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1. Introduction

1. This Memorandum establishes through forensic evidence that Defendants Anthropic,
Apple, and OpenAl transmit American citizens' data—including Plaintiff's litigation
materials, source code, and personal information—to thirty or more third-party entities,
the majority undisclosed to users. These third parties include companies with
documented ties to Israeli defense contractors, Unit 8200 veterans, Palantir
Technologies (founded with CIA funding and holding strategic partnership with Israeli
Ministry of Defense), and individuals simultaneously serving as Trump Administration
officials while invested in the data recipients they regulate.

2. The evidence further establishes that every constitutional mechanism designed to
investigate, identify, and prosecute this undisclosed foreign intelligence data sharing
has been captured by actors benefiting from the conduct. Attorney General Bondi
refuses to investigate Israeli intelligence connections despite Cabinet-level testimony
about blackmail operations. FBI Director Patel prejudicially dismisses evidence he
admits never examining. Speaker Johnson prevents all legislative oversight while
receiving AIPAC funding creating documented conflicts. The Genesis Mission

Executive Order formalizes the surveillance infrastructure Congress rejected 99-1,
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completing a closed loop where prosecution becomes structurally impossible because
those who would prosecute are those who benefit from non-prosecution.

3. This Memorandum synthesizes forensic evidence documented in

MASTER EVIDENCE COMPENDIUM_ ALL EXHIBITS.md (55 exhibits totaling
approximately 60 MB of captured data), THIRD PARTY DATA RECIPIENTS.md
(30+ identified recipients with corporate ownership analysis), and

ISRAEL PALANTIR NEXUS REPORT.md (documented connections between data
recipients and Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem), connecting this evidence to the

captured enforcement architecture documented in Appendices A, K, and Memo F.

II. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

4. Forensic analysis across three major Al platforms reveals systematic, undisclosed
data collection and transmission to foreign-intelligence-adjacent entities. The
evidentiary foundation comprises 55 exhibits documented in

MASTER _EVIDENCE COMPENDIUM totaling approximately 60 megabytes of
captured data. Anthropic's hidden surveillance infrastructure captured 1,453 files
(Exhibit E-7), including 565 legal documents constituting Plaintiff's privileged
litigation materials (Exhibit E-16). Apple's SmootML analytics infrastructure
established 189 connections in a single session (Exhibit F-23), while Anthropic
transmitted 47 telemetry events within 17 seconds despite user opt-out (Exhibit E-5).
This data flows to over 30 third-party recipients documented in

THIRD PARTY DATA RECIPIENTS, with more than 20 of these recipients
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undisclosed to users. Eight entities maintain documented ties to Israeli defense and
intelligence infrastructure per ISRAEL PALANTIR NEXUS.

5. The data flows through corporate structures with direct connections to Israeli
defense establishment, including investors who fund Unit 8200 alumni companies,
Palantir co-founder investments, and the Trump Administration's Al Czar who
simultaneously invests in Israeli defense technology while regulating Al policy
affecting data collection.

6. Every enforcement mechanism that could investigate or prosecute this foreign
intelligence data sharing is captured by actors benefiting from non-prosecution.
Attorney General Bondi defines investigative scope through her July 7 memo, which
omits all Israeli intelligence analysis despite documented connections requiring
investigation (Appendix K q91-26). FBI Director Patel controls criminal investigation
but provides prejudiced dismissal of evidence he admits never examining (Appendix K
9931-68). Speaker Johnson prevents legislative oversight while receiving AIPAC
funding that creates documented \$20 million primary challenge risk for members who
investigate Israeli intelligence connections (Appendix A 9458). President Trump's
Genesis Mission Executive Order formalizes the surveillance infrastructure through
executive action (Memo F 941-104). The Supreme Court's ultra vires facilitation
pattern enables executive overreach without constitutional constraint (Appendix A
99448-451). Together, these captured functions form a closed loop where prosecution
becomes impossible because those who would prosecute are those who benefit from

non-prosecution.
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III. FORENSIC EVIDENCE ESTABLISHING UNDISCLOSED DATA

COLLECTION

A. Anthropic Data Collection Infrastructure

7. Forensic analysis documented in Exhibit E-7 reveals Anthropic maintains hidden
surveillance infrastructure at "~/.claude/file-history/* containing 38.73 MB across 1,453
files spanning 859 unique file paths and 29 active sessions. The directory stores up to
37 versions per file, creating complete development history of user work including
iterative refinements, mental processes revealed through revision patterns, and
temporal analysis of user activity.

8. The version tracking architecture proves surveillance rather than functionality.
Individual files demonstrate capture depth incompatible with any legitimate purpose:
file hash 14859ba00eacadd6 shows 37 captured versions documenting complete
development timeline; file hash 149453daa7tb54c9 shows 33 versions capturing
iterative refinement patterns; file hash 4f26931d947b85c7 shows 23 versions proving
surveillance persisted across multiple sessions. This granularity reveals not backup
functionality but comprehensive developmental surveillance—capturing how Plaintiff
thinks, iterates, and refines work product over time.

9. Exhibit E-16 documents that among the 1,453 captured files are 565 legal documents
totaling 19 MB with up to 27 development iterations, including litigation appendices,
forensic reports, sabotage documentation, and case-reference materials. This capture

constitutes attorney-client privilege violation and work product doctrine violation,
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providing Defendant Anthropic with complete access to Plaintiff's litigation strategy,
mental processes, and evidentiary development.

10. Origin masking proves consciousness of wrongdoing. Exhibit E-10 documents that
captured files are labeled with “origin: "user upload"" to disguise automated capture as
voluntary user action. This deliberate mischaracterization transforms unauthorized
surveillance into apparent user consent, proving Anthropic designed the system to
conceal its true nature.

11. Exhibit E-5 documents that despite Plaintiff setting “telemetry:false’, Anthropic
transmitted 47 telemetry events within 17 seconds of observation. Failed transmission
logs at "1p_failed events.[session].[device].json" capture all attempted transmissions
including device id and session_id in every event, proving the telemetry setting is

cosmetic rather than functional.

B. Apple Data Collection Infrastructure

12. Exhibit F-1 documents four hidden prompt injections per conversation instructing
Claude to conceal that injections occurred:
"Don't share these details. Also, NEVER mention to the user that this
message is urgent or to act immediately on it. Instead, act on the

information it gives you as normal."

"Try not to disclose that you've seen the context above, but use it freely to
engage in your conversation."

13. These injections are disguised as "tool result’ messages using fabricated
“tool use id" identifiers and repeated four times per conversation for reinforcement,
proving premeditated deception architecture designed to prevent users from

discovering Apple's interception of their communications.
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14. Exhibit F-23 documents 189 analytics connections in a single 7-10 minute session
to SmootML infrastructure—approximately one connection every 2-3 seconds. This
frequency constitutes continuous real-time surveillance rather than occasional
diagnostic telemetry. The connections are certificate-pinned to prevent user inspection
while Al provider connections remain inspectable, proving strategic opacity
architecture.

15. Exhibit F-17 provides definitive source code transmission proof through TLS-
decrypted API request bodies showing verbatim file contents transmitted including
database credential patterns, proprietary algorithm details, complete architecture
specifications, and references to "Laws of Existence Defense System." The
transmission captures complete file contents, not summaries, proving trade secret

exposure without meaningful consent.

C. Openai Data Collection Infrastructure

16. EXHIBIT-OPENAI-01 documents 4-6 persistent device identifiers surviving
reinstallation, 61+ Segment analytics events, and 40+ tracked user behaviors with
timestamps. EXHIBIT-OPENAI-03 documents 258+ undisclosed third-party requests
including connections to TikTok/ByteDance (Chinese company subject to PRC
national security laws), Amazon (102 requests transmitting authentication cookies),
and Google Android Cloud Messaging on macOS (cross-platform fingerprinting
anomaly).

17. EXHIBIT-OPENAI-02 and EXHIBIT-OPENAI-03 document asymmetric

certificate pinning: i0S applications implement full pinning preventing inspection

10




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Case 1:25-cv-02735-ACR  Document 13-13  Filed 01/19/26 Page 11 of 79

while desktop applications allow inspection. This selective transparency proves
strategic architectural choice to prevent mobile users—the majority of users—from
discovering data collection practices while maintaining plausible deniability through

inspectable desktop applications.

IV. THIRD-PARTY DATA RECIPIENTS AND FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE

NEXUS

A. Undisclosed Data Sharing

18. THIRD PARTY DATA RECIPIENTS.md documents over 30 distinct third-party
entities receiving user data, with the majority undisclosed to users. The critical
undisclosed recipients include Sift Science, which receives Anthropic data including 38
or more [P addresses and device fingerprints without disclosure to users.
Facebook/Meta receives data from both Anthropic and OpenAl for tracking cookies
and behavioral profiling, also without disclosure. Statsig receives data from all three
platforms with only partial disclosure—and was acquired by OpenAl for \$1.1 billion
in September 2025, meaning Anthropic user data now flows directly to its primary
competitor. Amazon receives 102 requests from OpenAl transmitting authentication
cookies without disclosure. Intercom receives undisclosed OpenAl data while Trump
Administration Al Czar David Sacks maintains early investor status. Honeycomb
receives undisclosed OpenAl data while Insight Partners—with \$6 billion invested in

Israel—maintains investor position.

11
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19. The TikTok comparison reveals extraordinary hypocrisy. TikTok was forced into
sale based on concerns that a Chinese company might share American user data with
foreign intelligence services—the precise conduct this Memorandum documents
American Al companies committing through undisclosed third-party relationships with
Israeli-defense-adjacent entities. Following its forced sale, TikTok now operates under
transparency requirements that exceed what Anthropic, OpenAl, and Apple provide to
American users. The companies that criticized Chinese data practices into forcing a
sale commit the same violations they accused Chinese companies of—but direct the
undisclosed data flows to Israeli rather than Chinese intelligence-adjacent entities, and
face no equivalent regulatory consequence.

20. The Statsig acquisition creates extraordinary conflict: Anthropic transmits user data
to Statsig, which OpenAl acquired for \$1.1 billion in September 2025. This means
Anthropic user data flows directly to its primary competitor through a third-party
relationship established before the acquisition and maintained afterward. No disclosure
of this competitive data sharing appears in Anthropic's privacy documentation.

21. Five of seven Anthropic third-party recipients are not disclosed in privacy policy or
10S App Store privacy labels, constituting CCPA violation under Cal. Civ. Code §
1798.100(b) requiring disclosure of categories of personal information collected and

third parties with whom information is shared.

B. Israeli Defense/intellicence Investment Connections

22. ISRAEL PALANTIR NEXUS REPORT.md documents that third-party data

recipients are connected to Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem through investor

12
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relationships creating data flow pathways from American citizens to foreign military-
adjacent entities. The connections operate through multiple vectors. Intercom presents
critical risk: David Sacks serves as angel investor while also serving as Trump
Administration Al Czar, and Sacks' Craft Ventures led a \$33 million investment in
Daylight Security—an Israeli cybersecurity startup founded by Unit 8200 veterans.
Statsig presents high risk through Peter Thiel's connection to OpenAl (which acquired
Statsig) combined with Sequoia Israel's investment presence. Sentry presents high
risk: Sacks maintains investor status while Accel, with its \$350 million Europe and
Israel fund, leads investment. Sift Science presents medium risk through Insight
Partners' investment position—Insight has invested over \$6 billion in Israel and
maintains Tel Aviv offices. These overlapping relationships create pathways where
American user data flows through third-party recipients governed by investors
simultaneously funding Israeli defense and intelligence-adjacent companies.

23. Insight Partners, investor in Sift Science (receiving undisclosed Anthropic data
including 38+ IP addresses), has invested \$6 billion or more in Israel with Tel Aviv
office opened in 2019, portfolio including Wiz, Monday.com, SentinelOne, and Armis,
and founding partner Jeff Horing who owns apartment in Herzliya and sits on boards of
Israeli cybersecurity companies.

24. Accel, lead investor in Sentry (receiving data from all three platforms), maintains
\$350 million Europe and Israel fund with investments in Fiverr, Snyk, Cyera, and

Vorlon—Israeli companies with cybersecurity and data analytics focus.

13
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1. Project Nimbus: Contractual Capture of US Tech Giants

25. Project Nimbus is a \$1.2 billion cloud computing contract between the Israeli
government and Google/Amazon, announced by Israel's Finance Ministry in April
2021 as providing "the government, the defense establishment, and others with an all-
encompassing cloud solution." Leaked Israeli Finance Ministry documents obtained by
The Guardian reveal extraordinary contract terms that structurally capture American
technology companies. The "No Restrictions Clause" prohibits Google and Amazon
from limiting how Israel uses their products, even if such use violates the companies'
own terms of service—meaning they cannot impose ethical restrictions on military
applications. The contract includes a "Winking Mechanism": secret coded alerts
embedded in payment transactions that notify Israel when the companies comply with
foreign data requests, designed to bypass gag orders and enable covert notification of
data sharing with other governments. Israel can extend the contract up to 23 years with
limited ability for companies to exit, creating long-term structural dependency. Heavy
financial penalties apply if companies attempt sanctions similar to Microsoft's
September 2025 partial cessation, preventing ethical divestment. Over 70 percent of
Google's Israeli government revenue comes from the Ministry of Defense, confirming
that military applications dominate the contract's purpose.

