
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

 
Norfolk Division 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA  * 
      * 
      v.     *   Case No. 2:25-cr-122-JKW-DEM 
      * 
LETITIA A. JAMES,    *   
      * 
  Defendant.   *  
      * 
* * * * * * * 
 

ATTORNEY GENERAL LETITIA A. JAMES’S MOTION TO DISMISS  
THE INDICTMENT FOR OUTRAGEOUS GOVERNMENT CONDUCT 

 
 Attorney General Letitia A. James, by and through undersigned counsel, moves this Court 

to dismiss the government’s indictment pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 12(b).  As 

explained further below, multiple government actors engaged in outrageous conduct to obtain the 

indictment, in violation of the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment.  Because this 

prosecution is patently unconstitutional, this Court should dismiss the indictment with prejudice. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

 Attorney General James has already moved to dismiss this indictment in response to the 

improper procedures and motives that led to its return.  ECF Nos. 22, 53.  This motion seeks 

dismissal on the independent ground that this indictment is the result of outrageous government 

conduct, starting with that of Federal Housing Finance Agency (FHFA) Director William Pulte, in 

violation of AG James’s due process rights.  Outrageous government conduct prohibited by the 

Due Process Clause is conduct that is “‘shocking,’ or ‘offensive to traditional notions of 

fundamental fairness.’”  United States v. Hasan, 718 F.3d 338, 343 (4th Cir. 2013) (quoting United 

States v. Osborne, 935 F.2d 32, 37 (4th Cir. 1991)).  Perhaps in no case before this Court has there 

been a more shocking course of government conduct.  The unprecedented, extensive, and 

outrageous misconduct in this case reached its apex when President Donald Trump, as part of his 

revenge campaign, decided that AG James needed to be indicted, no matter the cost.  Years of 

relentlessly calling AG James a crook and a criminal reached a crescendo when President Trump 

posted on Truth Social:1  

 

 
1 Donald Trump (@realDonaldTrump), Truth Social (Sept. 20, 2025), 
https://truthsocial.com/@realDonaldTrump/posts/115239044548033727. 
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This indictment is the product of months of illegal and unethical behavior by government 

officials, only made possible by the misuse of a federal agency, the disregard of exculpatory 

evidence, the systematic removal of ethics officials and career prosecutors who stood in the way, 

and the improper attempt to install an unqualified U.S. Attorney with nothing to offer except 

undying loyalty.  If this brazen, continuous disregard for the law and the Constitution is not 

outrageous government conduct, nothing is.  

II. BACKGROUND 

A. Transforming the FHFA Into a Political Weapon. 

 In March 2025, William Pulte began his tenure as FHFA Director and quickly transformed 

the little-known agency into a weapon to be brandished against President Trump’s political 

enemies.  As FHFA Director, Pulte is tasked with regulating the Federal National Mortgage 

Association (known as Fannie Mae), the Federal Home Loan Mortgage Corporation (known as 

Freddie Mac), and the Federal Home Loan Banking System.2  Although Fannie Mae and Freddie 

Mac remain private corporate entities, since the 2008 financial crisis, the FHFA has served as their 

conservator. 3  Mere days after being sworn in, on March 17, 2025, Director Pulte fired 14 members 

from the boards of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac and appointed himself chairman of both entities.4  

No justification was given for the firings.  This deeply troubling consolidation of power violates 

federal law and the FHFA’s own regulations.  Federal law prohibits the FHFA Director from 

holding any office, position, or employment in Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac.5  According to 

 
2 See FHFA at-a-Glace, U.S. Federal Housing (Mar. 8, 2024), https://www.fhfa.gov/about.  
3 See Conservatorship, U.S. Federal Housing (Feb. 6, 2024), 
https://www.fhfa.gov/conservatorship. 
4 See Katherine Hamilton & Connor Hart, FHFA Director To Head Fannie Mae, Freddie Mac 
Boards Amid Shake-Ups, Wall Street Journal (Mar. 17, 2025), 
https://www.wsj.com/finance/regulation/fhfa-director-to-head-fannie-mae-freddie-mac-boards-
amid-shake-ups-0b8ef5a6.  
5 12 U.S.C. § 4512(g)(2). 
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FHFA’s regulations, the chairperson of the Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac boards must be 

independent of FHFA.6  As FHFA Director, Pulte is the furthest thing from independent.  

On April 14, 2025, Director Pulte sent a criminal referral letter7 to U.S. Attorney General 

Pamela Bondi, alleging AG James “falsified bank documents and property records to acquire 

government backed assistance and loans and more favorable loan terms” as related to properties 

in Brooklyn, New York, Queens, New York, and on Sterling Street in Norfolk, Virginia.  Ex. A.8  

Just one day later, someone from inside the administration leaked Director Pulte’s criminal referral 

letter to the New York Post.9   

After the issuance of the referral letter, according to recently produced discovery, an 

expansive and fast-growing investigation into AG James’s properties, and related mortgages, took 

off within FHFA and Fannie Mae.  On April 17, 2025, Fannie Mae requested the “James loan file” 

from mortgage servicer Mr. Cooper.  Ex. C.  On April 18, FHFA Office of Inspector General sent 

a “Demand for Document Production” to the Federal National Mortgage Association director, 

seeking access to records, reports and documents concerning AG James’s Peronne Property.  Ex. 

D.  Also on April 18, a Fannie Mae fraud investigator sent emails attaching social media posts by 

AG James’s great-niece, Nakia Thompson.  Ex. E.  And on April 25, mortgage servicer Mr. Cooper 

received a request to investigate potential misrepresentation of occupancy concerning the Peronne 

 
6 12 CFR § 1239.20(a)(2). 
7 The statute Director Pulte cites as his authority—the Federal Housing Enterprises Financial 
Safety and Soundness Act of 1992—provides no authority for the FHFA Director to make criminal 
referrals.  See 12 U.S.C. §§ 4501 et seq. 
8 Shortly after the criminal referral letter was leaked, counsel for AG James wrote to AG Bondi, 
refuting all of the allegations in the criminal referral letter.  Ex. B.  Notably, none of the crimes 
alleged, or even the properties referenced, in the referral letter were included in the indictment.  
Once those allegations were refuted, Trump administration officials had to find something else. 
9 See Josh Christenson & Victor Nava, Trump administration refers NY AG Letitia James for 
potential prosecution over alleged mortgage fraud, N.Y. Post (Apr. 15, 2025), 
https://nypost.com/2025/04/15/us-news/trump-administration-refers-ny-ag-tish-james-for-
prosecution. 
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property and AG James.  Ex. F.  Discovery reveals that the investigation continued unabated within 

FHFA and Fannie Mae throughout May, June, July and August 2025. 

Despite the fact that the criminal referral purports to be based on “media reports,” no 

credible media reports remotely related to the allegations predate the referral.  The origin of the 

exhibits to the referral are equally suspect.  The FHFA does not house individual mortgage 

documents in its own system,10 but Fannie Mae does.11  Many of the exhibits referenced in the 

referral were available from a single source (which also contains the only “reporting” on the 

allegations that predate the referral letter): the blog of a right-wing “investigator,” Sam Antar, who 

has claimed credit for providing Director Pulte with the facts necessary for the criminal referral. 

12  Accordingly, in crafting the criminal referral letter and the attached exhibits, Director Pulte 

either (1) relied exclusively on a single fringe blogger’s “evidence” that AG James committed 

fraud, (2) took it upon himself to purchase these documents from various county clerk offices, or 

(3) unlawfully accessed AG James’s loan files from Fannie Mae’s database.  Any one of these three 

most likely possibilities constitutes outrageous government conduct by the FHFA Director.   

Fannie Mae ethics and investigations groups were so concerned that Director Pulte may 

have improperly and illegally accessed mortgage documents that they launched a probe into how 

 
10 The FHFA does collect data on mortgages for oversight and regulatory purposes.  See, e.g., 
National Mortgage Database Program, U.S. Federal Housing (Oct. 24, 2025), 
https://www.fhfa.gov/programs/nmdb.   
11 See, e.g., Selling Guide, Fannie Mae (Nov. 5, 2025), A2-4.1-02 (Ownership and Retention of 
Loan Files and Records); A2-4.1-01(Establishing Loan Files), A3-3-05 (Custody of Mortgage 
Documents), https://selling-guide.fanniemae.com. 
12 See Sam Antar, When The Wall Street Journal Tries to Make Letitia James’ Public Records 
Disappear, White Collar Fraud (Nov. 11, 2025), https://whitecollarfraud.com/2025/11/11/when-
the-wall-street-journal-tries-to-make-letitia-james-public-records-disappear.  However, for the 
Director of FHFA to go beyond his statutory mandate and send a criminal referral solely on the 
uncorroborated findings of an internet investigator, without conducting any due diligence of his 
own, is possibly more outrageous than his misuse of Fannie Mae databases.   
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he obtained AG James’s mortgage documents.13  According to reporting, “Fannie’s ethics and 

investigations group had received internal complaints alleging senior officials had improperly 

directed staff to access the mortgage documents of James and others” and investigators had been 

“probing to find out who had made the orders, whether Pulte had the authority to seek the 

documents, and whether or not they had followed proper procedure.”14 

Intent on covering his tracks, instead of allowing the internal investigation to continue, 

Director Pulte fired about a dozen members of the ethics and investigations units.15  According to 

reporting, the internal complaint alleging Director Pulte improperly obtained AG James’s 

mortgage records was sent to prosecutors in the U.S. Attorney’s Office in Norfolk by former FHFA 

acting Inspector General Joe Allen—who believed “[t]he information he turned over was 

constitutionally required” and/or “potentially relevant in discovery.”16  For doing so, the acting 

Inspector General was fired from the Agency by Director Pulte—presumably because the 

information could be material to AG James’s defense.17 

After making the referral to DOJ, Director Pulte continued to pursue his own investigation, 

even when employees of Fannie Mae themselves believed there was insufficient evidence of 

wrongdoing.  On June 13, 2025, Sean Soward (Fannie Mae Director of Mortgage Fraud 

