ihe governntent); P.ipskis v. l-tUD,

746 F.3i 1, 4 (D.C. Cir.19B4i(couri holding agsncy properly v',itlrlrelcl nraierial
consiciering subsianiiail prir.,acy interest lr{ siake trrtd ilre uncettailrty oi the public
interest in disclosr.rre).
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ln youraprylletbr, you requestaddltiond lnfonnation stemmingfiom the
lnspec0on service's handling of the office of lnspector Generarjrebmal to the
!1ry{ton servie of ygur inifiarcomprarnt. As o:r ne dats of our h* retterio rou,
lhe ofiice of lnspec{or General had not recefued a rcply to our lebrral to the '
lnepedkn servlce. I have slnce been hformed tF hipecffon servlce does not
regard-albgallons urdt ae y.ryr to be mallfraud, and ionsequenilysuclr allegr*ions
?rs ld sonnthhg they.uouHinvesdgate. you maywant to make i porq req-uestto
the lryqe{ion SeMe to gbtain records pertahrlngio hour such allegatlons arb
handl€d. The lnspection Servicecan bE readredlt:

U.S. Podal lnspectlon Seruice
475 L'Enlant Plaza, S.W.
WashlrBton, D.C. z@'eO
202-248t0n,4
F,OIA@uspb*troJ

lnasrnuclt as my decision does not constlMe a grantof access to reqneoted
lnformafpn, FOIA requir,es that I infom you of your rlght to judidal rwlew Such
revlew le avallable to you ln he United States Dbfict Court for the judicbl dbtricd
in whhh pu reeide or harc pur princlpal place of business, the dlsfiid in which
the records are locaH. or ln the DFtid of Columbb.

As part of he 2007 FOIA amendments, he Office of Govemment lnformatbn
Seryices (OGIS) uas created to ofier rnodlatlon genlcss to resolw disputea
Hnleen FOIA regtnsterc and Foderal agencbs as a non-exdushre atternallve to
llUgndon. using OGIS eervlces does not aftcl your right to purcue lilgatlon.
The contac[ inbrmation for OGIS ls as follows:

Office of Govemrnent lnbrmatbn SeMces (OGIS)
Natlonal Archlveg and Records AdmlnlEtratlon
Room 2510
8601 Melphi R€d
Cofiege Park, Maryland 20740€001
E-mall ogis@nara.gov
Far 301-837-0348
Toll-free: 1-8Z€84€448

Sirrerely,

Foa Gladb C. Grifiith
Freedorn of lnformaton ActAppeals fficer

cs FOlAAnalyst



T]NITED STATES DISTRICT COTJRT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Dr. ORLY TAITZ' ESQ, PRO SE S

Plaintiff, S

s

v.S

s

Patrick Donahoe, Postmaster General, $

David C. Williams, Inspector General S

for the United States Postal Seruice $

Respondent $

I, Lila Dubert, served the defense with the attached opposition to motion for

Summary Judgrnent and a Motion for Summary Judgment for the Plaintiff by first

class mail on 12.31.2013 at

US Attorneys'office

555 4th Washjngton, DC 20530

Signed Lilae-
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