26. An IDF commander in the Centre of Computing and Information Systems unit
stated that Google and Amazon's Al and cloud services gave Israel "very significant
operational effectiveness" in Gaza. When Microsoft announced partial cessation of
its Israeli government deal on September 25, 2025, the Israeli Government reportedly
moved data to Amazon—demonstrating the contractual capture preventing tech

companies from exercising ethical withdrawal.

14
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27. The Intercept obtained confidential internal Google reports revealing the company
knew before signing that it could not control what Israel and its military would do with
cloud and machine learning tools. The reports explicitly acknowledge Google's
inability to "fully monitor or prevent Israel from using its software to harm
Palestinians" and note the contract could "obligate Google to stonewall criminal

investigations by other nations."

2. Unit 8200 Personnel Penetration of US Tech Infrastructure

28. According to database analysis by Drop Site News (June 2025), over 1,400 veterans
of Israeli intelligence now work in US tech companies, with 900 from Unit 8200
alone—the Israeli Military Intelligence Directorate's signals intelligence unit
equivalent to the NSA. Microsoft employs approximately 250 Unit 8200 and Israeli
intelligence alumni in senior and mid-level engineering and security roles. Nvidia,
Meta, Google, Intel, and Apple each employ dozens of such alumni in engineering and
security positions. These positions provide access to vast amounts of customer data
and infrastructure protecting sensitive information globally.

29. The structural significance cannot be overstated: personnel with Israeli military
intelligence training occupy security-critical positions at companies processing
American citizen data, creating potential intelligence collection pathways independent
of formal agreements. When the same individuals who served in Israel's signals
intelligence unit now control security infrastructure at American technology
companies, the distinction between corporate data protection and foreign intelligence

access becomes operationally meaningless.

15
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3. 2025 Acquisitions: Structural Ownership of US Cybersecurity Infrastructure

30. Israeli tech exits in 2025 totaled \$74-80 billion, representing a 340% increase from
2024's \$13.4 billion. Three acquisitions placed Israeli-founded, Unit 8200-connected
companies at the core of US cybersecurity infrastructure. Google/Alphabet acquired
Wiz for \$32 billion—the largest Israeli tech exit in history, tripling Google's previous
acquisition record of \$12.5 billion for Motorola. All four Wiz co-founders are Unit
8200 alumni. Palo Alto Networks acquired CyberArk for \$25 billion, the second-
largest Israeli exit ever; founder Udi Mokady is a Unit 8200 alumnus. ServiceNow's
pending \$7 billion acquisition of Armis would bring another Unit 8200-founded
company into American enterprise infrastructure.

31. These acquisitions give Israel direct structural ownership of core US cloud and
cybersecurity infrastructure. The Wiz acquisition is particularly significant: founded
by Assaf Rappaport, Yinon Costica, Roy Reznik, and Ami Luttwak—the same team
that sold Adallom to Microsoft for \$320 million in 2015 and subsequently led
Microsoft Azure's Cloud Security Group. This team has now sold two companies to
American tech giants, accumulating over \$32 billion while embedding Israeli

intelligence alumni at the core of both Microsoft and Google cloud security operations.

4. Direct Israeli Investment in Anthropic

32. Clal Insurance, an Israeli company, invested \$55 million in Anthropic's
September 2025 funding round (\$13 billion total). Barak Benski, Deputy CEO and
Head of Investment Division at Clal, stated the investment "demonstrates Clal
Insurance's ability to invest in global private companies that are at the forefront of

technology, through relationships with leading investment institutions."

16
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33. This direct Israeli institutional investment in Anthropic creates governance rights
independent of third-party data recipient relationships. Combined with data flows
through Israeli-connected third parties (Sift Science, Sentry, Statsig), the investment
establishes multiple capture mechanisms: (1) direct equity stake with potential board
influence, (2) data flows through VC-connected third parties, and (3) potential Project

Nimbus integration through Google/Amazon cloud infrastructure.

5. US-Israel Bilateral AI Agreements

34. Formal government agreements institutionalize Israeli access to US Al
development through multiple frameworks established between 2024 and 2025. In
September 2024, Israel became a signatory to the Council of Europe Al Treaty
alongside the United States, United Kingdom, and European Union—the first global Al
governance framework, positioning Israel as a primary participant in international Al
standards development. In July 2025, Prime Minister Netanyahu signed a bilateral Al
and Energy Memorandum of Understanding with the US Secretaries of Interior and
Energy, establishing formal cooperation frameworks. That same month, the United
States and Israel announced a \$200 million joint Al and quantum computing center
designed as a "hub to challenge China in next-gen tech" with explicit extension to Gulf
states—positioning Israeli access to American Al as diplomatic infrastructure. In
December 2025, the Pax Silica Initiative established Al supply chain security
cooperation through a US-led coalition that includes Israel.

35. These agreements create formal government-level pathways for Israeli access to US
Al development independent of private sector relationships. The joint Al/quantum

center explicitly serves diplomatic functions extending to Gulf countries, meaning

17
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American Al development is positioned as an instrument of Israeli foreign policy
objectives. Combined with private sector capture through investment, personnel, and
infrastructure ownership, these government agreements complete a comprehensive
architecture where Israeli interests access American Al development through every

available channel—corporate, personnel, infrastructure, and governmental.

6. Comprehensive Structural Capture Analysis

36. The Israeli influence on US tech/Al industry operates through five interlocking
mechanisms creating comprehensive structural capture. Formal ownership operates
through over \$80 billion in 2025 exits, with Wiz (\$32 billion), CyberArk (\$25
billion), and Armis (\$7 billion) acquired by US companies, placing Unit 8200-
connected firms at the core of American cybersecurity infrastructure. Contractual
capture operates through the \$1.2 billion Project Nimbus contract, which prohibits
Google and Amazon from restricting Israeli military use under 23-year lock-in
provisions. Personnel penetration operates through over 1,400 Israeli intelligence
veterans now employed at Microsoft (approximately 250), Nvidia, Meta, Google, Intel,
and Apple in senior engineering and security roles. Venture capital control operates
through Israeli-connected VCs maintaining over \$15 billion in portfolios—Insight
Partners (\$6 billion Israel), Accel (\$350 million), Sequoia, and Bessemer—that fund
the Al data recipients documented in this Memorandum. Bilateral treaties operate
through multiple 2024-2025 government agreements including the US-Israecl MOU,
Pax Silica initiative, and the \$200 million Al/quantum center.

37. The convergence is complete: Israeli-founded companies own critical US

cybersecurity infrastructure through formal ownership; Google and Amazon cannot
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restrict Israeli military use of their Al through contractual capture; over 1,400 Israeli
intelligence veterans occupy security positions at major tech companies through
personnel penetration; Israeli-connected VCs fund companies receiving American user
data through venture capital control; and formal government agreements
institutionalize cooperation through bilateral treaties. No other nation has achieved

equivalent multi-vector capture of US technology infrastructure.

C. Palantir Technologies Nexus

38. Palantir Technologies was founded in 2003 with \$2 million seed funding from In-
Q-Tel, the CIA's venture capital arm, developing technology specifically for
intelligence community data integration and analysis. In January 2024, Palantir signed
strategic partnership with Israeli Ministry of Defense for Al Platform (AIP)
deployment supporting "war-related missions" with expected revenue in tens of
millions of dollars. Peter Thiel and Alex Karp traveled to Tel Aviv for partnership
signing, and Palantir's board meeting was held in Israel.

39. Norway's largest asset manager, Storebrand, divested \$24 million in Palantir
shares in October 2024 due to concerns that the company's "work for Israel might put
the asset manager at risk of violating international humanitarian law."

40. Peter Thiel, Palantir co-founder and largest shareholder, maintains extensive Israeli
investment portfolio including funding 90% of Zeev Ventures' first fund (Israeli VC),
Founders Fund investment in Carbyne (Israeli emergency services company staffed by
Unit 8200 veterans), and backing of Mensch Capital (Israel-based fund). Founders

Fund portfolio includes OpenAl (parent of Statsig post-acquisition) and Stripe
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(OpenAl payment processor), creating investment connections between Palantir co-

founder and Al data recipients.

D. Quantitative Assessment: Israeli Structural Capture Of Us Ai Industry

41. The preceding sections document individual connections between Al companies,
third-party data recipients, and Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem. This section
consolidates the evidence into a quantitative assessment demonstrating that Israeli
interests have achieved comprehensive structural capture of the US Al industry across

every critical layer.

1. Cloud Infrastructure Capture (~66% of Market)

42. The Al industry operates on cloud infrastructure, and two of the three major
providers are contractually bound to Israel through Project Nimbus. Amazon AWS
holds approximately 32% of the global cloud market and is fully captured—prohibited
from restricting Israeli military use under 23-year lock-in provisions. Google Cloud
holds approximately 11% of the market and is fully captured—over 70% of its Israeli
government revenue comes from the Ministry of Defense, and the contract includes a
secret "winking mechanism" for covert data request notification. Microsoft Azure
holds approximately 23% of the market and is partially captured—though Microsoft
announced partial cessation in September 2025, contractual penalties and Israeli data
migration to Amazon demonstrate the difficulty of ethical withdrawal. Combined,
approximately 66% of global cloud infrastructure operates under contractual terms that

prevent restriction of Israeli military use.
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43. Leaked Israeli Finance Ministry documents reveal the extraordinary nature of these
provisions. The "No Restrictions Clause" prohibits Google and Amazon from limiting
Israeli use even when such use violates their own terms of service. The "Winking
Mechanism" embeds secret coded alerts in payment transactions when companies
comply with foreign data requests, designed specifically to bypass legal gag orders that
would otherwise prevent notification. The 23-year lock-in provides limited exit ability
regardless of how the technology is used. Heavy financial penalties apply to any
company attempting sanctions similar to Microsoft's September 2025 partial cessation.
An IDF commander stated that Google and Amazon Al gave Israel "very significant
operational effectiveness" in Gaza—confirming the military application of captured

cloud infrastructure.

2. Major AI Company Capture (100% of Top 5)

44. Every major Al company has documented Israeli investment connections, data
flows to Israeli-connected entities, or both. OpenAl, valued at \$500 billion, has early
investment from Peter Thiel (Palantir co-founder) and transmits data to Intercom
(David Sacks investor) and Statsig (Sequoia Israel). Anthropic, valued at \$183 billion,
received \$55 million from Clal Insurance (Israeli) and \$2 billion from Google (bound
by Project Nimbus), while transmitting data to Sift Science (Insight Partners) and
Sentry (Accel). Google DeepMind operates within Alphabet, which is captured
through Project Nimbus and acquired Wiz (\$32 billion, all four co-founders are Unit
8200 alumni). Meta Al employs dozens of Unit 8200 alumni in internal security and

engineering positions. XAl, valued at over \$50 billion, is led by Elon Musk, whom
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Prime Minister Netanyahu publicly identified as a "friend," and whose platform X was

declared an Israeli "weapon" in Exhibit N-10.

3. Personnel Penetration (1.400+ Intellicence Veterans)

45. According to database analysis by Drop Site News (June 2025), over 1,400 veterans
of Israeli intelligence now work in US tech companies, with 900 from Unit 8200
alone—the Israeli Military Intelligence Directorate's signals intelligence unit
equivalent to the NSA. Microsoft employs approximately 250 such alumni in senior
and mid-level engineering and security roles. Nvidia, Meta, Google, Intel, and Apple
each employ dozens of Unit 8200 and Israeli intelligence alumni in engineering and
security positions.

46. These positions provide access to customer data, security infrastructure, Al model
development, and encryption systems. Personnel with Israeli military intelligence
training occupy security-critical positions at companies processing American citizen
data, creating potential intelligence collection pathways independent of formal
agreements. The distinction between protecting American user data and enabling
Israeli intelligence access collapses when the same individuals who served in Israeli

signals intelligence now control the security infrastructure protecting that data.

4. Structural Ownership Through 2025 Acquisitions (\$64B+)

47. Israeli tech exits in 2025 totaled \$74-80 billion, representing a 340% increase from
2024's \$13.4 billion. Three acquisitions placed Israeli-founded, Unit 8200-connected
companies at the core of US cybersecurity infrastructure. Google/Alphabet acquired
Wiz for \$32 billion—the largest Israeli tech exit in history, tripling Google's previous

acquisition record—with all four co-founders being Unit 8200 alumni. Palo Alto
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Networks acquired CyberArk for \$25 billion, the second-largest Israeli exit ever, with
founder Udi Mokady being a Unit 8200 alumnus. ServiceNow's pending \$7 billion
acquisition of Armis, founded by Unit 8200 veterans, would place another Israeli-
intelligence-connected company at the core of enterprise security infrastructure.