 
13 See Gina Heeb, Brian Schwartz, & C. Ryan Barber, Fannie Mae Watchdogs Probed How Pulte 
Obtained Mortgage Records of Key Democrats, Wall Street Journal (Nov. 11, 2025), 
https://www.wsj.com/finance/regulation/fannie-mae-watchdogs-probed-how-pulte-obtained-
mortgage-records-of-key-democrats-07c5cc39?st=s1pWNM&reflink=article_copyURL_share.  
14 Id.  
15 See Gina Heeb, Josh Dawsey, & Rebecca Ballhaus, He’s Called ‘Little Trump’ and His Tactics 
Are Rankling White House Top Brass, Wall Street Journal (Nov. 15, 2025), 
https://www.wsj.com/politics/policy/bill-pulte-profile-
d000c844?st=QuC5th&reflink=desktopwebshare_permalink.   
16 Sarah N. Lynch, Chris Prentice & Marisa Taylor, Exclusive: Trump ousts watchdog of US 
housing regulator involved in mortgage probes of his foes, sources say, Reuters (Nov. 3, 2025), 
https://www.reuters.com/world/us/watchdog-being-ousted-us-housing-regulator-involved-trump-
crackdown-sources-say-2025-11-03/.  
17 See Heeb et al., supra note 13.  
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Investigations) told Jennifer Horne (Fannie Mae Vice President of Financial Crimes): “the LJ case 

is certainly not clear and convincing evidence” of fraud.  Ex. G.  Ms. Horne responds, “director 

asking how we know that the neice [sic] has lived there since oct 2020,” clearly demonstrating 

Director Pulte’s intimate and direct involvement in the investigation.    

B. Outrageous Government Conduct at the Department of Justice. 

1. Ed Martin’s Outrageous Conduct. 

Ed Martin—who according to his letterhead, is U.S. Pardon Attorney/Special Attorney for 

Mortgage Fraud/Associate Deputy Attorney General/Director of the Weaponization Working 

Group—has engaged in a well-documented series of actions that cannot be described as anything 

but outrageous.  On August 12, 2025, while a pending investigation was underway that Mr. Martin 

was supposed to be leading, he sent AG James’s counsel a letter insisting that she “resign from 

office” because, in his view, it “would best serve the ‘good of the state and nation’” and “give the 

people of New York and America more peace than proceeding.”  Ex. H.  Mr. Martin also stated 

that “[he] would take this as an act of good faith” if she were to resign from office.  Id. at 1.  The 

letter was not an attempt to investigate the facts, nor did it hide his plain intention to pressure the 

sitting Attorney General of New York to resign from office or face criminal prosecution.  When he 

wrote that letter, Mr. Martin was acting in his official capacity as Special Attorney for Mortgage 

Fraud and Director of the Weaponization Working Group.   

The letter, by itself, violated Justice Department rules, the Principles of Federal 

Prosecution, and various codes of professional responsibility and ethics.  “Special Attorneys,” like 

other DOJ attorneys, are supposed to be objective in seeking the facts and applying the correct law.  

See, e.g., Berger v. United States, 295 U.S. 78, 88 (1935) (U.S. Attorneys’ “obligation to govern 

impartially is as compelling as its obligation to govern at all; and whose interest, therefore, in a 

criminal prosecution is not that it shall win a case, but that justice shall be done .... [W]hile he may 
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strike hard blows, he is not at liberty to strike foul ones. It is as much his duty to refrain from 

improper methods calculated to produce a wrongful conviction as it is to use every legitimate 

means to bring about a just one.”).  Yet Mr. Martin’s first communication to AG James had neither 

a pretense of objectivity nor actual investigative goals.  Instead, he twice commanded AG James 

to resign from office, under threat of federal prosecution.  DOJ has firm policies against using 

investigations and prosecutorial power for achieving political ends such as forcing a public official 

to resign.18  This is ever more the case when that demand is made to seek political revenge against 

a public official in the opposing party.  

Just two days later, on August 14, Mr. Martin orchestrated a bizarre media stunt where he 

and a DOJ colleague traveled to Brooklyn, New York, to visit AG James’s private home there and 

stage a photo opportunity in front of it for the New York Post. 19  The Post, with a photographer in 

tow, was there to capture the moment for Mr. Martin, adorned in an Inspector Gadget-inspired 

beige trenchcoat, in the middle of an August summer day.  And in what could only reasonably be 

construed as an attempt to intimidate AG James, a few days later, Mr. Martin posted a photo of 

himself in front of her home on his official DOJ X account.20  All this occurred while a federal 

 
18 See, e.g., Criminal Justice Standards for the Prosecution Function, Standard 3-1.6(a) (Am. Bar. 
Ass’n 2017) (“A prosecutor should not use other improper considerations, such as partisan or 
political or personal considerations, in exercising prosecutorial discretion.”); Justice Manual (JM) 
1-8.600, Communication with the White House (“The Assistant Attorneys General, the United 
States Attorneys, the heads of the investigative agencies, and their subordinates have the primary 
responsibility to initiate and supervise law enforcement investigations and cases. In order to 
insulate them from inappropriate influences, initial communications between the Department and 
the White House concerning pending or contemplated law enforcement investigations or cases will 
involve only the Attorney General or Deputy Attorney General, and the Counsel or a Deputy 
Counsel to the President (or the President or Vice President)”).   
19 Miranda Devine, DOJ Special Attorney Ed Martin Checks Out Tish James’ ‘Mortgage Fraud’ 
Home After Being Tapped for Probes, N.Y. Post (Aug. 15, 2025), 
https://nypost.com/2025/08/15/us-news/special-attorney-ed-martin-checks-out-tish-james-
mortgage-fraud-home/. 
20 See Ed Martin (@EdMartinDOJ), X (Aug. 20, 2025), https://perma.cc/YEC2-BRZ6. 
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grand jury investigation concerning AG James was open and ongoing.  It is clear Mr. Martin—a 

high-ranking official in the United States Department of Justice—undertook these strange antics 

to intimidate and prejudice AG James outside the bounds of DOJ and relevant ethics rules.    

There is no conceivable legitimate reason for Mr. Martin to stalk AG James’s home.  After 

telling neighbors that day he was “just happy to be on a block looking at houses . . . just looking 

at houses, interesting houses,”21 he told Fox News just the opposite two days later: “I’m a 

prosecutor . . . I wanted to lay eyes on it. . . . I wanted to see the property.”22  DOJ rules and 

policies, as well as rules of professional conduct, squarely address prosecutors seeking to harass 

or even speak with a represented person such as AG James, or use media to announce 

investigations.23  Likewise, the Local Criminal Rules of this District dictate that, with respect to 

grand jury proceedings or pending criminal investigations, “a lawyer participating in or associated 

with the investigation shall refrain from making any extrajudicial statement which a reasonable 

person would expect to be disseminated, by any means of public communication, that goes beyond 

the public record or that is not necessary to inform the public that the investigation is underway, 

to describe the general scope of the investigation . . . or otherwise to aid in the investigation.”  Loc. 

Crim. R. 57.1(B) (emphasis added).  Local Criminal Rule 57.1(D) also prohibits prosecutors from 

releasing “any extrajudicial statement or interview relating to the trial or the parties or issues in 

the trial” if such a statement “will interfere with a fair trial.”  Loc. Crim. R. 57.1(D).  Additionally, 

the District of Columbia Bar—of which Mr. Martin is a member—has clear rules of professional 

 
21 Id. 
22 DOJ weaponization group outlines criminal referral targeting Letitia James, others, Fox News 
(Aug. 17, 2025), https://www.foxnews.com/video/6377014112112.  
23 See DOJ Justice Manual (JM) 1-7.400 (prohibiting public disclosure of information concerning 
ongoing criminal investigations); JM 1-7.310 (requiring prosecutors to coordinate news media 
contacts with DOJ’s Office of Public Affairs); JM 9-13.200 (rule governing communications with 
represented persons); 28 U.S.C § 530B (Ethical Standards for Attorneys for the Government); 
ABA Model R. Prof’l Conduct 4.2 (Communication with Person Represented by Counsel). 
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conduct, including Rule 3.8, which outlines the special responsibilities of a prosecutor, prohibiting 

the kinds of improper and prejudicial actions in which he deliberately engaged with respect to AG 

James.24  Mr. Martin deliberately flouted those rules to create unfavorable pre-indictment 

publicity.  

2. Lindsey Halligan, Whose Only Credential is Loyalty, is Installed 
as U.S. Attorney. 

The government engaged in a series of illegal and extraordinary maneuvers to install 

Lindsey Halligan as the purported U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District of Virgina when no one 

else would bring the indictment against AG James.  After the Senate-confirmed U.S. Attorney for 

the Eastern District of Virginia resigned in January 2025, AG Bondi appointed Erik Siebert as 

interim U.S. Attorney pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 546.  On May 6, 2025, President Trump submitted 

Mr. Siebert’s nomination to the Senate.  When Mr. Siebert’s interim appointment expired on May 

21, 2025, the district court judges of the Eastern District of Virginia exercised their appointment 

authority under Subsection 546(d) and unanimously selected Mr. Siebert as interim U.S. 

