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Eithan Haim MD &
DOJ concedes they presented fals

They just didn't do so "knowingly.”

Yet, they triple down on the same clai
explanation or evidence.

Seems to be less about knowing the t

e information to the first Grand Jury.

m in their second indictment without

ruth, more so punishing it.
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trial. CF Ukidved Sreres v, Madeid, 610 F, App°x 359 (3

ci that the onginal indictment may have ermoneously sed

It ix extremely com

¢ evidence that the defense noted.” And it de

fented any new evidence or changed s legal

Charges. The absence of any of this 15 ever
1

hs the government goes to assure the Court

indictment, 1t did not know the [alse alle

1w false tesimony. See Response at 10-12. 7T

|o be sufficient to justify an ingquiry.

Eithan Haim MD
The Feds are running us dry with tacti
on fighting is through crowd-sourced

cs just like this. The only way we keep
donations. Every dollar is a signal to

these tyrants that the days of average people not fighting back are over.
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Eithan Haim MD
The letter describes how the lead prosecutor admitted to never reviewing
the evidence - relying on the FBl and possibly Homeland Security.

This came to fruition after their first indictment collapsed last month aft
it was revealed to be based on egregiously false information.

Excerpt from better my attorneys sent to Weaponization Subcommittes,
lanuary 2024,

Yet the DML prosecutor then admitted that she had never even reviewed the
purported evidence against Dr. Haim. Under DO policy, a target 15 a “putative
defendant, meamng that there @ gullicent evidence and a sulhicent hkelihoosd of

conviclion to warrant bringing criminal charges. Nevertheless, the progecutor it

not reviewed the purported evidence against Dr. Haim—ahe was relving entirely on

LI AEeEnts Lo Ti Il her what the .|:!l';:|-\.i CTHNE WS

already tnsked FHEI and posaibly Homeland Secunty agents o assist n the

IRy EaLIEatEn .|||-| '.||-|".. himed .|i|-'..||'\. T I "-\.'||'|H-\.':'.'.'.:i;_' FiCoEs

The entire premise of the government’s case has been that Dr. Haim was an

interloper, falsely clamming responsibility for TCH patients to lude some nefarious

and malicious reason for accessing TCH records. This rested on the foundational

premise that Dr. Ham treated no patients at TCH after January 2021. But the

government’s Friday the 13th disclosure has now blown apart this entire premise

As a result, Count 1 of the indictment (false pretenses) must be dismissed and the

legitimacy of the rest of the indictment 15 now in question. Nearly evervthing the

Uriited Seales v Haln {3 d-or-0039E)
government has alleged 15 now proven WrONg.  senewed Motion Fer Continsnce
September LEsh DOG4 Pape 1
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@ Eithan Haim MD &

Marcella Burke took on my case when the risk to her was the greatest - it
was the first few months after starting her own law firm. Just before, she
left her partner position in big law because she refused to put pronouns

in her bio. She just released the following statement:

We have dismantled the U.5. Department of Jus 5 ce, and
soon to be tv . They have had to rescind their initial indictment after
having to admit its allegations were completely false. Its reindictment

asserts a flaccid argument that on its face is farcical.

|
n

Any other self-respecting career prosecutor would have folded up their

tent and mowved on guietly with some face-saving public comment by

now, but this crew is now ignoring what is drilled into every prosecutor’s
head — they are there to seek jus e look forward to taking this to

trial.

USA0086257



@ Eithan Haim MD & m

Friday, we had a Motion to Dismiss hearing.

DOJ so thoroughly embarrassed themselves, it's
hard to comprehend how this is still ongoing.

There's nothing | can say to translate how bad it
was.

You have to read it for yourself.

And this was only first few minutes!

MS. ANSARI:

THE COURT: No, I want you t t

MS. ANSARI: kay.

'HE COURT: You're the lead lawyer. We've been




The first thing I want to do, I'm going to ask the
government a number of things, okay?

Ms. Ansari --

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, I'm going to defer to

Ms. Feinstein.

THE COURT: No, I want you to talk. You're the lead

lawyer in this.

MS. ANSARI: Okay.

THE COURT: You're the lead lawyer. We've been

calling you. We've had trouble getting in touch with you. No,

you're the lead in this case.

MTD Transcript 11-15-2024, Pg 4-5

So the first question I have for you, okay -- well,

it's obvious that the government didn't proofread or review the

superseding indictment to prevent these errors, but are you

going to file another superseding indictment or what?

MS. ANSARI: No, Your Honor =--

THE COURT: Then how are you going to go ahead with
the word "use" when it's not in the statute?