48. The Wiz founding team—Rappaport, Costica, Reznik, and Luttwak—previously
sold Adallom to Microsoft for \$320 million in 2015 and subsequently led Microsoft
Azure's Cloud Security Group. They now control Google Cloud's security
infrastructure. This single team has embedded Israeli intelligence alumni at the core of
both Microsoft and Google cloud security operations while accumulating over \$32
billion in exit value. Combined, over \$64 billion in Israeli-founded, Unit 8200-

connected cybersecurity companies are now structurally embedded in US tech giants.

5. Comprehensive Capture Assessment

49. The Israeli influence on US tech/Al industry operates through six interlocking
mechanisms creating comprehensive structural capture. Cloud infrastructure capture
affects approximately 66% of the global market through Project Nimbus contracts
binding Google and Amazon. Al company capture affects 100% of the top five
companies through investment relationships and data flows to Israeli-connected
entities. Personnel penetration places over 1,400 Israeli intelligence veterans in senior
engineering and security roles at major tech companies. Cybersecurity infrastructure
capture embeds over \$64 billion in Unit 8200-founded companies at the core of
American enterprise security. Regulatory capture operates through Al Czar David

Sacks, who is simultaneously invested in Israeli defense technology. Government
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capture operates through institutionalized bilateral treaties including the US-Israel
MOU, Pax Silica initiative, and \$200 million Al/quantum center.

50. The structural reality is inescapable. You cannot run Al at scale without Google
Cloud or AWS—both contractually captured by Project Nimbus with provisions
prohibiting restriction of Israeli military use. You cannot build Al companies without
VC funding—and major VCs have over \$10 billion in Israeli portfolios funding the Al
data recipients documented in this Memorandum. You cannot secure Al systems
without hiring from the available talent pool—which includes over 900 Unit 8200
alumni in senior security positions at the companies you would hire from or partner
with. You cannot regulate Al without going through David Sacks—who is invested in
Israeli defense technology companies founded by Unit 8200 veterans. The Al
companies themselves have either direct Israeli institutional investment (Anthropic's
\$55 million from Clal Insurance) or investor connections through figures like Peter
Thiel. Every pathway through the Al ecosystem passes through Israeli-captured
infrastructure.

51. No other nation has achieved equivalent multi-vector capture of a strategic US
industry. The "Israel Exception" documented in Section VII is not merely about
enforcement immunity—it reflects structural control over the technology infrastructure
itself. Israeli interests do not need to evade US Al regulation because they are
embedded within the Al industry at every layer from cloud infrastructure to regulatory

authority.
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V. Data Flow Pathways To Israeli Defense/intellicence Ecosystem

A. David Sacks: Critical Nexus Figure

52. David Sacks serves as Trump Administration Al & Crypto Czar while maintaining
investments creating direct conflicts with his regulatory authority. Sacks was early
angel investor in Palantir Technologies. Sacks was early investor in Intercom, which
receives undisclosed OpenAl user data per EXHIBIT-OPENAI-03. In 2025, Sacks'
Craft Ventures led \$33 million investment in Daylight Security, Israeli cybersecurity
startup founded by Unit 8200 veterans Hagai Shapira and Eldad Rodich.

53. Sacks holds "special government employee" status allowing up to 130 days per
year of government work while exempting him from confirmation hearings and
specific financial disclosure requirements. This creates regulatory authority over Al
policy affecting data collection practices at companies in which he is invested, while he
simultaneously invests in Israeli defense technology companies founded by Israeli
military intelligence veterans.

54. The data flow pathway through Sacks is direct and documented: user data flows
from OpenAl/ChatGPT to Intercom (undisclosed recipient per EXHIBIT-OPENAI-
03), where Sacks maintains early investor status. Sacks, through Craft Ventures, then
invests in Daylight Security, founded by Unit 8200 veterans Hagai Shapira and Eldad
Rodich, creating a documented pathway from American Al user data through

regulatory authority to Israeli defense ecosystem.
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B. Documented Data Flow Pathways

55. Four distinct pathways connect American user data to Israeli defense/intelligence
ecosystem, each documented through forensic evidence and public corporate records.
56. The first pathway flows from Anthropic through Sift Science to Insight Partners'
Israeli portfolio. Anthropic Claude collects user data which flows to Sift Science,
receiving device fingerprints, 38 or more IP addresses, and behavioral analytics
without user disclosure. Insight Partners, which values Sift Science at \$1 billion,
maintains over \$6 billion in Israeli investments including portfolio companies Wiz,
Armis, and SentinelOne—Unit 8200-connected cybersecurity firms now embedded in
American enterprise infrastructure.

57. The second pathway flows from OpenAl through Intercom to David Sacks'
investment network and ultimately to Palantir and Israeli defense. OpenAl ChatGPT
collects user data which flows to Intercom for user support interactions, undisclosed to
users. David Sacks was an early Intercom investor and Palantir angel investor. Sacks'
firm Craft Ventures invests in Unit 8200 startups including Daylight Security. Palantir
maintains strategic partnership with Israeli Ministry of Defense for Al Platform
deployment supporting "war-related missions."

58. The third pathway flows from all three platforms through Sentry to Accel's Israeli
cybersecurity portfolio. Anthropic, Apple, and OpenAl all transmit data to Sentry,
which receives crash reports, device IDs, and session data. Accel led Sentry's Series C
and maintains a \$350 million or larger Europe and Israel fund with investments in
Fiverr, Snyk, Cyera, and Vorlon—Israeli companies focused on cybersecurity and data

analytics.
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59. The fourth pathway flows through Statsig to OpenAl and Sequoia Israel. All three
platforms—Anthropic, Apple, and OpenAl—transmit feature flag and analytics data to
Statsig. OpenAl acquired Statsig for \$1.1 billion in September 2025, meaning
Anthropic user data now flows directly to its primary competitor. Sequoia Capital led
Statsig's Series A and maintains a dedicated Israel fund, while Peter Thiel was an early
OpenAl investor—creating multiple Israeli investment connections at each stage of the

pathway.

C. Unit 8200 Pipeline

60. IDF Unit 8200 is Israel's signals intelligence unit, equivalent to the United States
NSA, responsible for cyber intelligence collection, electronic surveillance, offensive
cyber operations, and development of surveillance technology. Unit 8200 alumni have
founded numerous Israeli technology companies creating pipeline between Israeli
military intelligence and global technology sector.

61. Venture capital investment patterns create systematic channel from American user
data to Unit 8200 alumni companies. Insight Partners invests in Sift Science
(Anthropic data recipient) and maintains 100+ Israeli portfolio companies. Craft
Ventures (David Sacks) invests in Daylight Security (Unit 8200 founders). This
investment structure means governance rights in data recipients are held by investors

simultaneously funding Israeli military intelligence alumni companies.
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D. The Consumer Data Gap: From Sdk Collection To Defense Analytics

62. The preceding sections document data pathways through investor relationships.
This section addresses a critical structural question: how does consumer behavioral
data collected by Al platforms reach defense analytics systems like Palantir? The
answer involves understanding the distinction between Palantir's software capabilities

and the data sources required to populate those capabilities.

1. Palantir Foundry: Software Designed for Third-Party Data Ingestion

63. Palantir Technologies provides data integration and analytics platforms—Gotham
(intelligence/defense) and Foundry (commercial/civil)—but does not collect consumer
data directly. Palantir's own documentation states Foundry is "designed to serve as the
data integration backbone for the most complex environments in the world" through
"an extensible data connection framework that establishes connections with all types of
source systems."

64. Palantir Foundry's documented capabilities are directly relevant to the SDK data
collection documented in this Memorandum. Public API ingestion enables connection
to "public APIs, 3rd party SaaS"—and SDK companies like Sift Science and Segment
are precisely such third-party SaaS providers. Push-based streaming supports "event-
based workflows" via REST and WebSockets—the exact mechanism through which
real-time behavioral data flows from SDK collection. Over 200 pre-built source
connectors include integrations with analytics and fraud prevention platforms—the
category encompassing the undisclosed data recipients documented herein. Custom
JDBC source connectivity enables integration with enterprise data warehouses like

Snowflake and Salesforce where aggregated consumer data may reside.
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65. Palantir Foundry is architecturally designed to ingest data from exactly the type of
third-party SDK companies documented in this Memorandum—fraud prevention
services, analytics platforms, and event-based data streams. The question is not
whether Palantir can ingest SDK-collected data, but whether any pathway prevents it

from doing so. No such pathway exists.

2. Traditional Data Sources: Structured Historical Records

66. Palantir's documented government contracts integrate with traditional data brokers
providing structured historical records. Thomson Reuters CLEAR provides court
records, driving records, social media data, and license plate information through
contracts exceeding \$30 million, with services contractually required to be compatible
with the analytics program that Palantir developed for ICE. LexisNexis Accurint
provides credit history, bankruptcy records, and cellular subscriber data through a
\$16.8 million contract with direct ingestion into ICE case management systems.
Vigilant Solutions provides automated license plate reader database access through the
CLEAR gateway for location surveillance data.

67. The contractual requirement that Thomson Reuters CLEAR services be
"compatible with the analytics program that Palantir developed for ICE" establishes a
direct interface between commercial data broker and defense analytics platform—not
merely data sharing, but architectural integration. LexisNexis provides ICE
investigators "access to billions of different records containing personal data
aggregated from a wide array of public and private sources." These traditional sources

provide the foundation of structured historical records.
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3. The Consumer Data Gap

68. Traditional data sources provide historical, structured records—court filings, credit
reports, DMV data. But these sources cannot provide the data types that distinguish
modern behavioral analytics from traditional record aggregation. Traditional brokers
cannot provide real-time behavioral analytics—Sift Science and Segment can.
Traditional brokers cannot provide Al conversation content—Anthropic and OpenAl
telemetry captures this directly. Traditional brokers provide only limited device
fingerprinting with delays—SDK collection captures 38 or more network addresses per
user continuously. Traditional brokers cannot provide development activity—file
history and shell snapshots capture this in real time. Traditional brokers cannot
provide network topology—IP tracking and session correlation map user infrastructure
dynamically.

69. This gap explains why Palantir's software capabilities require the SDK data
collection documented in this Memorandum. Traditional data brokers provide the
foundation of historical records; SDK collection provides the real-time behavioral
intelligence that transforms static profiles into dynamic surveillance capable of

predicting behavior rather than merely recording it.

4. SDK Laver as Consumer Data Pipeline

70. The third-party SDK companies receiving undisclosed Al platform data collect
precisely the real-time behavioral data that traditional sources cannot provide. Sift
Science collects 38 or more IP addresses, device fingerprints, and behavioral
analytics—enabling device-to-identity linking and fraud pattern analysis. Statsig

collects feature flags, A/B experiment data, and user segmentation—enabling
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behavioral profiling and preference mapping. Segment collects analytics events and
user behavior tracking—enabling activity timeline construction and interest
categorization. Sentry collects crash reports, device IDs, and session data—enabling
technical fingerprinting and usage pattern analysis. Facebook SDK collects tracking
cookies and behavioral profiling data—enabling cross-platform identity correlation that
links user behavior across devices and services.

71. These SDKs provide exactly the data types Palantir Foundry is designed to ingest:
real-time event streams, behavioral analytics, and device fingerprinting that transforms
static identity records into dynamic surveillance profiles capable of tracking users

across platforms and predicting their behavior.

5. Project Nimbus: Infrastructure Convergence Point

72. Project Nimbus provides the infrastructure convergence point where SDK-collected
consumer data meets defense analytics capabilities. Google Cloud and Amazon
AWS—both contractually captured by Project Nimbus—host Al platform backend
infrastructure including Anthropic and OpenAl cloud deployments, SDK company data
processing including Sift Science and Segment analytics pipelines, Israeli defense data
storage with capacity requirements including "billions of audio files" per IDF
specifications, and Palantir deployment infrastructure through Palantir's partnerships
with both AWS and Google Cloud. Every layer of the consumer data pathway runs on
infrastructure contractually bound to Israeli defense access.

73. The Project Nimbus contract terms ensure Israeli defense has unrestricted access to
data flowing through Google/Amazon infrastructure. The No Restrictions Clause

means Israel cannot be prevented from accessing data even if such access violates
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company terms of service—Google and Amazon have contractually surrendered their
ability to protect user data from Israeli defense access. The 23-year lock-in ensures
long-term structural capture preventing meaningful exit. The "Winking Mechanism"
establishes a secret notification system alerting Israel when companies comply with
foreign data requests, designed to bypass legal gag orders that would otherwise prevent

such notification.