Attorney.25 

Reports indicate that Mr. Siebert and other prosecutors within the U.S. Attorney’s Office 

were “unable to find incriminating evidence of mortgage fraud against [AG James.]”26  But 

 
24 See, e.g., D.C. R. of Prof’l Conduct 8.4(c) (“Engag[ing] in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, 
deceit, or misrepresentation”); Rule 8.4(d) (“Engag[ing] in conduct that seriously interferes with 
the administration of justice”); Rule 8.4(g) (“threaten[ing] to seek criminal charges or disciplinary 
charges solely to obtain an advantage in a civil matter”); Rule 3.8(a) (Special Responsibilities of 
a Prosecutor, prohibiting a prosecutor from improperly favoring or invidiously discriminating 
against a person). 
25 In re Appointment of Erik S. Siebert as United States Attorney, Order of Appointment, United 
States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia (May 9, 2025), https://perma.cc/2UM3-
LX2X.  
26 Katherine Faulders, Peter Charalambous, & Alexander Mallin, Trump poised to fire US attorney 
for resisting effort to charge NY AG Letitia James: Sources, ABC News (Sept. 19, 2025), 
https://abcnews.go.com/US/trump-poised-fire-us-attorney-resisting-effort-
charge/story?id=125700904.  
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Director Pulte was not willing to let the lack of evidence—or the judgment of career prosecutors—

stand in the way of his ambitions to please President Trump.  In September 2025, Director Pulte 

reportedly lobbied the President to fire Mr. Siebert in order to resurrect the failed case against AG 

James.27  Reports indicate that in the Oval Office dining room, Director Pulte told the President 

that Mr. Siebert had been picked for the U.S. Attorney position by Democrats and was “blocking 

charges against James.”28  President Trump was persuaded by Director Pulte and ordered aides to 

remove Mr. Siebert. 29  On September 19, 2025, President Trump told reporters in the Oval Office 

that he wanted Siebert “out.”30  President Trump stated that he believed AG James was “very guilty 

of something,” an assessment that reportedly contradicted the views of both Mr. Siebert and 

Deputy Attorney General Todd Blanche.31  Mr. Siebert resigned hours after President Trump called 

for his ouster. 

On September 20, 2025, President Trump posted a statement on social media urging AG 

Bondi to appoint Lindsey Halligan and prosecute AG James, as well as former FBI Director James 

Comey and Senator Adam Schiff. The post read:  

Pam: I have reviewed over 30 statements and posts saying that, essentially, “same 
old story as last time, all talk, no action. Nothing is being done. What about Comey, 
Adam “Shifty” Schiff, Leticia??? They’re all guilty as hell, but nothing is going to 
be done.” Then we almost put in a Democrat supported U.S. Attorney, in Virginia, 
with a really bad Republican past. A Woke RINO, who was never going to do his 
job. That’s why two of the worst Dem Senators PUSHED him so hard. He even 
lied to the media and said he quit, and that we had no case. No, I fired him, and 
there is a GREAT CASE, and many lawyers, and legal pundits, say so. Lindsey 
Halligan is a really good lawyer, and likes you, a lot. We can’t delay any longer, 

 
27 Heeb et al., supra note 13. 
28 Id. 
29 Id. 
30 Salvador Rizzo et al., Top Virginia prosecutor resigns amid criticism over Letitia James 
investigation, Wash. Post (Sept. 20, 2025), https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-
security/2025/09/19/trump-letitia-james-erik-siebert-virginia.    
31 Glenn Thrush et al., U.S. Attorney Investigating Two Trump Foes Departs Amid Pressure From 
President, N.Y. Times (Sept. 19. 2025), https://www.nytimes.com/2025/09/19/us/politics/erik-
siebert-comey-letitia-james.html.     
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it’s killing our reputation and credibility. They impeached me twice, and indicted 
me (5 times!), OVER NOTHING. JUSTICE MUST BE SERVED, NOW!!! 
President DJT.32 

 
At the White House that same evening, President Trump spoke to reporters about the social media 

post and stated, “I just want people to act. They have to act,” adding, “We have to act fast.”33 

Less than 48 hours after President Trump’s post, AG Bondi purported to appoint Ms. 

Halligan as interim U.S. Attorney pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 546.  In early October 2025, Elizabeth 

Yusi, a high-ranking career prosecutor in Norfolk’s U.S. Attorney’s Office who had been part of 

the team leading the investigation into AG James, reportedly informed colleagues she would decline 

to seek charges against AG James and authored a non-prosecution memo.34  Ms. Yusi, who 

had been with DOJ since 2007 and was serving as the Norfolk Division’s Criminal Chief, 

“confided to co-workers that she [saw] no probable cause to believe James engaged in mortgage 

fraud” and intended to present her conclusion to Ms. Halligan, the District’s new interim U.S. 

attorney.  Id.  Ms. Yusi then suffered the same fate as Mr. Siebert a few weeks later: she was 

fired, along with another supervisory Norfolk prosecutor, Kristin Bird, for declining to bring 

charges.  Id.  Ms. Halligan also fired First Assistant U.S. Attorney Maggie Cleary, who briefly 

led the Norfolk Office after Mr. Siebert resigned.  Id. 

 
32 See Trump, supra note 1. 
33 Jeremy Roebuck, Trump’s new demands on Justice Department raise alarm among prosecutors, 
Wash. Post (Sept. 22, 2025), https://www.washingtonpost.com/national-
security/2025/09/22/trump-justice-department-prosecutions/.    
34 Carol Leonnig & Ken Dilanian, Top prosecutor is rejecting Trump pressure to charge New York 
AG, MSNBC (Oct. 6, 2025), https://www.ms.now/news/top-prosecutor-trump-pressure-charge-
new-york-ag-rcna235922; Katherine Faulders et al., Evidence appears to undercut claims against 
Letitia James, prosecutors found: Sources, ABC News (Oct. 23, 2025), 
https://abcnews.go.com/US/evidence-appears-undercut-claims-letitia-james-prosecutors-
found/story?id=126723989.  
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C. After Ignoring the Evidence and Removing Resistance, an Indictment is 
Returned.   

Despite the overwhelming lack of evidence or support from career prosecutors, the Trump-

directed quartet of Director Pulte, Mr. Martin, AG Bondi, and Ms. Halligan set out to do what they 

had been ordered to do: indict AG James.  Director Pulte offered information and aid to Mr. Martin 

and Ms. Halligan, including on October 6, 2025, when he sent a private letter to Ms. Halligan 

providing a summary of information and financial calculations on the Peronne Property, including 

“additional information from Fannie Mae’s Financial Crimes Investigation Team regarding the 

prior Criminal Referral” of AG James.  See Ex. I.  On X, Mr. Martin posted photos of himself at 

FHFA,35 and, on October 8, with Ms. Halligan reviewing papers.36  The morning of October 9, 

Mr. Martin posted a photo of an eagle flying over the Brooklyn Bridge—an obvious reference to 

the New York Attorney General, who lives in Brooklyn.37  Just a few hours later, Ms. Halligan 

alone went before a grand jury in Alexandria, Virginia—not in Norfolk, where grand jurors had 

heard evidence and witnesses for months—and left with a two-count indictment against AG James 

bearing the exact calculations Director Pulte had sent to Ms. Halligan just a few days prior.  

“Minutes after James was indicted, Pulte came into the Oval Office to boast that he and Halligan 

had pulled it off on their own,” according to the Wall Street Journal.38  That evening, Mr. Martin 

posted on X, “Promises made, Promises kept.”39 

 
35 See Ed Martin (@EdMartinDOJ), X (Aug. 19, 2025), https://perma.cc/N4BD-DA5G.  
36 See Ed Martin (@EdMartinDOJ), X (Oct. 8, 2025), https://perma.cc/HC6G-DL7B; Ed Martin 
(@EdMartinDOJ), X (Oct. 8, 2025), https://perma.cc/X3GT-K6JX. 
37 See Ed Martin (@EdMartinDOJ), X (Oct. 9, 2025), https://perma.cc/Q4GF-UHUM. 
38 Heeb et al., supra note 13. 
39 Ed Martin (@EagleEdMartin), X (Oct. 9, 2025), https://perma.cc/KK2Q-RXSB. 
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III. ARGUMENT 

A. The Indictment Against AG James Should Be Dismissed Because This 
Prosecution Arises from Outrageous Government Conduct. 

“Decency, security, and liberty alike demand that government officials shall be subjected 

to the same rules of conduct that are commands to the citizen,” and where “the Government 

becomes a lawbreaker, it breeds contempt for law.”  Olmstead v. United States, 277 U.S. 438, 471–

85 (1928) (Brandeis, J. dissenting).  For this reason, the Due Process Clause of the Fifth 

Amendment prohibits prosecutions arising from government conduct that is “‘shocking,’ or 

‘offensive to traditional notions of fundamental fairness.’”  Hasan, 718 F.3d at 343 (quoting 

Osborne, 935 F.2d at 37).40  This type of conduct “do[es] more than offend some fastidious 

squeamishness or private sentimentalism about combatting crime too energetically,” Rochin v. 

California, 342 U.S. 165, 172 (1952), but rather violates the very foundations of justice and 

fairness.  Thus, where the government’s actions are “so outrageous that due process principles 

would absolutely bar the government from invoking judicial processes to obtain a conviction,” 

United States v. Russell, 411 U.S. 423, 431–32 (1973), an indictment must be dismissed.   

Dismissal of indictments for outrageous government conduct typically occur where the 

government has participated in or caused the criminal act underlying an indictment or resorted to 

pure brutality to gain access to information.  See, e.g., Hampton v. United States, 425 U.S. 484 

(1976) (plurality opinion); United States v. Twigg, 588 F.2d 373 (3d Cir. 1978).  No doubt, the 

government will point to these cases to claim, erroneously, that only crimes and torture meet the 

 
40 The outrageous government conduct defense is distinct from an entrapment defense.  As the 
Fourth Circuit has explained, “[u]nlike the constitutional defense of outrageous government 
conduct, where the focus is on the action taken by the government, the statutory defense of 
entrapment centers inquiry on the issue of the defendant’s predisposition to commit the crime in 
question.”  Osborne, 935 F.2d at 37.  While the entrapment defense is raised at trial for the jury, a 
due process challenge is made before trial, focusing on the government’s actions. 
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“shocks the conscious” threshold.  But it is axiomatic that due process is not subject to rigid rules, 

particularly in unprecedented circumstances.  See Cnty. of Sacramento v. Lewis, 523 U.S. 833, 850 

(1998) (“Rules of due process are not . . . subject to mechanical application in unfamiliar 

territory.”).  Whether the government’s willingness to abuse its power and break its own rules and 

systems to obtain this indictment can sufficiently “shock the conscience” to require dismissal of 

an indictment is an issue of first impression. 

