
 

Paul Andrew Mitchell <supremelawfirm@gmail.com> 

 

Supplements to CVRA COMPLAINT dated and mailed on 02/24/2017 by Paul Andrew 
Mitchell, B.A., M.S. 

 

Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S. <supremelawfirm@gmail.com> Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 11:36 AM 

To: Paul Andrew Mitchell <supremelawfirm@gmail.com> 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S. <supremelawfirm@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Apr 10, 2017 at 11:20 AM 
Subject: Supplements to CVRA COMPLAINT dated and mailed on 02/24/2017 by Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S. 
To: USAEO-VictimOmbudsman <usaeo.VictimOmbudsman@usdoj.gov> 
Cc: "askdoj@usdoj.gov" <ASKDOJ@usdoj.gov> 
 
Re: 
https://www.justice.gov/usao/resources/crime-victims-rights-ombudsman 

TO: 
Marie A. O'Rourke (or successor) 
Victims' Rights Ombudsman 
Executive Office for United States Attorneys 
U.S. Department of Justice 
RFK Main Justice Building 
950 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., Room 2261 
Washington 20530-0001 
District of Columbia, USA 
 

Greetings Marie A. O'Rourke (or successor): 

On February 24, 2017 A.D., we mailed to your office and 
to Attorney General Jeff Sessions, our CVRA COMPLAINT, 
an electronic copy of which is archived here on the Internet  
for your convenience: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/cvra/ 
 

Please note on Page 1 of that Form where it states: 

"Receipt of complaints will be acknowledged in writing." 

To date, receipt of our CVRA COMPLAINT has not been acknowledged in writing. 
 

Please also accept this email message as a formal Supplement 
to our pending CVRA COMPLAINT -- by incorporating each of the 
following documents, as if set forth fully in said COMPLAINT: 

FORMAL REQUEST FOR REFERRAL TO ADR (March 9, 2017): 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim/letter.2017-03-09/request.for.adr.pdf  
(also attached) 

FIRST SUPPLEMENT TO CVRA COMPLAINT (April 3, 2017): 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/letter.2017-04-03/cvra.complaint.supp1.pdf 
(also attached) 
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Please let the administrative record show that your Office has 
not acknowledged the latter FIRST SUPPLEMENT in writing either. 

We now regard it as very important to repeat a key sentence 
from the latter FIRST SUPPLEMENT: 
 
"... please know that fraudulent concealment, misleading and deceptive representations,  
continuing tortious and affirmative misconduct have all combined to cause  
enormous hardships to me and to my private estate." 
 

We did receive an unsigned letter from DOJ's Mail Referral Unit, dated March 9, 2017, 
assigning "ID number 3797729" to a letter "dated February 21, 2017. 

However, the only such letter with that date in our database 
is the following letter from a hireling at the main office of the 
Federal Bureau of Prisons ("BOP") in Washington, D.C.: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/baime/letter.2017-02-21/page01.refused.gif 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/baime/letter.2017-02-21/2017-02579%20response%20letter.pdf 
 

It would be helpful if DOJ's Mail Referral Unit were 
more specific about the document(s) to which they 
have assigned ID number 3797729. 
 

Please let the administrative record also show that 
Messrs. Baime and Wong have both failed to disclose 
valid APPOINTMENT AFFIDAVITS:  the following 
FOIA Requests for that mandatory credential are 
now PAST DUE and IN DEFAULT: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/baime/foia.request.baime.pdf 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/baime/reservation.of.right.to.inspect.pdf 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/wong/foia.request.wong.pdf 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/wong/reservation.of.right.to.inspect.pdf 
 

Similarly, two more BOP hirelings have also failed  
to disclose that same credential:  the following 
FOIA Requests for that mandatory credential are 
also PAST DUE and IN DEFAULT: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/kane/foia.request.kane.pdf 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/kane/reservation.of.right.to.inspect.pdf 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/winter/foia.request.winter.pdf 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/winter/letter.2017-03-07/refusal.for.cause.pdf 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/winter/letter.2017-03-15/refusal.for.cause.pdf 
 

As such, after many FOIA Requests for valid APPOINTMENT AFFIDAVITS 
of specific BOP personnel, dating from November 2014,  
not one valid Standard Form 61 has been produced for ANY BOP 
personnel: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/civil2/foia7/page01.gif  (also IN DEFAULT) 
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CONCLUSIONS JUSTIFIED BY EVIDENCE ABOVE 

Accordingly, the evidence we have now assembled in good faith, 
and after diligent investigation, fully justifies the conclusions that 
the entire Bureau of Prisons is infiltrated in violation of numerous 
civil and criminal statutes;  and, not one (1) such "hireling" had 
any authority whatsoever to make any decisions whatsoever concerning 
my pending Federal Tort Claim as timely submitted to BOP's 
main office in Washington, D.C., to wit: 
 
http://supremelaw.org/cc/hill/tort.claim.bop/SF-95.htm 
 

NOTICE OF SPECIFIC INTENT TO REPORT MAIL FRAUD 

Therefore, please accept this email message also as 
ACTUAL NOTICE of my specific intent to satisfy legal obligations 
imposed by 18 U.S.C. 4 -- by lodging a proper Mail Fraud Report 
alleging FELONY mail fraud and related FELONY Federal offenses 
by all personnel employed by BOP at any time beginning 
November 2004 to the present.  See 18 U.S.C. 4, 1341 and 
1961 et seq. (RICO), in chief. 
 
 

Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 

 
 
 
Sincerely yours, 
/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S. 
Private Attorney General, Civil RICO: 18 U.S.C. 1964; 
Agent of the United States as Qui Tam Relator (4X), 
Federal Civil False Claims Act: 31 U.S.C. 3729 et seq. 
 
http://supremelaw.org/support.guidelines.htm (Policy + Guidelines) 
 
All Rights Reserved (cf. UCC 1-308 https://www.law.cornell.edu/ucc/1/1-308) 

Attachments (as mentioned above) 
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request.for.adr.pdf 
126K  

  

  
cvra.complaint.supp1.pdf 
144K  
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