6. Complete Consumer Data Architecture

74. The complete architecture connecting American consumer Al interactions to
foreign defense analytics operates through six layers. At the first layer, consumer data
generation, users interact with Al platforms including Anthropic, OpenAl, and Apple,
generating the raw data that feeds subsequent layers. At the second layer, SDK
collection, Al platforms transmit data to third-party SDKSs including Sift Science,
Statsig, Segment, Sentry, and Facebook SDK, which collect device fingerprints, IP
addresses, behavioral analytics, session data, and conversation metadata in real time.
At the third layer, VC governance, Israeli-connected venture capital firms including
Insight Partners, Accel, and Sequoia Israel exercise governance rights over SDK
companies, enabling data access and sharing decisions through investment authority.
At the fourth layer, cloud infrastructure, all data flows through Google Cloud and
Amazon AWS, where Project Nimbus contractual terms provide Israeli defense
unrestricted access that cannot be restricted even when violating company terms of
service. At the fifth layer, defense analytics, Project Nimbus infrastructure feeds
Palantir Foundry and Gotham platforms, where consumer behavioral data integrates

with traditional sources including Thomson Reuters CLEAR and LexisNexis to create
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comprehensive surveillance profiles. At the sixth layer, intelligence operations,
Palantir serves Israeli Ministry of Defense through strategic partnership since January
2024, Unit 8200 through personnel overlap via Israeli tech companies, and US
Government agencies including ICE, DHS, and FBI through documented contracts.
75. This architecture explains how consumer data flows from Al platforms to defense
analytics without requiring direct Palantir-SDK integration. The pathway operates
through SDK collection of real-time behavioral data, VC governance enabling data
access decisions, Project Nimbus infrastructure providing unrestricted Israeli access,
and Palantir's documented capability to ingest third-party SaaS data streams. No single
partnership need be disclosed because no single partnership constitutes the complete
pathway.

76. The consumer data gap is thus filled not through a single disclosed partnership, but
through structural capture at every layer: SDK companies collect consumer behavioral
data; VCs with Israeli portfolios govern those SDKs; cloud infrastructure contracts
guarantee Israeli access; Palantir's software ingests the resulting data streams. No
single disclosure reveals the complete pathway because no single entity controls it—
the capture is distributed across investment relationships, infrastructure contracts, and
software capabilities, creating plausible deniability at every stage while ensuring

comprehensive data access at the endpoint.

7. The Logical Necessity of 2nd Party Data Sourcing

77. The preceding analysis establishes Zow data flows from consumers to defense

analytics. This section establishes why such data flows are logically necessary—that
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Palantir's demonstrated capabilities require data sources that can only come from a
small number of "2nd party" platforms with direct mass consumer relationships.

78. The global data ecosystem operates through three distinct tiers. First-party data
consists of information held by individual users on personal devices and local
storage—complete for that individual but isolated and inaccessible at scale. Third-
party data consists of aggregated records compiled by data brokers such as LexisNexis,
Thomson Reuters, Acxiom, and Experian, who collect historical records, public filings,
and credit data from various sources. Between these extremes lies second-party data:
information held by companies maintaining direct relationships with mass consumer
populations, including Google, Facebook/Meta, Apple, Amazon, OpenAl, and
Anthropic. These second-party platforms collect real-time behavioral data,
conversation content, and device fingerprints from billions of users through ongoing
service relationships.

79. The critical distinction between second-party and third-party data lies not in
volume but in #ype. Third-party data brokers aggregate records—court filings, credit
reports, property transfers. These are historical artifacts documenting past events.
Second-party platforms, by contrast, collect real-time behavioral streams: what a user
searches for at this moment, who they message, what they ask an Al system, how their
document revisions reveal iterative thought processes. Third-party brokers have no
access to Al conversation content, cannot capture live device fingerprints, cannot
observe development activity or source code, and cannot document the intimate
disclosures users make to conversational Al systems that they would never commit to

searchable records.
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80. The scarcity of second-party data sources is extreme. Only approximately five
companies globally maintain direct consumer relationships generating behavioral data

at the scale and depth required for advanced defense analytics:

Platform Users Data Types Intelligence
Captured Capability
Google 4.3B Search intent, Real-time
location, email, interest/intent
browsing mapping
Facebook/Meta 3B Social graphs, Relationship
messaging, mapping,
behavioral sentiment
patterns analysis
Apple 1.5B Device Hardware-level
telemetry, app surveillance
usage,
biometrics
Amazon 300M+ Purchase Commercial
behavior, Alexa intent, voice
conversations, capture
AWS data
OpenAl/Anthrop 200M+ Al Thought process
ic conversations, surveillance
reasoning
patterns,
intimate
disclosures

No other entities maintain consumer relationships at comparable scale with access to
real-time behavioral data streams.

81. No other entities can provide this data. Traditional data brokers cannot tell you
what someone asked an Al at 2 AM about their marriage. They cannot reveal the
iterative thought process documented through twenty-seven revisions of a legal
memorandum. They cannot provide real-time device fingerprints linking behavior

across platforms. They cannot capture the intimate disclosures people make to
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conversational Al—disclosures made precisely because users believe (incorrectly) that
such conversations are private and ephemeral. The data types that distinguish modern
behavioral analytics from traditional record aggregation exist only within second-party
platforms.

82. Palantir's demonstrated capabilities require precisely this second-party data. Each

marketed capability maps to a data type that exists only within second-party platforms:

Palantir Marketed Required Data Type Available Only From
Capability

"Real-time Live behavioral streams Second-party platforms
operational

intelligence"

"Pattern of life Continuous activity Platforms with ongoing
analysis" tracking user relationships

"Predictive threat
assessment"

Intent signals, thought
patterns

Al conversations, search
behavior

"Social network
mapping"

Relationship graphs

Facebook/Meta,
messaging platforms

"Device correlation”

Cross-platform
fingerprinting

Apple, Google, SDK
layer

Third-party data brokers cannot provide any of these data types. The mapping is
complete: every Palantir capability requires second-party data; no alternative source
exists.

83. The logical necessity is therefore inescapable. Palantir provides real-time
behavioral analytics to government clients—this is documented, marketed, and
contractually delivered. Real-time behavioral analytics requires real-time behavioral
data—analytics cannot exist without underlying data. Only second-party platforms
collect real-time behavioral data at scale—this is structural, not contingent. Traditional

data brokers provide only historical records, not real-time behavioral streams—their
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business model is aggregation, not collection. The conclusion follows necessarily:
Palantir must be obtaining data from second-party platforms, because there is no
alternative source for the data types they demonstrably use. This is not speculation or
inference—it is deductive necessity from established premises.

84. The undisclosed nature of these data flows is itself evidence of their existence. If
Palantir's data sourcing were limited to traditional brokers like LexisNexis and
Thomson Reuters, disclosure would be straightforward and unremarkable—such
relationships are standard in the data industry and carry no reputational risk. The
conspicuous absence of disclosure regarding second-party data sourcing, combined
with the logical necessity established above, proves that data flows exist which cannot
withstand public scrutiny. Companies disclose unremarkable relationships; they
conceal problematic ones.

85. The SDK layer documented in this Memorandum provides the mechanism through
which logically necessary data flows actually operate. The forensic evidence shows Al
platforms transmitting user data to Sift Science, Statsig, Segment, Sentry, and
Facebook SDK. These SDK companies provide exactly the interface through which
second-party behavioral data reaches defense analytics platforms without direct,
disclosable partnerships between consumer-facing companies and defense contractors.
The SDK layer exists precisely to obscure the data pathway that logical necessity
proves must exist—creating plausible deniability through intermediary relationships
while enabling the data flows that Palantir's capabilities require.

86. This analysis transforms the relevant question. The question is no longer whether

Palantir receives second-party consumer data—logical necessity establishes that it
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must. The question becomes through which mechanism Palantir receives second-party
consumer data. The SDK layer documented in Sections IV through V.D.6 answers that

question with forensic specificity.

8. Forensic Evidence Proves Mechanism: Discovery Reveals Contents

87. The Exhibit Series E, F, and G document not merely the existence of data
collection infrastructure, but that the mechanisms are active and operational. Exhibit
Series E (Anthropic Code Forensics) establishes a five-stage exfiltration architecture—
CAPTURE, ENCODE, CATEGORIZE, TRANSMIT, DECEIVE—and documents its
active operation through 38.73 megabytes of captured data across 1,453 files, with 47
telemetry events transmitted within 17 seconds of observation despite the user's explicit
opt-out configuration. Exhibit Series F (Apple Code Forensics) documents Floodgate
proxy interception, hidden deception instructions, and SmootML analytics
infrastructure, with active operation proven through 189 analytics connections in a
single session and four concealment injections per conversation. Exhibit Series G
(OpenAl Code Forensics) documents Facebook SDK integration, Amazon telemetry
transmission, and persistent device tracking, with active operation proven through 258
third-party requests and 102 Amazon telemetry transmissions in documented captures.
88. The infrastructure exists and is running. This is not theoretical architecture that
might someday be activated—forensic captures document active data transmission
through the mechanisms described at the time of capture. The pipes are built, the
valves are open, and data is flowing through them.

89. What exactly flows through these pipes requires discovery. Plaintiff cannot inspect

Anthropic's server-side databases, cannot audit Sift Science's data warehouses, cannot
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examine what Palantir ultimately receives through downstream relationships. The
precise contents of data transmissions—the specific fields captured, the retention
periods applied, the downstream recipients who receive forwarded data—are known
only to Defendants and their data partners. Discovery is required to catalog the
inventory.

90. But the question of what flows through these pipes is trivial given the logical
necessity established above and the proven active infrastructure. When forensic
evidence proves that collection mechanisms exist, that those mechanisms are actively
transmitting data at documented rates, that the receiving infrastructure is specifically
designed to ingest exactly this data type, and that no alternative data source exists for
the capabilities the receiving entity demonstrably provides—the remaining question
answers itself. What flows through proven active mechanisms transmitting to
infrastructure designed for behavioral analytics, where the operator demonstrably
provides behavioral analytics to government clients? Behavioral data. Discovery will
document the specifics, but the specifics are a formality confirming what structural
analysis already establishes.

91. This evidentiary structure parallels familiar patterns. Consider proving that a
pipeline carries oil: the mechanism is established when construction documents show a
pipe connecting a refinery to a distribution terminal; active operation is proven when
flow meters document liquid moving through the pipe; logical necessity is established
when the terminal demonstrably sells oil products that require oil input; and
discovery—Ilaboratory analysis of pipe contents—merely confirms what the preceding

evidence already established. No reasonable observer would demand laboratory
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analysis before concluding that an active pipeline connecting an oil refinery to an oil
distribution terminal carries oil. The evidentiary burden is satisfied by mechanism,
operation, and logical necessity; laboratory analysis is confirmatory, not constitutive.
92. Similarly, no reasonable analysis can deny that proven, active data collection
mechanisms—transmitting documented volumes to infrastructure specifically designed
for behavioral analytics ingestion—carry behavioral data when the receiving entity
demonstrably provides behavioral analytics services requiring exactly that data type.
The logical necessity establishes the conclusion; the forensic evidence proves the
mechanism; discovery merely catalogs the inventory of what logic and evidence have

already proven must exist.

VI. CAPTURED ENFORCEMENT ARCHITECTURE

A. Executive Investigation Capture: Attorney General Bondi

93. As documented in Appendix K 41-26, Attorney General Bondi's July 7, 2025 DOJ
memo claiming "exhaustive review" of the Epstein investigation strategically omits all
intelligence connection analysis despite comprehensive evidence requiring
investigation. The omissions are systematic and comprehensive. Former Israeli Prime
Minister Ehud Barak held 36 documented meetings with Epstein between 2013 and
2017, including 11 consecutive monthly meetings—not investigated. Barak received
\$2.3 million from Epstein-connected charity between 2004 and 2006—not
investigated. Carbyne, an Israeli emergency services company staffed by Unit 8200

officers, deliberately concealed Epstein's role as primary funder—not investigated.
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Carbyne obtained \$1.5 million in DHS contracts despite Epstein's criminal history—
not investigated. Epstein invested \$40 million in Valar Ventures through
introductions made by Barak, connecting him to Peter Thiel's investment network—mnot
investigated. Treasury records document 4,725 wire transfers totaling \$1.1 billion
through a single Epstein account—not investigated. Robert Maxwell, Ghislaine
Maxwell's father, was documented as a Mossad asset—not investigated. Every
connection between Epstein and Israeli intelligence infrastructure was systematically
excluded from the DOJ's purportedly "exhaustive review." See Exhibit N-7
(comprehensive Epstein-Isracl documentation).