“[T]he measure of what is conscience shocking is no calibrated yard stick,” Lewis, 523 

U.S. at 847, but “conduct intended to injure in some way unjustifiable by any government interest 

is the sort of official action most likely to rise to the conscience-shocking level.”  Id. at 849.  And 

“the higher the official and the more that the official is charged with the responsibility of furthering 

justice, the more shocking certain conduct becomes and the greater are its risks to the rudimentary 

demands of justice and any concept of ordered liberty.”  Herndon v. Johnson, 1992 WL 152713, 

at *21 (E.D. Mich. Apr. 7, 1992).   

 As the facts illustrate, Director Pulte, Mr. Martin, AG Bondi, and Ms. Halligan do not 

believe themselves bound by the Constitution, federal statutes, or fundamental ethical norms.  They 

intend to punish AG James for daring to take a stand against the President—both in this Court and 

by making the investigation of her so public and intrusive that the pre-trial process itself serves as 

punishment.  Director Pulte abused his position as FHFA Director to direct an investigation of AG 

James, outside of the normal processes and rules governing the agency, despite being told 

repeatedly that there was no evidence of wrongdoing.  Mr. Martin, fearing that the investigation 

would not result in an indictment, went on a campaign to “name and shame” AG James, and 

threatened her with prosecution in a last-ditch attempt to force her resignation.  And AG Bondi and 

Ms. Halligan usurped an office that Ms. Halligan was statutorily prohibited from claiming and 
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fired career prosecutors in order to secure this indictment.  Each of these actors worked in concert 

to morph a threadbare theory into a federal prosecution.  Their actions have demonstrated a 

“complete lack of respect for the constitutional rights of the defendant [] and an utter disregard for 

the government’s ethical obligations,” United States v. Marshank, 777 F. Supp. 1507, 1524 (N.D. 

Cal. 1991), and are therefore sufficiently “outrageous” as to require dismissal of the indictment for 

violation of AG James’s Fifth Amendment rights.  

B. This Court Should Exercise Its Supervisory Powers to Dismiss the 
Indictment.  

 Federal courts’ supervisory powers exist “to implement a remedy for violation of 

recognized rights, to preserve judicial integrity by ensuring that a conviction rests on appropriate 

considerations validly before the jury, and finally, as a remedy designed to deter illegal conduct.”  

United States v. Hasting, 461 U.S. 499, 505 (1983) (internal citations omitted).  They “can be 

utilized whenever the administration of justice is tainted.”  United States v. Banks, 383 F. Supp. 

389, 392 (D.S.D. 1974).  Courts use their supervisory powers to dismiss indictments with prejudice 

where “there is ‘(1) flagrant misbehavior and (2) substantial prejudice,’” and where there is “‘no 

lesser remedial action’ available.”  United States v. Bundy, 968 F.3d 1019, 1031 (9th Cir. 2020).  

“A court may exercise its supervisory powers to dismiss an indictment in response to outrageous 

government conduct that falls short of a due process violation.”  United States v. Ross, 372 F.3d 

1097, 1109 (9th Cir. 2004).  

 Here, the government’s conduct has offended the very core of due process principles by 

completely reshaping a government agency (without any legal authority) to investigate AG James, 

flouting ethical rules and norms of investigation, threatening AG James with indictment to force 

her resignation, and violating federal statutes and Constitutional separation of powers principles.  

The charges she now faces are inextricably linked to the government’s illegal and unethical 
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investigatory techniques.  It is true that these violations do not fit neatly within pre-existing 

“outrageous government conduct” jurisprudence, or within other clear categories of due process 

violations.  But the administration of justice in this case has been irreparably tainted.  The only 

remedy sufficient to vindicate AG James’s rights is dismissal with prejudice, as “egregious 

government conduct may violate due process and prevent the reprosecution of a defendant.”  

United States v. Dyess, 478 F.3d 224, 234 (4th Cir. 2007).  

C. In the Alternative, Attorney General James is Entitled to Discovery to 
Further Demonstrate the Illegal Basis for the Charges Against Her. 

 The current record of “outrageous conduct” is more than sufficient to dismiss this 

indictment.  But even if this Court finds that AG James should be required to point to more to meet 

her burden to prove outrageous government conduct, the basis for discovery and an evidentiary 

hearing has been well established.  The facts outlined above merit, at the very least, fulsome 

discovery into the government’s conduct in bringing this case, including all communications 

among and between President Trump, AG Bondi, Ms. Halligan, Mr. Martin, Director Pulte, and 

their staffs regarding AG James.  

Additionally, the government is likely already in possession of discovery relating to 

Director Pulte’s conduct that has not been produced to AG James.  Specifically, there is reason to 

believe that documents reportedly turned over by former FHFA Acting Inspector General, 

including the internal complaint about Director Pulte’s access to AG James’s loan file, have not 

been produced.  Based on metadata (including filename/file path) and the presence of an additional 

Bates stamp (FM_EDVA_122_), over 100 pages of discovery likely turned over by the former 

FHFA Acting Inspector General has not been produced.   
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Accordingly, in addition to the communications listed above, AG James specifically 

requests that the government be ordered to produce:  

• Any internal complaints filed against Director Pulte related to AG James.  
 

• All documents bearing a “FM_EDVA_122_” Bates stamp, including:  

o FM_EDVA_122_0000015–FM_EDVA_122_0000023 

o FM_EDVA_122_0000042–FM_EDVA_122_0000055 

o FM_EDVA_122_0000099–FM_EDVA_122_0000107 

o FM_EDVA_122_0000113–FM_EDVA_122_0000125 

o FM_EDVA_122_0000144–FM_EDVA_122_0000155 

o FM_EDVA_122_0000574–FM_EDVA_122_0000579 

IV. CONCLUSION 

 AG James respectfully requests that the Court issue an order dismissing the indictment 

with prejudice for outrageous government conduct, or, in the alternative, issue an order granting 

discovery concerning the government’s outrageous government conduct, and an evidentiary 

hearing regarding the same. 

 

Dated: November 17, 2025    Respectfully submitted,  

/s/ Abbe David Lowell  
Abbe David Lowell (admitted pro hac vice) 
David A. Kolansky (admitted pro hac vice) 
Isabella M. Oishi (admitted pro hac vice) 
Schuyler J. Standley (admitted pro hac vice) 
John P. Bolen (admitted pro hac vice) 
LOWELL & ASSOCIATES, PLLC 
1250 H Street NW, Suite 250 
Washington, DC 20005 
Tel: 202-964-6110 
Fax: 202-964-6116 
ALowellpublicoutreach@lowellandassociates.com 

/s/ Andrew Bosse            _________ 
Andrew Bosse (VSB No. 98616) 
BAUGHMAN KROUP BOSSE PLLC 
500 E. Main Street, Suite 1400 
Norfolk, VA 23510 
Tel: (757) 916-5771 
ABosse@bkbfirm.com 
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DKolansky@lowellandassociates.com 
IOishi@lowellandassociates.com 
 
Attorneys for Letitia A. James 
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 U.S. FEDERAL HOUSING FHFA 
Constitution Center 

400 7th Street, S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20219 

Telephone: (202) 649-3800 

Facsimile: (202) 649-1071 

www.fhfa.gov 
 

April 14, 2025 

 

The Honorable Pamela J. Bondi 

The Honorable Todd Blanche 

Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

 

RE: CRIMINAL REFERRAL  

 

Dear Attorney General Bondi and Deputy Attorney General Todd Blanche: 

 

 Pursuant to my authority as Director of the U.S. Federal Housing Finance Agency (“U.S. 

Federal Housing” or “FHFA”), I am referring the matter below. As regulator of Fannie Mae, 

Freddie Mac, and the Federal Home Loan Banks, we take very seriously allegations of mortgage 

fraud or other criminal activity. Such misconduct jeopardizes the safety and soundness of FHFA’s 

regulated entities and the security and stability of the U.S. mortgage market.  

 

In the course of exercising U.S. Federal Housing’s authorities under the Federal Housing 

Enterprises Financial Safety and Soundness Act of 1992, U.S. Federal Housing has identified 

matters that are appropriate for referral to the U.S. Department of Justice for consideration of 

criminal prosecution.  

  

Based on media reports, Ms. Letitia James has, in multiple instances, falsified bank 

documents and property records to acquire government backed assistance and loans and more 

favorable loan terms. This has potentially included 1) falsifying residence status for a Norfolk, 

Virginia-based home in order to secure a lower mortgage rate and 2) misrepresenting property 

descriptions to meet stringent requirements for government backed loans and government 

assistance.  

 

Background:  

 

 Sterling Street, Norfolk, VA 23505  

 

On August 17, 2023, Ms. James granted Ms. Shamice Thompson-Hairston power of 

attorney to make a Virginia property her “principal residence.” See Exhibit A. And on August 30 

and 31, 2023, through her attorney, Ms. James purchased this property in Norfolk, VA. In a Fannie 

Mae/Freddie Mac Form 3047 and in mortgage documents, she reaffirmed this would be her 

primary residence, despite being a statewide public office holder in the state of New York at that 

same time and primarily residing in the state of New York. See Exhibit B.  
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In fact, a building permit issued on her New York property on July 15, 2024 lists her New 

York property as the “JAMES RESIDENCE” and states “Remain Occupied”: 

 

 
 

Primary residence mortgages receive more favorable loan terms, including lower interest 

rates, than secondary residence mortgages. Lenders view secondary residence mortgages as 

significantly riskier, as a borrower is more likely to continue paying off a primary residence 

mortgage during any financial hardship. Interest rates on secondary residence mortgages are 

typically between 0.25-0.50% higher than their primary residence counterparts; however, this gap 

can widen depending on the lender. At the time of the 2023 Norfolk, VA property purchase and 

mortgage, Ms. James was the siting Attorney General of New York and is required by law to have 

her primary residence in the state of New York—even though her mortgage applications list her 

intent to have the Norfolk, VA property as her primary home. It appears Ms. James’ property and 

mortgage-related misrepresentations may have continued to her recent 2023 Norfolk, VA property 

purchase in order to secure a lower interest rate and more favorable loan terms. 