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, we =--

MTD Transcript
THE COURT: How do you get around that? 11-15-2024 Pgs 7.




you went back to the state bar and corrected it. And, what is

it @e government late disclosuD

On September 13th, 2024, the government disclosed

that -- we had an initial trial date. All of a sudden
@Egggzglng goes ;;;;;E§>on the date because the government
— e —

disclosed the existence of additional discovery from Texas

Children's Hospital on September 13th, 2024. This discovery was

given to Haim one month -- one month before the initial trial

date. That's why we had to kick it down the road a bit and why

MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pgs 6.
it's set, I think, for early in December. " Pes

Also, the other problems we had with the lead

‘f--_ + [
grosecutor was that you had a suspended 11censE>for a while, and
—

it's only when it was pointed out by the defense that I guess

you went back to the state bar and corrected it. And, what is

it -- also, the government late disclosures. MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pg 6




@ Eithan Haim MD & m
Motion to Dismiss Hearing #2

After the DOJ's first indictment was exposed to be
entirely based on fiction, they got a second

indictment.

Instead of relying on made up facts, they relied on
made up crimes.

Then wanted the judge to clean up their mess.

Didn't work out.

MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pg 9

THE COURT: All right. "Use" doesn't even appear

atute that you filed in the -- and now you w

nd filing a superseding one, and, oh, just knock ou

luse" that you've used, no pun inten

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, we =
e to insert?
THE COURT: How do you get around that -
MS. ANSARI: lothing t
MS, ANSARI: Yes. We agreed to strike that language

lonor.

THE COURT: You te n THE COURT: Well,

ts there --
THE COURT: So what are you going to do? Are you -- s o : <
MS. ANSARI: lell, the ements --
THE COURT: =-- of the indictmer

MS8. ANSARI: We would like to then ask the Court for a ME: ANSARL: Jag; YOup HOmoR

THE COURT: That's denied. THE COURT: Slow down.




MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pg 7

So the first question I have for you, okay -- well,

it's obvious that the government didn't proofread or review the

superseding indictment to prevent these errors, but are you

going to file another superseding indictment or what?

MS., ANSARI: No, Your Honor --

THE COURT: Then how are you going to go ahead with

the word "use" when it's not in the statute?

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, we --
THE COURT: How do you get around that?

MS. ANSARI: Yes. We agreed to strike that language

in our response.

THE COURT: You tell me.

MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pg 8
THE COURT: So what are you going to do? Are you --
how can you just strike the -- a superseding indictment, change
the language?

MS. ANSARI: We would like to then ask the Court for a

motion to strike the language.




MTD Transcript 11-15-2024 Pg 9

THE COURT: All right. "Use" doesn't even appear in
the statute that you filed in the -- and now you want to
correct -- you want to correct the indictment, without going

back and filing a superseding one, and, oh, just knock out the

word "use" that you've used, no pun intended, and what do you

want me to insert?

MS. ANSARI: Nothing to insert; just to strike it,
Your Honor.

THE COURT: Well, how do you -- how go you get the
elements there --

MS. ANSARI: Well, the elements --

THE COURT: -- of the indictment?

MS. ANSARI: Yes, Your Honor. The element is a person
who knowingly, in violation --

THE COURT: Slow down.




Eithan Haim MD & @
Motion to Dismiss Hearing #3

Judge notices how "wrongfully discloses" in first
indictment is conveniently dropped and replaced
by the noncrime "use."

Judge expectedly asks, "what's your best case on
it

*Nervous chatter* followed by a 'gotta get back t...
Show more

MTD Transcript

11-15-2024 Pg 10 . 2 <
THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask you this: How come you

just change -- you took "wrongfully discloses"” from the first

indictment, and all of a sudden now you're using "use," and you

want me to strike it -- or you want to strike 1it?

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, it is -- we're just agreeing
that we don't need it. It's and/or use.

THE COURT: Okay. I believe -- we'll hear from the
defense on this point, but -- so you're saying, what, it's just
minor points?

MS. ANSARI: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. What's your best case on it?
We've done research on that.

(Sotto voce discussion between Ms. Ansari and
Ms. Feinstein.)

MS. ANSARI: I can get back to you on the best case,
Your Honor. I'm not -- on what issue, on taking out "use"?

THE COURT: On taking out "use" or that, if you don't

use the statute language, you substitute something for 1t; and

you just want to remove it from the indictment.




MTD Transcript

11-15-2024 Pg 10 .
THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask you this: How come you

just change -- you took "wrongfully discloses" from the first

indictment, and all of a sudden now you're using "use," and you

want me to strike it -- or you want to strike it?

MS. ANSARI: Your Honor, it is -- we're just agreeing
that we don't need it. It's and/or use.

THE COURT: Okay. I believe -- we'll hear from the
defense on this point, but -- so you're saying, what, it's just
minor points?

MS. ANSARI: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. What's your best case on it?

We've done research on that.

(Sotto voce discussion between Ms. Ansari and

s. Feinstein.)

MS. ANSARI: I can get back to you on the best case,

Your Honor. I'm not -- on what issue, on taking out "use"?

THE COURT: On taking out "use" or that, if you don't
use the statute language, you substitute something for it, and

you just want to remove it from the indictment.