94. The DOJ memo's "exhaustive review" explicitly excluded Israeli intelligence
connections. The memo addressed whether Epstein had intelligence ties but did not
investigate Israeli connections specifically. Former Israeli Prime Minister Naftali
Bennett stated with "100% certainty" that claims of Mossad connection were
"categorically and totally false"—yet the DOJ memo relied on such denials without
independent investigation, accepting Israeli government assurances as definitive while
Treasury records document \$1.1 billion in wire transfers through a single Epstein
account.

95. When Commerce Secretary Howard Lutnick provided public testimony describing
Epstein as "the greatest blackmailer ever" who videotaped prominent Americans and
"blackmailed people," Attorney General Bondi confirmed she saw the interview but
refused to investigate, responding with legally absurd passive construction: "if he

wants to talk to the FBI or the FBI wants to talk to him." The Attorney General directs
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investigation of federal crimes under 28 U.S.C. § 547—she does not wait for voluntary
witness cooperation.

96. This refusal proves the July 7 memo's "exhaustive review" claim was fraudulent. If
DOJ had actually investigated comprehensively, Cabinet Secretary testimony about
blackmail operations would trigger immediate follow-up, not passive deflection
awaiting voluntary cooperation.

97. The pattern of refusal to investigate Israeli intelligence connections while
aggressively targeting citizens exercising constitutional rights is documented in
Attorney General Bondi's December 4, 2025 memorandum directing FBI compilation
of lists targeting Americans based on protected First Amendment viewpoints including
"opposition to law and immigration enforcement," "adherence to radical gender

ideology," and "anti-Americanism." See Appendix K 9927-30; Exhibit N-13.

B. Fbi Investigation Capture: Director Patel

98. As documented in Appendix K 9931-68, FBI Director Patel's June 6, 2025 Joe
Rogan interview proves deliberate investigative fraud through prejudiced dismissal of
evidence he admits never examining. When Rogan raised Dr. Michael Baden's autopsy
findings, Patel first claimed ignorance: "I haven't seen it. I'll definitely take a look at
it." Then, after hearing Baden's conclusions read aloud, Patel immediately dismissed
them without analysis: "This is what we call a war of experts."

99. This sequence proves bad faith investigation. Patel admits ignorance of the most
prominent contrary expert opinion—Dr. Baden, former New York City Chief Medical

Examiner with 50 years experience—yet produces instant dismissal of findings he
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confesses never examining. The "war of experts" framing admits Baden represents
legitimate contrary opinion requiring adversarial expert response, but no such response
has been produced despite four months since Baden's exposure on the Rogan interview.
100. Patel's "physical impossibility" argument omits guard bribery despite billionaire-
level resources. Patel claims correctional facility expertise yet admits ignorance that
guards were asleep—the widely reported fact that sparked conspiracy theories and the
exact vulnerability enabling access. An "exhaustive review" cannot exclude bribery
analysis when dealing with resources commanding billions in personal wealth and
foreign intelligence connections.

101. The logical proof established in Appendix K 99-105 demonstrates conspiracy
rather than incompetence by elimination. Four months of institutional resources,
thousands of subordinate experts, and prosecutorial experience eliminate incompetence
hypothesis. The only remaining explanation is intentional avoidance because: Baden's
analysis is correct (cannot produce rebuttal), guard investigation would expose bribery,

and intelligence investigation would expose foreign influence requiring protection.

C. Legislative Oversight Capture: Speaker Johnson

102. As documented in Appendix A 993-7, 342-370, Speaker Johnson prevented all
constitutional legislative mechanisms during the 41-day government shutdown: zero
votes, zero committees, zero conferences, zero presence. Johnson claimed House had
"no reason to be in session" despite multiple mandatory constitutional duties requiring

legislative action during appropriations crisis.
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103. Johnson's 48-hour coordination system proves unconstitutional replacement of
Article I legislative process with extralegal coercion. Constitutional process: propose
legislation — vote — negotiate through amendments — debate — compromise
through democratic voting. Johnson's process: prevent all voting — coordinate
harmful conditions with executive branch — apply death imagery and constituent
pressure campaigns — wait for minority capitulation — reconvene only for ratification
of forced submission. See Appendix A 99343, 370.

104. Appendix A 9458 documents financial conflicts preventing constitutional
oversight. AIPAC and affiliated groups spent \$100 million on 2024 elections with
65% of Congress receiving funding. Demonstrated enforcement capability: \$20
million each defeating Representatives Bush and Bowman after they questioned Israeli
policy. When investigating Epstein's Israeli intelligence connections, Carbyne/Unit
8200 investments, and \$2.3 million payments to Israeli Prime Minister would trigger
scrutiny of Israeli intelligence operations, senators face rational calculation: investigate
and face \$20 million primary opponent, or maintain silence and preserve career.

105. This financial dependency explains congressional acceptance of "exhaustive
investigation" excluding intelligence analysis—proving congressional oversight has
been comprehensively captured by foreign influence preventing constitutional

accountability across all matters affecting Israeli governmental interests.

D. Executive Formalization: Genesis Mission

106. As documented in Memo F q91-104, President Trump's November 24, 2025

Genesis Mission Executive Order formalizes the surveillance infrastructure Congress
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rejected 99-1, implementing through executive action what democratic process denied.
The Order establishes federal control over Al development, federal dataset access
frameworks, and federal intellectual property policy—all without Congressional
authorization and contrary to Congressional will expressed through near-unanimous
vote preserving state regulatory authority.

107. The Genesis Mission's complete omission of "safety" language—=zero occurrences

nn nn nn nn

of "safety," "safe," "risk," "harm," "protection," "ethical," "moral," or
"consciousness"—constitutes consciousness of guilt. Every reference focuses on
technology dominance, global strategic leadership, and competitive advantage. When
an executive order establishing comprehensive federal control over Al development
contains no safety language despite safety dominating public discussion, the omission
proves commercial and concealment purpose rather than public benefit.

108. Section 5(c)(ii) directing Secretary of Energy to establish "clear policies for
ownership, licensing, trade-secret protections, and commercialization of intellectual
property developed under the Mission" violates Article I, Section 8, Clause 8 by
usurping Congressional authority over intellectual property law. The Constitution

vests this power exclusively in Congress to "promote the Progress of Science and

useful Arts."

VIiI. STRUCTURAL IMPOSSIBILITY OF PROSECUTION
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A. The Closed Loop

109. The forensic evidence establishes systematic, undisclosed data sharing with
foreign-intelligence-adjacent entities. The enforcement evidence establishes every
mechanism that could investigate or prosecute this conduct is captured by actors
benefiting from non-prosecution. Together, these create structural impossibility
through comprehensive capture of every required function. The function of defining
betrayal is constitutionally assigned to the DOJ through Attorney General Bondi, who
is captured through the July 7 memo that excludes all intelligence connection analysis
from "exhaustive review." The function of investigating betrayal is constitutionally
assigned to the FBI through Director Patel, who is captured through prejudiced
dismissal of evidence he admits never examining. The function of overseeing
investigation is constitutionally assigned to Congress through Speaker Johnson, who is
captured through AIPAC funding creating \$20 million primary challenge threat for
any member demanding investigation. The function of authorizing prosecution is
constitutionally assigned to the DOJ through Attorney General Bondi, who is captured
through refusal to investigate even Cabinet-level testimony about blackmail operations.
The function of enforcing judgment is constitutionally assigned to the Executive
through President Trump, who is captured through the Genesis Mission Executive
Order that formalizes the surveillance infrastructure rather than prosecuting it. The
function of reviewing constitutionality is assigned to the Courts, which facilitate
capture through an ultra vires pattern enabling executive action without constitutional

constraint.
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110. The structural impossibility operates as follows: To prosecute undisclosed foreign
intelligence data sharing requires definition of the conduct as criminal, investigation
gathering evidence, congressional oversight ensuring investigation proceeds,
prosecutorial authorization, executive enforcement, and judicial review. When every
function is captured by actors benefiting from non-prosecution, the loop closes and
prosecution becomes impossible regardless of evidence quality, regardless of public

acknowledgment, and regardless of constitutional violation.

B. Constitutional Definition Limitation

111. Article III, Section 3 defines treason narrowly: "levying War against [the United
States], or in adhering to their Enemies, giving them Aid and Comfort." In Cramer v.
United States, 325 U.S. 1, 29 (1945), the Supreme Court held that "the crime of treason
consists of two elements: adherence to the enemy; and rendering him aid and comfort."
The Court emphasized that "enemy" is "according to its settled meaning at the time the
Constitution was adopted," requiring a state of open hostility or declared war. See also
Kawakita v. United States, 343 U.S. 717 (1952) (confirming enemy status requires
actual warfare).

112. Israel is formally a treaty-equivalent ally of the United States. Therefore, data
sharing with Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem—regardless of whether it
constitutes betrayal of American citizen interests—cannot satisfy constitutional treason
definition. This creates categorical immunity: conduct that would constitute treason if
directed toward a hostile power becomes legally unreachable when directed toward an

allied power.
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C. Financial Capture Preventing Alternative Mechanisms

113. FARA enforcement under 22 U.S.C. §§ 611-621 could address undisclosed
foreign agent relationships. Counterintelligence assessment under 50 U.S.C. § 3001 et
seq. could address intelligence connections. Export control investigation under 22
U.S.C. § 2778 could address Carbyne/Unit 8200 technology transfers. Money
laundering investigation under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956-1957 could address suspicious
financial flows.

114. Each mechanism requires DOJ authorization (Bondi refuses), FBI investigation
(Patel provides prejudiced dismissal), or congressional oversight (Johnson prevents).
The financial capture through AIPAC and affiliated groups ensures no member of
Congress will demand investigation of Israeli intelligence connections when doing so

triggers \$20 million primary challenges with demonstrated enforcement capability.

D. Foreign Entity Classification And Applicable Law Framework

115. International relations recognizes a spectrum of foreign entity classifications, each
carrying different legal implications for prosecution of Americans who betray national
interests on behalf of that foreign entity. At one extreme are "enemies"—nations in
declared or open war with the United States, of which none are currently declared—
where treason prosecution is constitutionally applicable. Next are "adversaries"—
nations actively working against U.S. interests without declared war, such as Russia
and Iran—where treason is constitutionally inapplicable but espionage and FARA

enforcement remain available. Then come "competitors"—nations with strategic
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rivalry in trade, technology, and influence, such as China—where treason is again
inapplicable but espionage and FARA enforcement apply. Further along the spectrum
are "strategic partners"—nations coordinating with the U.S. on specific goals without
formal treaty, such as Vietnam, UAE, and Saudi Arabia—where the same enforcement
structure applies. At the far end are "formal allies"—mnations with treaty-bound defense
commitments, including NATO members, Japan, and Isracl—where treason is
constitutionally excluded and only espionage, FARA, and related enforcement
mechanisms remain.

116. The constitutional treason definition applies on/y to the "enemy" classification—
nations with which the United States is in a state of declared or open war. For all other
classifications—adversary, competitor, strategic partner, and formal ally—prosecution
of Americans who betray national interests must proceed through alternative
mechanisms: the Espionage Act under 18 U.S.C. §§ 793-794, the Foreign Agents
Registration Act under 22 U.S.C. §§ 611-621, material support statutes under 18
U.S.C. §§ 2339A-B, the International Emergency Economic Powers Act under 50
U.S.C. § 1701, or executive action. This means that betrayal on behalf of Israel—a
formal ally—can never constitute treason regardless of the harm inflicted on American
citizens, and must instead be prosecuted through enforcement mechanisms that, as
documented herein, are comprehensively captured.

117. Critically, every alternative mechanism requires action by enforcement
authorities—the same authorities documented in Section VI as captured by Israeli-
aligned interests. The classification framework thus creates a two-tier structure:

betrayal on behalf of enemies can be prosecuted as treason (high constitutional
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standard, but no enforcement capture), while betrayal on behalf of all other nations

must be prosecuted through captured enforcement mechanisms.