 

 Lafayette Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 11238  

 

A January 26, 2001 certificate of occupancy lists this property as having five units. See 

Exhibit C. On February 14, 2001, Ms. Letitia James purchased this five-family dwelling. Ms. 

James secured a conforming loan through the Fannie Mae/Freddie Mac Form 3033. Conforming 

loans are only available on 4 unit or less structures. Spanning the last two decades, Ms. James has 

consistently misrepresented the same property as only having four units in both building permit 

applications and numerous mortgage documents and applications. This even includes a 2011 

application for the Home Affordable Modification Program (“HAMP”). See Exhibit D. And most 

recently a 2019 mortgage refinancing through a Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac lender. See Exhibit 

E.  

 

Conforming loans, or Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac-backed mortgages, have favorable 

rates and terms to traditional private market mortgages for the explicit purpose of availability to 

lower and middle-income borrowers. Conforming single-family loans are subject to a cap of four 

dwellings per property. A building that exceeds four units must be treated as a multifamily property, 

and typically has larger down payment requirements and higher interest rates terms—with interest 

rates being between 0.75-1 percent higher—due to lenders viewing multifamily loans as 

significantly riskier. Additionally, the government’s Home Assistance Modification Program 

(“HAMP”) was started in 2008 to provide homeowners at risk of foreclosure with reduced monthly 

mortgage payments, and recipients had to have properties with four dwellings or less. It appears 
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that Ms. James may have listed the Brooklyn, NY property as four units instead of five units in 

order to meet the conforming loan requirements, and thus receive better interest rates. Ms. James 

also appears to have used this same falsification in order to receive mortgage assistance through 

HAMP.  

 

 

Analysis:  

 

Ms. James, for both properties listed above, appears to have falsified records in order to 

meet certain lending requirements and receive favorable loan terms. 

 

U.S. Federal Housing FHFA believes this and other alleged misconduct could be violations 

of the criminal code under 18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 1341 (mail fraud), 18 U.S.C. 

§ 1344 (bank fraud), 18 U.S.C. § 1014 (false statements to a financial institution), and/or other 

relevant state and federal laws. 

 

For your reference, I have also attached documentation which shows in 1983 that Ms. 

James and her father signed mortgage documents that stated that they were husband and wife in 

order to secure a home mortgage. See Exhibit F. Then, on May 4, 2000, Ms. James was listed 

again as “husband and wife” in documents. See Exhibit G. While this was a long time ago, it 

raises serious concerns about the validity of Ms. James representations on mortgage applications. 

 

There are unfortunately too many examples of individuals who commit fraud or mortgage 

fraud. Just last year, a federal jury convicted Marilyn J. Mosby of Baltimore, Maryland, on the 

federal charge of making a false mortgage application when she was Baltimore City State’s 

Attorney, relating to the purchase of her property in Florida. Just last week, after the hard work of 

our agency’s IG and the DOJ, a St. Louis man plead guilty to fraudulently obtaining home 

mortgages. 

 

As always, we look forward to cooperating with the Department of Justice to support any 

actions that the Department of Justice finds appropriate.  U.S. Federal Housing FHFA appreciates 

the Department of Justice’s support in ensuring the protection of American homebuyers and 

taxpayers from mortgage fraud and other financial misconduct.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

William J. Pulte 

Director, U.S. Federal Housing FHFA 
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Abbe David Lowell, Esq. 

April 24, 2025 

The Honorable Pamela J. Bondi 
Attorney General of the United States 
Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20530 

Dear Attorney General Bondi: 

I represent New York State Attorney General Letitia James and have reviewed U.S. Federal 
Housing Director William Pulte’s April 14, 2025 letter titled (in bold and italics), “Criminal 
Referral.”  I write to address the latest act of improper political retribution—this time directed at 
Ms. James—publicly instigated and endorsed by President Trump.  The stunning hypocrisy of 
President Trump’s complaint that the Justice Department had been “politicized” and “weaponized” 
against him is laid bare as he and others in his Administration are now asking you to undertake the 
very same practice.  This so-called “Criminal Referral,” which recycles long-disproven allegations 
and is “[b]ased on media reports” lacks any credible foundation.  Having one of the President’s 
aides shout to reporters that “[s]he is guilty of multiple, significant, serial criminal violations”1 is 
no substitute for the facts. 

Political Retribution 

During the 2024 campaign for president and since taking office, President Trump has made 
clear that he will use the power of the Executive Branch to seek revenge on those he deems to have 
done him wrong or been his perceived enemies.  Here are just some of his past remarks: 

“I am your warrior. I am your justice. . . . I am your retribution.”;2 

“IF YOU GO AFTER ME, I’M COMING AFTER YOU!”3 

1 Statement of Stephen Miller, White House Homeland Security Adviser and Deputy Chief of Staff for Policy, to 
Reporters outside the White House (April 18, 2025), available on youtube.com.  
2 Donald Trump Remarks at CPAC (March 4, 2023), available at https://www.c-span.org/clip/campaign-2024/former-
pres-trump-i-am-your-justicei-am-your-retribution/5060238.  
3 @realDonaldTrump, Truth Social (Aug. 4, 2023, 4:16 PM), available at truthsocial.com. 

USAO-00002630
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 In fact, Mr. Trump has singled out Attorney General James dating back to her campaign in 
2018, and ever more so during and after the trial and verdict in New York in which Mr. Trump and 
the Trump Organization were found liable for financial fraud and assessed a $454 million 
judgment.  For instance: 

 
“How do I get a fair trial with a monster like ‘Attorney General’ Peekaboo James, who 
is willing to break every law in the book?  This is not a legitimate trial . . .”4 
 
“. . . A bond of the size set by the Democrat Club-controlled Judge, in Corrupt, Racist 
Letitia James’ unlawful Witch Hunt, is unConstitutional, un-American, unprecedented, 
and practically impossible for ANY Company, including one as successful as mine.”5 
 
Calling for Attorney General James to be “placed under citizens arrest” for “blatant 
election interference and harassment.”6  

 
 As President, he even directed the heads of Executive Departments and Agencies to revoke 
the security clearance and any access to classified information from Attorney General James and 
others of Mr. Trump’s perceived political opponents.7 
 
 U.S. Federal Housing Director William Pulte is the latest administration officer to carry 
out the all-too-familiar playbook of the President: praise the judicial system and those who serve 
it when he wins; criticize it when he loses, and attack those—attorneys and judges, alike —who 
are doing their jobs to protect and uphold the rule of law. 
 
 To your great credit, during your confirmation process, you addressed this issue and 
assured the Senate and all Americans when you said:  
 

“Yes, I believe that the Justice Department must be independent and must act 
independently. . . . Politics will not play a part. I’ve demonstrated that my entire career 
as a prosecutor, as attorney general, and I will continue to do that if you confirm me[.]” 
 
“I wouldn’t work at a law firm, I wouldn’t be a prosecutor, I wouldn’t be Attorney 
General if anyone asked me to do something improper and I felt I had to carry that out. 
Of course I would not do that.”8 

 
 Your assurances give us confidence that you will not allow anyone to politicize your 
Department.  

 
4 @realDonaldTrump, Truth Social (Oct. 14, 2023, 7:48 PM), available at truthsocial.com. 
5 @realDonaldTrump, Truth Social (Mar. 18, 2024 7:05 PM), available at truthsocial.com.  
6 Alex Woodward, Trump Shares Call For ‘Citizen’s Arrest’ Of Letitia James And His Fraud Trial Judge, The 
Independent (Nov. 14, 2023), available at the-independent.com.  
7 The White House, Presidential Memoranda, Rescinding Security Clearances and Access to Classified Information 
from Specified Individuals (Mar. 22, 2025), available at whitehouse.gov.  
8 Transcript, The Nomination of the Honorable Pamela Jo Bondi to be Attorney General of the United States, U.S. 
Senate Comm. on the Judiciary (Jan. 15, 2025), available at judiciary.senate.gov.  
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Weaponization 

 
 Another of candidate Trump’s frequent rebukes was against the Justice Department and the 
FBI, during the previous administration, for having been “weaponized” against him and his 
businesses and associates. 
 

“The Biden regime’s weaponization of our system of justice is straight out of the 
Stalinist Russia horror show.”9 

 
 In fact, one of his first Executive Orders on January 20, 2025 was actually titled, “Ending 
The Weaponization Of The Federal Government.”10  President Trump reiterated that commitment 
when he spoke at the Justice Department on March 14, 2025, and said: “We’re turning the page on 
four years of corruption, weaponization . . . and we’re restoring fair, equal and impartial justice 
under the constitutional rule of law.”11  We had hoped he meant that, but Director Pulte’s letter 
seeking to revive baseless allegations raised by Attorney General James’ online critics or those in 
the media amplifying them with the stunning admission that his “referral” is “[b]ased on media 
reports” is the definition of “hypocrisy.”12 
 
 The issue of weaponizing law enforcement and the Justice Department in particular was 
raised during your confirmation hearings and again you appropriately responded: 
 

“If confirmed, I will fight every day to restore confidence and integrity to the 
Department of Justice and each of its components. The partisanship, the weaponization 
will be gone.” 
 
“I will not politicize that office, I will not target people simply because of their political 
affiliation. Justice will be administered even-handedly throughout this country.”13 

 
 What Director Pulte is attempting now is the opposite.  
 

Baseless Allegations 
 
 Director Pulte’s letter, itself “[b]ased on media reports,” raises three issues: one reference 
out of an entire file of documents to a property in Virginia being Ms. James’ “principal residence”; 
one 24-year-old document among a pile of others defining a Brooklyn property as having five 
dwellings when a loan in question called for only four; and two decades-old references (one 42 

 
9 Michael Schmidt et al., Trump Says the Justice System Has Been Weaponized. He Would Know., N.Y. Times (Mar. 
29, 2023), available at nytimes.com. 
10 https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/2025/01/ending-the-weaponization-of-the-federal-government/.  
11 Remarks by President Trump, Address to the Staff at the Department of Justice (Mar. 14, 2025). 
12 Hypocrisy (“behavior that contradicts what one claims to believe or feel”), Merriam-Webster’s Online Dictionary, 
available at merriam-webster.com.  A snapshot of Director Pulte’s letter should be inserted as an example. 
13 Transcript, The Nomination of the Honorable Pamela Jo Bondi to be Attorney General of the United States, U.S. 
Senate Comm. on the Judiciary (Jan. 15, 2025), available at judiciary.senate.gov.  
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years old and the other 24 years old) to documents filled out by Ms. James’ deceased father where 
he either checked a wrong box or misstated his relationship with Ms. James to be spousal rather 
than parental.  I will address each one in turn. 
 

i. Norfolk, Virginia Property 
 

In 2023, Ms. James assisted her niece, Shamice Thompson-Hairston, who needed financial 
support, with the down payment to purchase a home in Norfolk, Virginia.  The mortgage 
application required only one individual to live at the property.  Director Pulte cherry-picked an 
August 17, 2023 power of attorney that mistakenly stated the property to be Ms. James’ principal 
residence and at the same time absolutely ignored her very clear and all caps statement two weeks 
earlier to the mortgage loan broker that “[t]his property WILL NOT be my primary residence[.]  It 
will be Shamice’s primary residence.”  Exhibit A.  The broker understood this, and that Ms. James 
was not a Virginia resident, and replied, “Section 4 indicates that the property will be occupied as 
a primary residence for Shamice. . . . Your declaration is marked as a non-occupying co-borrower.”  
Id.   

 
Furthermore, after the erroneous power of attorney (given to the person who would be the 

principal resident), Ms. James filled out a Uniform Residential Loan Application, including 
property “occupancy” information for the loan, in which she again made clear that the Norfolk 
property was not her “primary residence.”  Section 5 of the Loan Application, titled ‘Declarations,’ 
asks, “Will you occupy the property as your primary residence?” and Ms. James marked “NO.”  
Id.  And yet, in the hundreds of pages that comprise the Norfolk loan application and other 
mortgage documents, Director Pulte points to a two-page power of attorney that was clearly 
mistaken and failed to reference Ms. James’ clear and repeated accurate statements.  

 
If Ms. James’ declaration in her loan application from the time of the purchase was not 

enough, I hope this letter (and its exhibits) put this stale claim to rest. 
 

ii. Brooklyn, New York Property 
 

In 2001, Ms. James purchased her Brooklyn, New York home with her savings to facilitate 
supporting her mother (sick at the time) and give other family members a place to live.  Ms. James 
and her family members have lived there since 2001.  The co-occupancy dwelling has four floors 
and, for as long as Ms. James has lived there, the property has always functioned as a four-person 
residence.  Initially, Ms. James’ mother lived on the first floor; Ms. James occupied the second 
floor; a close family friend occupied the third floor; and her brother occupied the fourth floor.  The 
basement did not have any unit.  After Ms. James’ mother died, and to this day, Ms. James has 
occupied the first and second floor units for herself, while her close family friend and brother 
occupy units on the top two floors. 

 
Director Pulte points to a 24-year-old certificate of occupancy listing the property as having 

five units, despite that the property has functioned as a four-unit residence for the past 24 years 
since Ms. James bought it.  In fact, a document he is well aware of, the August 23, 2011 Home 
Affordable Modification Program application, confirms it as being a four-unit property.  Worse 
yet, Director Pulte ignores altogether the other New York City records that list the Brooklyn 
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property as a four-unit property, including the NYC Department of Finance property record listing 
the Brooklyn property’s Building Class as “C3 – Four Families” for tax purposes (e.g., 4 residential 
units).14  Exhibit B.  In addition, the NYC Department of Housing Preservation and 
Development (HPD) lists the Brooklyn property as having “4” “A Units” and “0” “B Units”—
demonstrating, again, that Ms. James’ Brooklyn residence has been used as a four-unit residence 
since 2001.15  Exhibit C.  Simply put, cherry-picking a 24-year-old certificate of occupancy and 
ignoring the many times the City’s records say the opposite is what happens when a so-called 
“criminal referral” is “[b]ased on media reports.”   

 
iii. Queens, New York Property 

 
In 1983, Ms. James’ father, Robert James sought to buy a home for his family in the Jamaica 

neighborhood of Queens, New York.  He asked his daughter (then a few years out of school) to 
help by allowing him to add her name to the mortgage application.  Mr. James filled out the 
mortgage material (wherein he described their relationship as being “spouses”) and purchased the 
home without his daughter’s involvement.  Yet, in a predictable pattern here, Director Pulte cites 
a mistaken May 20, 1983 document Mr. James filled out to cast his baseless allegation while again 
ignoring the other supporting documentation, one on the same exact date that correctly describes 
Ms. James as being his daughter.  The actual May 20, 1983 property deed for the Jamaica, Queens 
residence lists Robert James “and Letitia James, his daughter.”  Exhibit D (emphasis added).     
 

* * * 
 

 As I have set forth, the exhibits Director Pulte included with his letter are notable for the 
fact that he omitted numerous other records (some of which we have included) which refute the 
allegations of impropriety or make clear that a mistake on one line had no significance.  Look at 
the entire file of each event, the haste in which one document has one line filled out in error, and 
the clear fact that, with the exception of attending school, Attorney General James has only lived 
in Brooklyn, and the “criminal referral” becomes three pages of stale, threadbare allegations with 
no reason to proceed other than they are “[b]ased on media reports” and are the next salvo in 
President Trump’s revenge tour against Attorney General James.  
 
 In your position as Florida’s 37th Attorney General and now the nation’s top prosecutor, 
you brought or will bring cases as part of your oath to support and defend the Constitution of the 
United States and faithfully discharge the duties of the office.  When you do so based on probable 
cause in a criminal case or an initial finding of civil liability, you are not “weaponizing,” you are 
carrying out your sworn duty.  No one is better than you to recognize that Attorney General James 
is being targeted for having done the same things in her work, including the case against Mr. Trump 
and his companies.  
 

 
14 NYC Department of Finance property records available at https://propertyinformationportal.nyc.gov/parcels.  
15 NYC Department of HPD building information available at https://hpdonline.nyc.gov/hpdonline/.  
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 If there is anything that you believe I have not addressed in the real facts and documents 
provided, please let me know.  Otherwise, we would expect a quick response confirming that this 
referral matter has been closed by the Department. 
 
 

Sincerely,  

 
     Abbe David Lowell 
      

Counsel for Attorney General Letitia James 
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At American Neighborhood Mortgage Acceptance Company LLC (DBA AnnieMac Home Mortgage), our goal is
​exceeding your expectations by delivering world-class customer service. We would appreciate any feedback regarding
​your experience with American Neighborhood Mortgage Acceptance Company LLC by contacting us at info@annie-mac.com
=============================================================================
​This e-mail may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient or a person
​responsible for ​delivering it to the intended recipient, (or have received this e-mail in error) do not read, copy or distribute
​the email or any attachments. Instead, please notify the sender and delete or destroy the email and any attachments
​without saving in any manner. Any unauthorized use, copying, disclosure or distribution of the material in this e-mail is
​strictly forbidden.

Company NMLS# 338923 
Complete license information disclosed at: https://www.annie-mac.com/licensing
www.nmlsconsumeraccess.org

From: LETITIA JAMES 
Sent: Wednesday, August 2, 2023 7:59 PM
To: Mike Voci 
Subject: Re: Thank you from Michael Voci
 
Section 4 - indicate primary occupancy. Please correct.  2)   3) I need to know the
credit that owner is paying for roof.  Roof will not pass FHA approval. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 2, 2023, at 1:22 PM, Mike Voci  wrote:

It’s on form 1003 (universal residential loan application). I attached it for your records. Your part starts on page 9 and the declaration for
occupancy status is on page 12 section 5. If you see anything that needs to be edited please let me know and we can change it before it is
submitted to be processed.
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Warning – please read!
 WIRE FRAUD IS ON THE RISE.
 Please note, AnnieMac Home Mortgage will NEVER send money, wire, transfer or disbursement 
 instructions as part of your loan application process. You should receive such instructions from 
 your Closing Agent.  Contact the Closing Agent directly for confirmation.  
 ​
 If you receive such instructions from what appears to be an AnnieMac email account, please 
 contact incident@annie‑mac.com.

At American Neighborhood Mortgage Acceptance Company LLC (DBA AnnieMac Home Mortgage), our goal is
​exceeding your expectations by delivering world-class customer service. We would appreciate any feedback regarding
​your experience with American Neighborhood Mortgage Acceptance Company LLC by contacting us at info@annie-mac.com
=============================================================================
​This e-mail may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient or a person
​responsible for ​delivering it to the intended recipient, (or have received this e-mail in error) do not read, copy or distribute
​the email or any attachments. Instead, please notify the sender and delete or destroy the email and any attachments
​without saving in any manner. Any unauthorized use, copying, disclosure or distribution of the material in this e-mail is
​strictly forbidden.