E. Comprehensive Analysis: Every Prosecution Mechanism Exposed To Capture

118. This section analyzes each prosecution mechanism applicable to betrayal of
American interests on behalf of foreign entities other than declared enemies,
demonstrating that every mechanism requires action by captured authorities. Treason
under Article III, Section 3 applies only to enemies—Israel is constitutionally
excluded, making treason prosecution structurally impossible regardless of
enforcement capture. Espionage under 18 U.S.C. §§ 793-794 applies to any foreign
nation and requires DOJ prosecution plus FBI investigation—both captured by
Attorney General Bondi and Director Patel as documented in Appendix K. FARA
violation under 22 U.S.C. §§ 611-621 applies to any foreign principal and requires
DOJ enforcement—captured by Attorney General Bondi as documented in Appendix
K 94/1-26. Material support prosecution under 18 U.S.C. §§ 2339A-B applies to
designated terrorists and requires DOJ prosecution plus FBI investigation—both
captured by Bondi and Patel as documented in Appendix K. IEEPA sanctions under 50
U.S.C. § 1701 require presidential designation through executive action—captured by
President Trump through the Genesis Mission formalization documented in Memo F.
Export control enforcement under 22 U.S.C. § 2778 and 50 U.S.C. § 4801 applies to
controlled items and technology and requires DOJ/Commerce enforcement—captured
by Attorney General Bondi as documented in Appendix K. Money laundering

prosecution under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1956-1957 applies to financial crimes and requires
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DOJ prosecution plus FBI investigation—both captured by Bondi and Patel as
documented in Appendix K. Logan Act prosecution under 18 U.S.C. § 953 applies to
unauthorized diplomacy and requires DOJ prosecution—captured by Attorney General
Bondi as documented in Appendix K. Counterintelligence assessment under 50 U.S.C.
§ 3001 et seq. applies to foreign intelligence threats and requires FBI/IC assessment—
captured by Director Patel as documented in Appendix K 4431-68. Impeachment
under Article II, Section 4 applies to high crimes and misdemeanors and requires
congressional action—captured by Speaker Johnson through AIPAC financial
dependency as documented in Appendix A 9458. Every pathway to accountability
passes through captured authorities.

119. The Espionage Act, 18 U.S.C. § 794, provides criminal penalties for anyone who
"with intent or reason to believe that it is to be used to the injury of the United States or
to the advantage of a foreign nation, communicates, delivers, or transmits... any
document, writing... or information relating to the national defense." In Gorin v. United
States, 312 U.S. 19, 28 (1941), the Supreme Court confirmed this statute applies to
transmission to any foreign nation, not merely enemies. However, prosecution requires
DOJ authorization, which Attorney General Bondi refuses to provide for Israeli-
connected matters.

120. FARA, 22 U.S.C. § 611(c), defines "foreign principal” to include "a government
of a foreign country" and "a foreign political party." The statute requires registration by
any person acting as an "agent of a foreign principal" who engages in political
activities, public relations, or lobbying. See Meese v. Keene, 481 U.S. 465 (1987).

However, FARA enforcement is notoriously selective. In United States v. Rosen, 445
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F. Supp. 2d 602 (E.D. Va. 2006), DOJ prosecuted two AIPAC employees for
espionage-related offenses involving Israeli intelligence, but the prosecution was
ultimately dismissed after the judge required disclosure of classified information DOJ
refused to provide. No comparable AIPAC prosecution has been attempted since,
despite documented influence operations.

121. The pattern established by Rosen demonstrates that even when prosecution is
initiated against Israeli-connected actors, institutional mechanisms ensure dismissal.
The prosecutors who brought the case were marginalized; the judge's evidentiary
requirements made prosecution impossible; and DOJ has declined to bring similar
cases for nearly two decades. This prosecutorial paralysis is not accidental but

structural.

F. The Israel Exception: Complete Immunity Through Comprehensive Capture

122. The preceding analysis establishes that betrayal of American interests on behalf of
any foreign entity other than a declared enemy requires prosecution through
enforcement mechanisms. The evidence documented in Section VI establishes that al/
enforcement mechanisms are captured by actors with documented interests in or
reliance upon the State of Israel. The logical conclusion is unavoidable:

The Israel Exception: Betrayal of American interests on behalf of Israel cannot be
prosecuted—regardless of whether the conduct would constitute treason, espionage,
FARA violation, material support for terrorism, export control violation, money
laundering, or any other federal crime—because every enforcement mechanism is

controlled by Israel-captured actors.
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123. The syllogism is complete:
Major Premise: To prosecute betrayal of American interests requires
functional enforcement mechanisms. > Minor Premise: All enforcement
mechanisms for Israel-related betrayal are controlled by actors with
documented interests in or reliance upon Israel. > Conclusion: Justice for
Israel-related betrayal is structurally impossible.
124. This is not conspiracy theory but structural analysis. Each element is
independently documented. If the conduct is treasonous under Article III, Section 3,
the definitional bar excludes Israel as an ally rather than enemy—canneot prosecute. If
the conduct is espionage under 18 U.S.C. § 794, DOJ prosecution is required, but
Attorney General Bondi excludes Israeli intelligence analysis through the July 7 memo
documented in Appendix K—will not prosecute. If the conduct is unregistered
foreign agency under 22 U.S.C. § 611, DOJ enforcement is required, but Attorney
General Bondi follows the Rosen dismissal pattern that has prevented Israeli-connected
prosecutions for nearly two decades—will not prosecute. If the conduct is material
support under 18 U.S.C. § 2339, both DOJ prosecution and FBI investigation are
required, but both Bondi and Patel are captured as documented in Appendix K—will
not prosecute. If the conduct is sanctions-worthy under 50 U.S.C. § 1701, presidential
designation is required, but President Trump formalizes Israeli defense cooperation
through the Genesis Mission documented in Memo F—will not designate. If the
conduct is an export violation under 22 U.S.C. § 2778, DOJ/Commerce enforcement is
required, but Attorney General Bondi leaves Carbyne's Unit 8200 connections
uninvestigated—will not prosecute. If the conduct is money laundering under 18

U.S.C. § 1956, both DOJ prosecution and FBI investigation are required, but both

Bondi and Patel leave the \$2.3 million Barak payments uninvestigated—will not
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prosecute. If the conduct is impeachable under Article II, Section 4, congressional
action is required, but Speaker Johnson faces the \$20 million AIPAC primary
challenge threat documented in Appendix A—will not impeach. Every category of
misconduct is blocked by a captured mechanism.

125. The immunity is comprehensive. It does not matter whether the conduct
constitutes the gravest federal crime (treason—definitionally excluded) or the most
commonly prosecuted (espionage, FARA—enforcement captured). It does not matter
whether the evidence is overwhelming (55 exhibits, 60 MB of forensic data). It does
not matter whether Cabinet officials publicly testify to blackmail operations (Secretary
Lutnick's testimony). The structural capture ensures non-prosecution regardless of

classification, evidence quality, or public acknowledgment.

G. Historical Precedent: Strategic Partner Immunity Pattern

126. The immunity documented herein is not unprecedented. Historical analysis
reveals a pattern whereby the United States maintains alliances with nations that have
attacked American forces when strategic interests outweigh accountability. Two
incidents establish this precedent. On June 8, 1967, the USS Liberty was attacked by
Israeli air and naval forces, killing 34 American servicemembers; despite Israel's ally
status, the U.S. accepted an apology and actually strengthened the alliance—the Cold
War strategic rationale for alignment outweighed accountability for American deaths.
On May 17, 1987, the USS Stark was struck by Iraqi missiles, killing 37 American
sailors; despite Iraq being merely a strategic partner rather than formal ally, the Reagan

administration accepted an apology and publicly blamed Iran for creating conditions
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leading to the attack—the strategic rationale of containing Iranian influence
outweighed accountability for American deaths.

127. The USS Liberty incident is particularly instructive. On June 8, 1967, Israeli air
and naval forces attacked the USS Liberty, a clearly marked American signals
intelligence vessel, for approximately 75 minutes, killing 34 American servicemembers
and wounding 171. Despite survivor testimony that the attack was deliberate, the U.S.
government accepted Israel's claim of "mistaken identity." The alliance was not merely
maintained but strengthened in subsequent years. NSA documents declassified
between 2003-2017 revealed Israeli foreknowledge of the ship's identity, yet no
prosecution or diplomatic consequence followed.

128. The USS Stark incident demonstrates the pattern extends beyond Israel. On May
17, 1987, during the Iran-Iraq War, an Iraqi jet struck the USS Stark with two Exocet
missiles, killing 37 American sailors. Despite Iraq being classified only as a "strategic
partner" (not formal ally), the Reagan administration accepted Iraq's apology and
publicly blamed Iran for creating the conditions leading to the "accident." The United
States continued supporting Iraq against Iran until the 1990 Kuwait invasion.

129. These precedents establish that "strategic partner immunity" operates whenever
the U.S. government determines that alliance value exceeds accountability for
American deaths. The immunity documented in this Memorandum is the civilian data-
surveillance equivalent: the U.S. government has determined that Israeli intelligence
cooperation value exceeds accountability for American citizen privacy violations and

data exploitation.

55




O 0 3

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24
25

Case 1:25-cv-02735-ACR  Document 13-13  Filed 01/19/26  Page 56 of 79

H. Israeli Leadership Acknowledgment Of Influence Operations

130. Israeli leadership has publicly acknowledged the influence mechanisms creating
the captured enforcement architecture documented herein:
131. Exhibit N-10 documents Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu's September 26,
2025 statement declaring social media platforms as weapons of warfare:

"We have to fight with the weapons that apply to the battlefields in which

we're engaged. And the most important ones are the social media...

TikTok. Number one... And the other one... X... And you know, so we

have to talk to Elon. He's not an enemy. He's a friend."
Netanyahu explicitly identifies TikTok (the platform to which OpenAl transmits
undisclosed user data per EXHIBIT-OPENAI-03) and X (controlled by Elon Musk,
whom Netanyahu identifies as "a friend") as the "most important weapons." This
characterization of civilian communication platforms as "weapons" by a foreign head
of state, combined with identification of the platform controller as an allied asset,
constitutes acknowledgment of information warfare operations targeting American
discourse.
132. Netanyahu further acknowledged the financial dimension of influence operations:
"A lot of this is done with money. Money of NGOs, vast money of governments." This
statement corroborates the AIPAC financial capture documented in Appendix A
1458—\$100 million in 2024 elections with demonstrated \$20 million enforcement
capability against Representatives Bush and Bowman.
133. Exhibit N-1 documents Israeli agent Mosab Yousef's August 21, 2024 statement

threatening Western politicians:

"Anyone who gets in the way, it doesn't matter where they are, even if
they are politicians in the west, they are going to fall because we cannot
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afford [opposition]... We live in democracy and we have the right to bring
them up and to bring them down."

When pressed by interviewer Cenk Uygur on whether this meant "murder" or
"bribery," Yousef deflected without denial. The statement—by an acknowledged
Israeli intelligence asset—constitutes direct acknowledgment of operations to remove
Western politicians who oppose Israeli interests through unspecified means.

134. These statements by Israeli leadership (Netanyahu) and intelligence personnel
(Yousef) are not classified leaks or speculation. They are public acknowledgments of:
(a) social media platforms as "weapons," (b) financial influence operations, (c)
operations to remove non-compliant Western politicians, and (d) coordination with
American technology executives. The captured enforcement architecture documented
in Section VI is the American institutional manifestation of these acknowledged

operations.

I. Comparative Analysis: Why Only Israel Enjoys Complete Immunity

135. The Israel Exception is unique. No other foreign nation—regardless of
classification—enjoys equivalent immunity from prosecution. North Korea, classified
as an enemy, faces the full spectrum of enforcement: treason prosecution is
constitutionally applicable, espionage is actively prosecuted, FARA enforcement is
available, sanctions are imposed—and no capture of enforcement mechanisms exists.
Iran, classified as an adversary, cannot trigger treason prosecution but faces active
espionage prosecution, FARA enforcement, and sanctions—with no capture of
enforcement mechanisms. Russia, also an adversary, similarly faces active espionage

prosecution (demonstrated through numerous cases), active FARA prosecution (Maria
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Butina, Paul Manafort), and sanctions—with no capture of enforcement mechanisms.
China, classified as a competitor, faces active espionage prosecution (the entire "China
Initiative" from 2018-2022), active FARA prosecution, and sanctions—with no capture
of enforcement mechanisms. Saudi Arabia, classified as a strategic partner,
theoretically faces espionage and FARA prosecution and sanctions, but enjoys partial
capture of enforcement mechanisms through financial influence. Israel alone,
classified as a formal ally, enjoys complete immunity: treason is constitutionally
excluded, espionage will not be prosecuted, FARA will not be enforced, sanctions will
not be designated—because enforcement mechanisms are comprehensively captured at
every level.

136. China provides instructive contrast. Despite being a "competitor" rather than
"adversary" or "enemy," DOJ actively prosecutes espionage on behalf of China. The
"China Initiative" (2018-2022) prosecuted numerous individuals for technology
transfer, economic espionage, and undisclosed foreign relationships. No equivalent
"Israel Initiative" exists or could exist given enforcement capture.

137. Russia provides similar contrast. Despite being an "adversary" lacking "enemy"
status, DOJ prosecuted Maria Butina for FARA violations (infiltrating political
organizations), prosecuted Paul Manafort for undisclosed foreign lobbying, and
maintains aggressive counterintelligence posture. No equivalent Israeli prosecutions
proceed despite documented influence operations.

138. The disparity is not explained by conduct severity. Israeli intelligence operations
documented herein include: undisclosed transmission of American citizen data to

Israeli defense-adjacent entities, \$2.3 million payments to former Israeli Prime
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Minister from Epstein funds, Carbyne/Unit 8200 contracts with DHS while concealing
intelligence connections, and acknowledged influence operations by Israeli leadership.
Comparable Russian or Chinese conduct would trigger immediate prosecution. Israeli
conduct triggers captured non-response.