Company NMLS# 338923 
Complete license information disclosed at: https://www.annie-mac.com/licensing
www.nmlsconsumeraccess.org

From: LETITIA JAMES 
Sent: Wednesday, August 2, 2023 1:09 PM
To: Mike Voci 
Subject: Re: Thank you from Michael Voci
 
And we need copy of appraisal report 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 2, 2023, at 1:06 PM, LETITIA JAMES  wrote:

﻿This property WILL NOT be my primary residence    It will be Shamice’s primary residence. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Aug 2, 2023, at 12:24 PM, LETITIA JAMES  wrote:
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© SimpleNexus
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If you need help please contact notifications@simplenexus.com

This email was sent to you because you have an account with Michael's mobile app. 5040 Corporate
Woods Drive Suite 101, Virginia Beach, VA 23462
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NYC Financ. Protatl Page 
Printable page 
I Borough: BROOKLYN 

Property Owner 
JANES, LETITIA 
Property Data 
Tox Yar aazs Lot Grouping 
Pops Ades | FC Tox Cats ” Suid las C-FouR FAME Condo Devaopment 
Condo Sun 

“This account history is for informational purposes only. The amounts below do nol include interest due through today. Visit our NYCePay of Cis pont ho ot og bles Payot m3 odo wil 50 we ir sine do 

Butdng Coss Ca FouR PALES 
Tox Cass an Unisod SCRE Croat Unised DRE Croat 
Roland Avs Overpayment amount 

aes 4 TAX os012025 apm 4pn0z 000 
ms a mx ovonaes som ame oo 
ws 2 To012024 sus apse 000 
ms 1 x anovznes sous amuse 000 
es 1 caRces arovznas oo am oo 
Jon 4 x ouniznat asst asa 000 
ma a x ovo isna asa oo 
doe 2 x 10012023 ss ams oo 
Joe 1m anovznes ssn awn ow 
Zot 1 cwaces oro Wo am oo 
Zn 4 x ouniz0z 400 a0 000 
ma x ovoiznzs 10010 40 000 
m2 Too12022 0% 4onse 000 
wm 1 x anoiznz2 some 4onse 000 
Zn 1 cwaces ooo Wo am oo 
m2 4 ouoiz02 sre srw om 
m2 a x ovova0z2 stem mem 0m 
m2 2 mx 0012021 sim rl om 
m2 1 anoizner saw aml om 
Zz 1 cwaces anova Bo am oo 
wa ouizne1 sei seo 000 
FR otnzaa1 620 emo 0m 
wn 2 mx “00200 sms mst om 
FE aronznen sms ams om 
Zen 1 cwaces oroi2020 wm oo 
do 4 ou012020 smn amen 00 
ao 3 otiz00 seam enn om 
wo 2 x 10012019 3000 ame 000 
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NYC Finance - rina Pago 
‘Clk here for the Account History Details: 
Notes 
This account story i for mformational purposes onl. The amounts blow do not include forest duo rough today. Vist our NYCaPay or 
‘CivPay payment ses for today’ balance. Payments mado today wi bo visible ho next business day 
profile 
Buidng Class. C3 FOUR FAMILIES 
Tax Class 2 
Unused SCRIE Croat 
Unusod DRIE Crodi 
Refund Aveda 
Overpayment amount 
Account History Details 

Interest Payment ar Parioa Charge Account Original ogi brocoes Trane. Action oason Payment # CreditedProcess AOU" 
YearPeriod “rype 1D Due Date BOUPIOCeS® Type ype & RE Grodedlon Due 

Total Due: 000 

225 4 TX 4012025 04012025 
IX oRG soi 48s 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE owes 158 
og PAY 15023108 04012025 481302 

Balance 000 

5 3 TX ov0v2025 01012025 
IX ORG, 6012028 481456 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE owns 154 
rng 18227621 01012025 481302 

Balance 000 

ams 2 Tx 10012024 10012024 
1% ORG soi agiase 
ag pay 1ST017145 10012020 481458 
cia PAY 1ST017145 10012024 481458 
cia par 157017145 10012028 481458 

Balance 000 

05 1 TX oTov2024 o70V2020 
IX ORG soi 4gtase 
ag eAY 155601901 0702024 481456 
cg PAY 15501901 07012024 4814.56 
Frag 155601001 0702024 481456 

Balance 000 

2025 1 REG FEE 340610 07012024 07012024 
SAE ADS SANEWADS osname 1300 
SAE PAY sesame 10012028 1300 
SEE PAY 10037268 10012028 1300 
SE Pav isesIes 10012028 1300 

Balance 000 

Balance for year 2028 000 

04 4 TX ou0v2024 04012024 
IX ORG 00022023 437577 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE oo 16764 
qa PAY SaTSHIT 0401202 454341 

Balance 000 

4 3 TX ovon2024 ov0N2028 

ip 18836pls-accass. ye govicro Dall PrnDatalo asin 301647002 85p-PROFILEALL2Saryoor=20258jr-058ownsoq-O8cord= 1810. 28
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NYC Finance - Prinabl Pago 
IX ORG oso a3rsTT 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE oo 16764 
aa PAY 150505077 01012024 4543.41 

Batance 000 

m4 2 TX 10012023 10012023 
IX ORG, oso agrsTr 
ry 151021005 10012023 431577 

Balance 000 

224 1 TX 702023 07012023 
IX ORG, swims 437577 
og Par 150308025 07012023 437577 

Balance 000 

2024 1 REGFEE 340610 07012023 07012023 
SAE AD SANEWADS osmopos 1300 
SE Pav iSI040416 07202023 1300 

Balance 000 

Balance for year 2020 000 

m3 4 Tx 04012023 04012023 
IX ORG on0a2022 404198 
TAX ADI MID YRRATE CHG. ows 2114 
gia PAY Me 4012023 406310 

Balance 000 

03 3 WX o1012023 01012023 
IX ORG, oooi202 404196 
TAX ADJ MID YRRATE CHG. owes 2114 
og Pav TIoeses 01012023 406310 

Balance 000 

ms 2 Tx 10012022 10012022 
IX ORG 00042022 4041.96 
cua pay Te 10012022 404196 

Balance 000 

ms 1 Tx oo o7ov202 
18% ORG ooo 404196 
gia PAY MS0ISI3 07012022 404196 

Balance 000 

2023 1 REGFEE 340610 07012022 07012022 
SE ORG, oooizz 1300 
pr 0BS610 T0202 1300 

Balance 000 

Balance for year 202 000 

22 4 x oon owov202 
18% ORG ososon21 375236 
TAX ADS MIDYRRATE CHG. ow 1058 
ag PAY 144030403 04012022 37278 

Baiance 000 

2 3 Wx ovo voz 
IX ORG soso 375236 
JAX ADJ MID YRRATE CHG. ow 195 
Qa Pav WTI 0101202 37278 

Balance 000 

ip 18836pts-accass. ye govicro Dall PrnDataol asin: 301647002 85p-PROFILEALL2Saryoor=20258jr-058ownsoq-O8card= 180. 38
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NYC Finance - rina Pago 

2 2 mx 10012021 10012021 
1% ORG ososp21 37236 
oa pay a2sones 10012021 37523 
gia PAY 2senes 10012021 375238 
aia Pav 250068 10012021 37523 

Balance 000 

22 1 Wx 702021 07012021 
1% ORG, osuso21 375236 
ag PAY 9003151 07012021 37523 
cig PAY H00AIIST 07012021 375236 
cg Pav HONS! 0012021 375236 

Balance 000 

2022 1 REGFEE 340610 07012021 0702021 
SAE ORG ooosco 1300 
SE Pay 408610 07012022 1300 

Balance 000 

Balance for year 22 000 

2 4 Tx 4012021 04012021 
1X ORG 06062020 3725.10 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE ovo 12306 
og PAY 1aoTiess 04012021 360204 

Balance 000 

ECTENE ovow2021 01012021 
IX ORG, oso62020 372510 
TAX ADJ MID YEAR RATE CHANGE owe 12306 
og Pav T7032 01012021 360204 

Balance 000 

m1 2 Tx 10012020 10012020 
mx ORG 06062020 3725.10 
cua pay 19TE2005 10012020 3725.10 
ca PAY 137822005 10012020 3725.10 
cg pay 10782005 10012020 372510 

Balance 000 

1 1 Tx 70200 07012020 
18% ORG, 06062020 372510 
gia PAY 186700210 07012020 371210 
cg Pav 13063653 07012020 1300 
cg PAY 136790219 070V2020 371210 
cg PAY 066 T0220 1300 
cig PAY 13363 07012020 1300 
cg Pav 196700279 07012020 3712.10 

Balance 000 

2021 1 REGFEE M4610 07012020 07012020 
SEE ORG 06062020 1300 
SE Pay ra7s0s%0 10012020 1300 
SAE PAY 1750830 10012020 1300 
SE Pav 1708380 10012020 1300 

Batance 000 

Balance for year 2021 000 

m0 4 Tx 04012020 04012020 
1X ORG osoi20te 373600 

ip 18836pts-accass ye govicro Dall PrnDatalol asin: 301647002 85p-PROFILEALL2Staryoor=20258jr-058ownsoq-O8cord= 1810. 48
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NYC Finance - rina Pago 
IAX ADI MID YEAR TAX CHG ovo 823 
rg 18220007 04012020 365373 

Balance 000 

20 3 Tx 02020 01012020 
IX ORG osoi010 373600 
TAX ADI MID YEAR TAX CHG ow 8236 
rg 1960030 01012020 365373 

Balance 000 

20 2 WX 10012010 10012010 
IX ORG, osoi2010 373600 
ag pay 1306765 10012010 372300 
cig PAY sions 07262000 1300 
cg PAY 1204025 07262019 1300 
cH Pav 13206765 10012010 372300 
cg PAY 1204025 07262010 1300 
cg PAY 1306765 10012010 372300 

Balance 000 

m0 1 Tx 702019 07012019 
IX ORG osoi2010 373600 
cg pay 131035003 07012019 373000 
gia PAY 11835903 07012019 3736.00 
Fry 131835903 07012019 373600 

Balance 000 

2020 1 REGFEE 349610 07012019 07012019 
SE ORG, osoizot0 1300 
SE PAY 1079831 07012010 1300 
SEE PAY Ble 02019 1300 
SE PAY 11079831 07012010 1300 

Balance 000 

Balance for year 2m 000 
Account History Summary 
‘Click here to return to the Account History Summary. 

Mollad to you cach January. he Notice of Property Value (NOP) wil tll you ou determination of your property's market and assossed vals. 
el 150 St he tax exemptions you curently recerve and wl provide you with a formu 0 esate your property tax amount for the coming year. 

The NOPY i not a bill and oss not require payment 

For hep roading and understanding your NOPY, ef 10 the propery tax guides avaiable a Mi yg 0guiassessiens 
For information about challenging the amount of your assessed valu, 
isi tho Now York Ciy Tax Commission Hips 1c 0gu ste/iscommission/ 
Notices of Property Value 

2025-2026 sdanuary 15.2025 
2024-2025 loner 15.204 
2023-2024 January 15.2022 
2022-2023 anwar 15 2022 
2021-2022 anwar 15 2021 
2020-2021 anu 15.2020 
2019-2020 anwar 15.2010 
2018-2010 enue 15 2018 
2017-2018 Januar 152011 
2016-2017 leouen 15208 

ip 13836pts-accass ye govicro Dall PrnDatalo asin: 301647002 85p-PROFILEALL2Aaryoor=20258jr=058ownsoq-O8card= 180. 58
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NYC Finance - rina Pago 
2015-2016 sdanuary 15.2015 
2014-2015 January 15 2004 
2013-2014 anu 152013 
2012-2013 Januar 15.2002 
2011-2012 anwar 15 2011 
2010-201 Januar 15.2010 

Property Tax Bills 
20242025 Qf Fobruary 15.2005 
20242025 QF November 10.2024 
2020205 02 Auoust24 2004 
242025 QUneo1 204 
223204 Qk Fobra 17.2004 
2023204 0X November 18 200 
2232024 02 uoust 19 2023 
223204 One 201 

222023 Qf Feb 18 2020 
202202 QU November 19.2022 
202203 2 Auoust20 202 
222023 QUhneos 22 

0202022 Qf February 19.2022 
20212022 QU Novenher20 2021 
0202022 02 Auousin 2021 
0212022 Omens 21 

20202021 Q4 February 27 2001 
2202021 03 November 21 2020 
20202021 02 Auoust20 200 
2202021 QU Jneoo 2020 
20102020 Qf Febru 22 2000 
20102020 QF November 19 2010 
20102020 02 Auousi20 2010 
210220 QUanets 200 
20182019 Qf February 012010 
20182019 Q1 Novener 10.2018 
20182019 02 Auousi24 2018 
282019 QUweo1 208 
2172018 Qf Febuan20. 2018 
20172018 QU November 17 2017 
2017208 02 Auoust28 2007 
720 QUne0z 207 
216207 Qf Fabra 24.2017 
20162017 0X November 18 2010 
202017 02 Auousi0 2018 
2016207 Owed ane 

20152016 Qf Febuary 10 2018 
2252016 QF Nowmber20 2015 
20152016 02 Auoust21 2018 
0152016 QU wed 2015 

2012015 Qf Febru 202018 
20142015 QL Novenher2i 01 
2012015 02 Auousl22 2004 
2012015 QLhneos 20a 

ip 13836pts-accass. ye govicro Dall PrnDatalo aspx pin= 301647002 85p-PROFILEALL2Saryoor=20258jr-058ownsoq-O8cord= 1810. 68
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crime. sseros 
2013-2014 93 November 22.2013 Tw Aimed 
2013-2014 QU June 07.2013 

I — 
2012:2013. 93 November 30.2012 

mm EEE 

i — prelll re or EE mn EE 
2009-2010 Q4 February 26.2010 iol) 
2009-2010 Q2 August 26.2000 ma EEE 

rr TE 
LL ER 
FRET ————————— Te 
a TT Fl = Er — I min 
Fn — El. 
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NYC Finance - rina Pago 
Buiding Sze 

Frontage (et) 1042 
opt fet) 4500 

Stores 3 
Extension N 
Assessment information 

Description Land Total 
ESTIMATED MARKET VALUE 271000 1219200 

MARKET AV 121950 sin0i0 
MARKET EX 0 

30% imitation AV. 210 154,041 
EXEMPT VALUE o 

ToxsblerBilable Assessed Value 
‘Assessed Value 

‘Subject To Adjustments, Your 202425 Taxes Wi Ba Based On 154081 
Market Value History 

Tax vear Market Value 
2024-2025 1219200 
2023-2028 1016000 
2022-2023 1014000 
2021-2022 ‘075,000 
2020-2021 1,055,000 
Note 
For moro information about how your propory (axes ao calulted, vist bl Joy 02x assessioanls 

itp 13836. pts-accoss nyc vicars Dall. PrioDatale ap 7in=3019470021895p-PROFILEALL2Alaryoar=20258ur-0S8owTseq-O8Card=1810.. 88

USAO-00002656

Case 2:25-cr-00122-JKW-DEM     Document 109-2     Filed 11/17/25     Page 28 of 34
PageID# 1126



Exhibit C 

USAO-00002657

Case 2:25-cr-00122-JKW-DEM     Document 109-2     Filed 11/17/25     Page 29 of 34
PageID# 1127



I =ookiyn, 11238 Nve 
Generated on [2025 = 

Overview 

ALSO KNOWN AS status REG# RANGE BIN 
No other PHN's retrieved for Active 349610 296-206 3055539 
this building. 

BLOCK LOT CENSUS STORIES AUNTS BUNITS CD 
TRACT 

1947 21 197 3 4 0 2 

CLASS OWNERSHIP BUILDING ID 
G PVT 322009 

Building Statistics 

COMPLAINTS VIOLATIONS BUILDING LITIGATION 
CHARGESIFEES 

2 0 12 0 
(A0,B0, C0, 10) 

HISTORICALLY ~~ ACTIVE LEAD BED BUGS REPORT HISTORICAL IMAGE 
RENT EXEMPTIONS FILED CARDS 
REGULATED ” ves Yes 
No 
FIREPROOF ACTIVE VACATE TENANT CERTIFICATION OF NO 

ORDER HARASSMENT HARASSMENT PILOT 
FINDINGS: PROGRAM 

No No No No 

ALTERNATE UNDERLYING HEAT SENSOR 
ENFORCEMENT CONDITIONS PROGRAM 
PROGRAM (AEP) PROGRAM (UC) 

No No No
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I =ookiyn, 11238 Nve 
Generated on [E2025 = 

Property Owner Registration Information 
Last Registration Date - 10/18/2024 Registration Expiration Date - 09/01/2025 

SNo. OWNER ORGANIZATION NAME ADDRESS 
1 Premisys LETITIA 

Individual JAMES ; 
Owner Brooklyn, 11238
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  United States Department of Justice 

  Edward R. Martin, Jr. 
  United States Pardon Attorney 
  Special Attorney for Mortgage Fraud 
  Associate Deputy Attorney General 

  Director of the Weaponization Working Group 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
      Robert F. Kennedy Federal Building 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 
      Washington, DC  20530 
 

          August 12, 2025 

Mr. Abbe David Lowell, Esq. 
Lowell & Associates, PLLC 1 
701 Rhode Island Avenue  
Washington, DC 20036 
VIA EMAIL: inquiries@lowellandassociates.com 
 
Dear Sir, 

I imagine you were mortified to read – online and publicly - your recent letter to 
U.S. Attorney General Pam Bondi (April 24, 2025).  On page 4, you make 
admissions about your client Letitia James’ conduct that are stunning to me. 

I am Special Attorney investigating many matters including the criminal referral to 
which you refer in the Bondi letter. 

I believe that your admission regarding Letitita James’ conduct indicates that she is 
serious about addressing the problems presented in the referral.  After all, her 
approval of your letter includes the admission although she likely did not expect it 
to be published.  

At this time, Letitia James would best serve the "good of the state and nation" by 
resigning from office to address the issues in the referral.  Her resignation from 
office would give the people of New York and America more peace than 
proceeding.  I would take this as an act of good faith. 

Case 2:25-cr-00122-JKW-DEM     Document 109-8     Filed 11/17/25     Page 2 of 3 PageID#
1155



               
            

            
               

           

            

   

    

    

 

Because of your reputation for using the media to argue your points, I prefer that 
we communicate by letter.  I find leaks like your Bondi letter professionally 
unacceptable and personally insulting.  To that end, I specifically ask that you 
redouble your efforts to not leak this confidential letter.  I prefer not to have to 
move in court to stop you or your client from leaking.   

 

Thank you for considering this and alerting your client to this letter. 

 

All the best. 

 

Edward R. Martin, Jr. 
 

6623 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 

 
Norfolk Division 

 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA  * 
      * 
      v.     *  Case No. 2:25-cr-122-JKW-DEM 
      * 
LETITIA A. JAMES,    *   
      * 
  Defendant.   *  
      * 
* * * * * * * 

 
[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO DISMISS  

THE INDICTMENT FOR OUTRAGEOUS GOVERNMENT CONDUCT 
 

THIS MATTER having been brought before this Court by Defendant Letitia A. James for 

an Order dismissing the indictment for outrageous government conduct in violation of the Fifth 

Amendment, pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 12(b), and the Court having reviewed 

and considered the submissions of the parties and finding good cause for the entry of the within 

Order; 

IT IS on this ____ day of ______, 2025; 

ORDERED that the Defendant’s Motion be and hereby is GRANTED, and it is further; 

ORDERED that the indictment be and hereby is dismissed with prejudice. 

 

Date:        ____________________________ 
Norfolk, Virginia                 Hon. Jamar K. Walker 

                                                                                            United States District Court Judge 
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