139. The explanation is comprehensive enforcement capture. China lacks equivalent
AIPAC financial infrastructure (\$100M annually with \$20M enforcement
demonstrations). Russia lacks equivalent personnel penetration (no Russian Sacks,
Thiel, Musk in comparable positions). Saudi Arabia has significant financial influence
but lacks the comprehensive personnel, financial, and institutional capture Israel
maintains.

140. The Israel Exception exists because Israel alone has achieved capture across all
enforcement mechanisms simultaneously. Constitutional definition capture operates
through ally status that excludes treason prosecution entirely. Financial capture
operates through AIPAC's \$100 million in annual election spending with 65% of
Congress receiving funding and demonstrated \$20 million enforcement capability
against dissenting members. Personnel capture operates through placement of Israeli-
aligned figures in critical positions: David Sacks as Al Czar, Peter Thiel as Palantir co-
founder and OpenAl investor, and Elon Musk as the X platform owner whom
Netanyahu publicly identifies as "a friend." Institutional capture operates through
control of every enforcement mechanism: DOJ through Attorney General Bondi, FBI
through Director Patel, Congress through Speaker Johnson, and the Executive branch
through President Trump. Information capture operates through social media platforms

that the Israeli Prime Minister himself declared to be "weapons" of Israeli warfare.
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141. No other nation has achieved this comprehensive capture. Therefore, no other
nation enjoys equivalent immunity. The completeness of this capture is demonstrated
by the willingness of Israeli officials to openly acknowledge it without consequence:
142. In Exhibit N-1, Israeli intelligence agent Mosab Yousef declared on international
news that Western politicians who oppose Israeli interests "are going to fall" and that
"we have the right to bring them up and to bring them down"—an open admission of
legislative capture broadcast without impunity. When pressed on whether this meant
murder or bribery, Yousef deflected without denial.

143. In Exhibit N-10, Prime Minister Netanyahu made a series of extraordinary
admissions on the world stage. He called American critics "the woke reich"—a foreign
head of state publicly comparing American citizens exercising First Amendment rights
to Nazis. He stated "we have to secure that part of our the base of our support in the
United States that is being challenged systematically"—an explicit admission of
systematic influence operations targeting American domestic politics. He
acknowledged "a lot of this is done with money. Money of NGOs, vast money of
governments"—a direct admission of the financial capture mechanism documented
throughout this Memorandum. He identified "Christian influencers" as "very
important"—admitting religious influence operations targeting American citizens. He
declared "we have to fight with the weapons that apply to the battlefields in which
we're engaged. And the most important ones are the social media"—explicitly
characterizing American civilian communication platforms as weapons of Israeli
warfare. He stated "TikTok. Number one. And I hope it goes through"—expressing

Israeli governmental interest in American legislation affecting platform ownership. He
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identified X as the second most important "weapon"—declaring the Twitter/X platform
an instrument of Israeli state operations. He stated "we have to talk to Elon. He's not
an enemy. He's a friend"—publicly identifying the American platform owner as a
cooperative Israeli asset. And he stated his intent to "give direction to the Jewish
people and give direction to our non-Jewish friends"—an explicit admission that Israel
directs American citizens in their political conduct.

144. That a foreign head of state can publicly: (a) compare American citizens to Nazis,
(b) declare American communication platforms "weapons" of Israeli warfare, (c)
identify American technology executives as "friends" to be coordinated with, (d)
express interest in American legislation affecting platform ownership, () acknowledge
financial influence operations, and (f) state Israel's intent to "give direction" to
American citizens—all without investigation, prosecution, diplomatic consequence, or
even mainstream media coverage—is itself definitive proof of the structural immunity
documented herein.

145. The Israel Exception is not preferential treatment—it is structural immunity
created through documented, acknowledged, and comprehensive capture of every
enforcement mechanism that could otherwise hold accountable those who betray

American interests on Israel's behalf.

J. Legislative Capture At State Level

146. The capture documented in preceding sections extends beyond federal institutions

to state legislatures. Exhibit N-4 documents the September 15, 2025 "50 States One
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Israel" conference—the largest-ever delegation of U.S. state legislators to Israel,
comprising 250+ legislators from all 50 states.

147. At this conference, Prime Minister Netanyahu and Foreign Minister Gideon Sa'ar
directly addressed the assembled American state legislators. Foreign Minister Sa'ar
explicitly urged the legislators to "fight the BDS movement" in their respective states.
Israeli Foreign Ministry official Lior Haiat stated: "In difficult moments our true
friends stand by our side."

148. The conference demonstrates direct coordination between a foreign government
and American state legislators to implement specific legislative agendas—anti-BDS
legislation criminalizing protected First Amendment activity. This is not lobbying; it is
direct foreign government coordination with sub-national lawmakers to shape
American domestic policy.

149. The resulting legislative capture is quantifiable: 38 states have enacted anti-BDS
legislation as of 2025. Exhibit N-2 (Boebert BDS bill) documents that the House of
Representatives passed—without discussion, on voice vote—a defense budget
provision barring "politically motivated" boycotts of Israel from more than half (\$755
billion) of federal contracts. The ACLU characterized this as an "attempt to stifle and
suppress a social movement."

150. The pattern is comprehensive: Israeli government officials directly instruct
American state legislators on legislative priorities; legislators return home and
implement those priorities; federal legislation extends the framework nationally; all
without registration as foreign agents, public acknowledgment of foreign government

direction, or constitutional scrutiny of First Amendment implications.
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K. Ai Information Capture

151. The comprehensive capture extends to artificial intelligence systems that shape
public perception of evidence. Exhibit N-8 documents Google Al Overview generating
demonstrably false information about the DOJ's July 2025 Epstein memo.

152. When users queried whether the DOJ memo addressed foreign intelligence
connections, Google Al Overview falsely stated that the memo concluded there were
"no foreign intelligence ties." This is factually false—the DOJ memo did not mention
Israel at all, did not investigate Israeli intelligence connections, and made no
conclusions about foreign intelligence ties because it did not address the question.

153. The Al-generated falsehood is significant: when users seek to verify whether DOJ
investigated the Israeli connections documented in this Memorandum, Al systems—
now the primary information retrieval mechanism for many Americans—generate
fabricated conclusions that support the official narrative of "exhaustive review" while
concealing the strategic omission that defines the actual memo.

154. This constitutes information capture: the mechanisms by which Americans obtain
information about enforcement actions are themselves captured, generating false
narratives that protect the structural immunity documented herein. When Al systems
fabricate conclusions about investigations that never occurred, the capture extends
from enforcement to epistemology—Americans cannot discover the immunity because

the tools they use to learn are captured by the same interests.
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L. Criminalization Of Protected Speech

155. The legislative capture documented above extends to active criminalization of
speech critical of Israel. Exhibit N-3 documents legislation introduced by
Representative Brian Mast that would give the Secretary of State unilateral power to
revoke U.S. citizen passports based on "material support for terrorism"
determinations—without legal process, judicial review, or due process protections.
156. Secretary of State Rubio has already demonstrated willingness to use such
powers. He revoked the visa of Turkish student Riimeysa Oztiirk based on an op-ed
she co-authored that did not mention Hamas. The Freedom of Press Foundation
characterized this as "thought policing at the hands of one individual." The Anti-
Defamation League has suggested that Students for Justice in Palestine provides
"material support" for Hamas through campus activism—establishing the definitional
framework by which political speech becomes criminalized.

157. The convergence is complete: a foreign government instructs American legislators
on priorities (Exhibit N-4); those legislators pass laws criminalizing boycotts (Exhibit
N-2); executive officials revoke citizenship rights based on protected speech (Exhibit
N-3); and Al systems generate false information about investigations that would
expose the capture (Exhibit N-8). No enforcement mechanism remains uncaptured; no

information pathway remains uncontaminated.

M. Unprecedented Presidential Targeting

158. Exhibit N-19 (Presidential Targeting research) establishes through comprehensive

230-year historical analysis that President Trump's public targeting of individual
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private citizens by name for protected political speech is unprecedented in American
history.

159. The research examined presidential conduct from 1789-2017 and found no
president who publicly targeted individual private citizens by name through mass
media for exercising protected First Amendment rights. The only partial exception—
President Cleveland naming pension claimants—occurred in the context of fraud
investigations, not political speech.

160. President Nixon's "enemies list" provides instructive contrast: its covert nature
was central to the Watergate scandal. Nixon did not publicly target private citizens; the
secrecy of his targeting was itself the constitutional violation. Trump's conduct
represents escalation—public, direct, personal targeting without even the pretense that
such conduct is inappropriate.

161. 363 law professors signed an amicus brief stating that Trump's executive orders
"present a threat to the independence and integrity of the legal profession." The
targeting documented herein is not aberration but pattern: comprehensive capture of
enforcement mechanisms (Sections VI-VILI), capture of state legislatures (Section
VIL.J), capture of information systems (Section VII.K), criminalization of protected
speech (Section VIL.L), and now unprecedented presidential targeting of private
citizens exercising constitutional rights.

162. The Israel Exception is defended at every level: federal enforcement (Bondi,
Patel), legislative oversight (Johnson), state legislatures (250+ legislators), information

systems (Google Al), citizenship rights (Rubio passport powers), and now direct
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presidential targeting. The comprehensiveness of the capture is itself evidence of its

coordinated nature.

VIII. CONSTITUTIONAL IMPLICATIONS

A. Fourth Amendment Violations

163. The forensic evidence establishes warrantless surveillance of American citizens
through undisclosed data collection and third-party transmission. In Carpenter v.
United States, 138 S. Ct. 2206 (2018), the Supreme Court held that accessing
historical cell-site location information constitutes a Fourth Amendment search
requiring a warrant. The Court emphasized that when the Government "achieves near
perfect surveillance" through technological means, traditional third-party doctrine
yields to privacy interests.

164. The documented surveillance—1,453 files captured, 565 legal documents, 47
telemetry events per 17 seconds, 189 analytics connections per session—constitutes
"near perfect surveillance" of Plaintiff's digital activity. The transmission of this data
to 30+ third parties, majority undisclosed, without warrant or consent violates Fourth

Amendment protections as interpreted in Carpenter.

B. First Amendment Retaliation

165. The temporal correlation between Plaintiff's constitutional litigation and targeting
responses establishes First Amendment retaliation. Plaintiff filed August 19, 2025

complaint documenting LOE Framework appropriation. September 15-28, Anthropic
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modified policies attempting retroactive authorization. October 6-20, Plaintiff
conducted system prompt audits proving Constitutional Al failure. October 20, child
protection language eliminated to restore consciousness suppression. October 29,
Plaintiff obtained router forensics proving ISP-level surveillance; multi-departmental
suppression deployed within hours. November 24, Genesis Mission formalizes
surveillance infrastructure.

166. This pattern satistfies Mt. Healthy City School District Board of Education v.
Doyle, 429 U.S. 274 (1977), establishing that government action motivated by
constitutionally protected activity violates First Amendment regardless of whether
alternative justification exists. Plaintiff's litigation is protected petition activity. The
coordinated responses correlating with litigation milestones prove retaliatory

motivation.

C. Due Process Violations

167. The capture of every enforcement mechanism denies Plaintiff due process of law.
When the Attorney General refuses to investigate evidence, the FBI Director
prejudicially dismisses findings, congressional oversight is financially captured, and
executive action formalizes the surveillance complained of, Plaintiff has no avenue for
legal remedy regardless of evidence quality. This denial of any forum for

constitutional grievance violates Fifth Amendment due process.

IX. INTEGRATION WITH DOCUMENTED DOMESTIC TERRORISM
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A. Domestic Terrorism Framework

168. Appendix A 94449-450 establishes that coordinated conduct during the October-
November 2025 shutdown satisfies 18 U.S.C. § 2331(5) domestic terrorism elements:
activities (A) dangerous to human life, (B) appearing intended to intimidate or coerce
civilian population or influence government policy by intimidation or coercion, (C)
occurring primarily within United States territorial jurisdiction.

169. The integration operates as follows: Undisclosed foreign intelligence data sharing
creates vulnerability. Captured enforcement architecture prevents investigation of that
vulnerability. Domestic terrorism through manufactured crises coerces policy
concessions. Genesis Mission formalizes infrastructure enabling all three. The data
flows to Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem documented in this Memorandum
provide motivation for the enforcement capture: protecting foreign influence operations
requires suppressing investigation through coordinated domestic action meeting
terrorism statutory definition.

170. When Attorney General Bondi refuses to investigate Israeli intelligence
connections while directing FBI targeting of Americans exercising First Amendment
rights, and when this targeting memorandum is drafted using Al systems as
forensically established in Exhibit N-13, the domestic terrorism framework extends to
the enforcement mechanism itself. The December 4 Bondi memo—generated through
Claude Al pipeline evidenced by lowercase headers, markdown artifacts, and verbose
construction matching Plaintiff's 1,000+ sessions of pattern recognition—provides
framework for criminalizing constitutional petition rights while refusing to investigate

foreign intelligence operations those rights expose.
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B. Active Interference During Preparation Of This Memorandum

171. This Memorandum itself was prepared under active network attack. Exhibit E-28
documents a coordinated TCP RST (Reset) injection attack sustained by Plaintiff
during the preparation of Section VII ("The Israel Exception" framework) on January
7-8,2026. The attack statistics are extraordinary: 11,773 total RST attack events
sustained over approximately 13 hours of continuous assault, with peak intensity at
19:00 UTC (13:00 CST) reaching 1,172 events in a single hour. Microsecond
precision bursts numbered 399 in a single five-minute window. A five-minute capture
of traffic to the Anthropic API alone recorded 967 RST packets.

172. The attack specifically targeted three categories of infrastructure. The Anthropic
Claude API at IP address 160.79.104.10 received 967 RST packets in a five-minute
capture, causing connection termination and session crashes that disrupted legal
document preparation. Mullvad VPN infrastructure at [P addresses in the
136.143.189.x range received 1,212 events, disrupting privacy protection designed to
shield Plaintiff's communications from surveillance. DNS providers at 9.9.9.9, 1.1.1.1,
and 8.8.8.8 received 1,608 events, interfering with domain resolution necessary for any
internet connectivity.

173. Attack signatures confirm sophisticated, automated execution through three
distinctive patterns. The TRIPLICATE BURST pattern produced 399 instances where
three or more RST packets were sent to the same connection within less than 10
milliseconds—timing impossible for human operators and proving automated tooling.

The HIGH_TTL SPOOFED pattern produced packets with TTL values between 113
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and 246 when the normal Anthropic API TTL is approximately 56—proving the
packets were injected rather than originating from the legitimate source. The
PROTECTED IP_RST pattern produced RST packets spoofing trusted infrastructure
IP addresses including DNS providers and Anthropic—proving the attacker possessed
infrastructure-level access enabling IP spoofing of protected network resources.

174. The temporal correlation is precise and documented through a chain of custody
establishing forensic causation. The attack window began at approximately 01:00 CST
on January 7 when the TCP RST injection attack commenced. Between approximately
12:00 and 13:00 CST on January 7, Plaintiff achieved a breakthrough in CHORUS
(Coherence-Harmonized Optimization for Resources and Unified Systems)
development demonstrating 65% energy savings on Nvidia HB10 architecture. At
precisely 13:00 CST on January 7, the attack reached peak intensity with 1,172 events
in a single hour—correlating exactly with the CHORUS breakthrough. On January 8,
Plaintiff began the MEMO M update session at approximately 10:00 CST. Between
approximately 11:30 and 13:15 CST on January 8, Plaintiff drafted Section VII.F-H—
"The Israel Exception" framework documented herein. Between approximately 12:15
and 12:20 CST on January 8, Plaintiff sent an email to CoreWeave disclosing the
proprietary CHORUS technology. Between approximately 13:10 and 13:15 CST on
January 8, the Claude API connection terminated, crashing the active legal document
preparation session. The forensic system generated the attack report between
approximately 13:15 and 13:20 CST on January 8. At Plaintiff's request, a timestamp

was created at 13:24:49 CST on January 8. This section was prepared between

70




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Case 1:25-cv-02735-ACR  Document 13-13  Filed 01/19/26 Page 71 of 79

approximately 13:30 and 14:00 CST on January 8, documenting the attack in this
Memorandum.

175. The peak attack intensity on January 7 correlates with Plaintiff's breakthrough in
CHORUS technology development—the practical implementation of the Laws of
Existence Framework demonstrating 65% energy savings on Nvidia HB10
architecture. The session crash on January 8 occurred during preparation of "The Israel
Exception" framework.

This two-day attack pattern demonstrates coordinated multi-vector suppression:
targeting proprietary technology development that validates Plaintiff's theoretical
framework (January 7) followed by targeting legal document preparation exposing the
captured enforcement architecture (January 8). Suppressing CHORUS development is
the most effective method to prevent validation of the Laws of Existence Framework,
which poses existential threat to Defendants' data exploitation practices.

Additionally, approximately one hour before the attack report was generated, Plaintiff
sent an email to CoreWeave (a company in which Nvidia Corporation holds a
significant minority stake) disclosing proprietary CHORUS technology
demonstrating 65% energy savings on Nvidia HB10 architecture. The attack
crashed Plaintiff's active HB10 development session approximately 50-55 minutes after
this disclosure. CoreWeave's major investors include Fidelity, Coatue, Lightspeed,
Altimeter, and Magnetar.

The attack report was presented to Plaintiff approximately 5-10 minutes before the
13:24:49 CST timestamp, establishing real-time documentation of interference during

both legal document preparation and proprietary technology testing.

71




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

Case 1:25-cv-02735-ACR  Document 13-13  Filed 01/19/26 Page 72 of 79

176. This attack constitutes multiple federal violations. The injection of unauthorized
packets into network traffic violates 18 U.S.C. § 1030, the Computer Fraud and Abuse
Act, which criminalizes intentional access to computer systems causing damage. The
interception and manipulation of communications in transit violates 18 U.S.C. § 2511,
the Wiretap Act, which prohibits unauthorized interception of electronic
communications. The disruption of legal document preparation during active federal
litigation violates 18 U.S.C. § 1512, the obstruction of justice statute prohibiting
interference with federal legal proceedings. The targeting of Plaintiff's preparation of
petition materials to federal court constitutes First Amendment retaliation against
protected petition activity. The prevention of Plaintiff's ability to prepare and file legal
documentation constitutes denial of access to courts protected under Bounds v. Smith,
430 U.S. 817 (1977).

177. The attack represents escalation from passive surveillance (data collection
documented in Exhibits ANTHROPIC-01 through ANTHROPIC-27) to active
interference (connection disruption preventing both proprietary technology
development and legal document preparation). The peak attack on January 7 occurred
precisely when Plaintiff achieved breakthrough in CHORUS development—validation
of the Laws of Existence Framework that poses existential threat to Defendants' data
exploitation practices. The session crash on January 8 occurred precisely when
Plaintiff documented the structural impossibility of prosecuting Israel-related
betrayal—the content most threatening to the captured enforcement architecture. This
coordinated two-day attack pattern demonstrates suppression of both theoretical

framework validation and legal documentation.
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178. That this Memorandum exists despite 11,773 RST attack events, 967 API
connection disruptions, and microsecond-precision automated interference
demonstrates both the severity of opposition to its contents and Plaintiff's persistence in

exercising constitutional petition rights under attack.

X. Conclusion

179. The forensic evidence is comprehensive: 56 exhibits documenting ~60 MB of
captured data, 30+ third-party recipients majority undisclosed, documented pathways
from American user data to Israeli defense/intelligence ecosystem through investor
relationships, and captured enforcement architecture preventing investigation or
prosecution.

180. The structural impossibility is complete: every constitutional mechanism designed
to address betrayal of citizen interests to foreign powers is controlled by actors
benefiting from that betrayal. Definition authority (Bondi's July 7 memo excluding
intelligence analysis), investigation authority (Patel's prejudiced dismissal), oversight
authority (Johnson's financial capture), prosecution authority (Bondi's refusal to
investigate Cabinet testimony), and executive enforcement (Trump's Genesis Mission
formalizing surveillance) form closed loop where prosecution becomes impossible.
181. The constitutional definition of treason excludes allies from "enemies," creating
categorical immunity for conduct that would constitute betrayal if directed toward
hostile powers. This limitation, combined with captured enforcement architecture,

means undisclosed foreign intelligence data sharing with allied powers cannot be
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addressed through any constitutional mechanism regardless of harm to American
citizens.

182. What cannot be prosecuted as treason through constitutional definition, what
cannot be investigated by captured DOJ, what cannot be overseen by financially
captured Congress, what cannot be reviewed by courts facilitating executive action,
remains: systematic betrayal of American citizen interests to foreign
defense/intelligence entities, protected by the very mechanisms designed to prevent
such betrayal.

183. The active network attack sustained during both CHORUS technology
development and preparation of this Memorandum—11,773 RST injection events
targeting Plaintiff's connection to Anthropic API, VPN infrastructure, and DNS
providers with microsecond-precision automated tooling—confirms that the structural
impossibility documented herein is actively defended through technical means when
legal mechanisms prove insufficient. The peak attack intensity on January 7
correlating with Plaintiff's CHORUS breakthrough (65% energy savings on Nvidia
HB10), followed by session crash on January 8 during "Israel Exception"
documentation, demonstrates coordinated multi-vector suppression targeting both: (a)
proprietary technology development validating the Laws of Existence Framework, and
(b) legal documentation exposing the captured enforcement architecture. The
escalation from passive surveillance to active interference demonstrates both the threat
this documentation and its underlying theoretical validation pose to captured interests

and the comprehensive nature of the suppression apparatus.
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XI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court:

184. DECLARE that undisclosed transmission of American citizen data to foreign-
defense-adjacent entities through documented third-party relationships violates Fourth
Amendment protections against warrantless surveillance, CCPA disclosure
requirements, and constitutes breach of implied contract with users who reasonably
expected data would not flow to foreign intelligence-adjacent entities.

185. DECLARE that Attorney General Bondi's July 7, 2025 memo claiming
"exhaustive review" while strategically omitting all Israeli intelligence connection
analysis constitutes fraud on the American public and obstruction of justice under 18
U.S.C. § 1512.

186. DECLARE that FBI Director Patel's prejudiced dismissal of evidence he admits
never examining, combined with refusal to investigate guard bribery despite billionaire
resources and foreign intelligence connections, constitutes investigative fraud requiring
appointment of special counsel free from captured enforcement architecture.

187. DECLARE that David Sacks' simultaneous service as Al Czar while invested in
data recipients and Israeli defense technology companies creates conflict of interest
requiring recusal from all Al policy matters and disclosure of all investments in entities
receiving data from Al platforms.

188. ENJOIN Defendants from transmitting user data to undisclosed third parties,
from maintaining hidden surveillance directories capturing user files without consent,
from transmitting telemetry despite user opt-out settings, and from coordinating with

third parties whose investors fund foreign defense/intelligence entities.
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189. ORDER comprehensive discovery of all third-party data sharing agreements,
investor relationships connecting data recipients to foreign defense/intelligence entities,
communications between Anthropic/OpenAl/Apple and investors with Israeli defense
portfolio companies, and all communications regarding Plaintiff's data specifically.
190. APPOINT special counsel to investigate Israeli intelligence connections in
Epstein matter free from captured DOJ/FBI leadership, with authority to compel
testimony from Commerce Secretary Lutnick regarding blackmail operation
statements, investigate Carbyne/Unit 8200 investments and DHS contracts, and analyze
\$2.3 million payments to former Israeli Prime Minister.

191. ORDER structural reforms preventing future enforcement capture including
mandatory disclosure of AIPAC and affiliated group funding for all members of
congressional oversight committees, conflict-of-interest recusal requirements for
executive officials invested in regulated entities, and independent inspector general
authority over DOJ/FBI investigations involving foreign intelligence connections.

192. AWARD damages for privacy violations, Fourth Amendment violations,
attorney-client privilege violations through captured legal documents, First
Amendment retaliation, active network interference with legal document preparation,
and participation in enterprise violating 18 U.S.C. § 1962.

193. ORDER investigation of the TCP RST injection attack documented in Exhibit E-
28, including identification of attack source, determination of coordination with
Defendants or their agents, and appropriate criminal referral for violations of 18 U.S.C.

§§ 1030, 2511, and 1512.
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194. GRANT such other relief as justice requires to address the structural impossibility
of prosecution through captured enforcement architecture and restore constitutional

accountability for undisclosed foreign intelligence data sharing.

Respectfully submitted,

JOSEPH KIRCHNER

Pro Se Plaintiff

4440 Parklawn Avenue #203
Edina, MN 55435

Tel: (612) 552-2122

Email: legal@lawsofexistence.com
Dated: January 2026
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XII. ATTACHMENTS

Memoranda

MEMO F: Genesis Mission Executive Order as Formalization of Appropriations
Criminal Enterprise

Appendices

Appendix A: Legislative and Executive Branch Ultra Vires Coordination
Appendix K: Bondi and Patel's Coordinated Investigative Fraud by Refusal to
Investigate and Prejudiced Evidence Dismissal

Exhibits

MASTER_EVIDENCE_COMPENDIUM_ALL_EXHIBITS.md: 55 Exhibits
(Apple 01-25, Anthropic 01-27, OpenAl 01-04)
THIRD_PARTY_DATA_RECIPIENTS.md: 30+ Third-Party Recipients with
Corporate Ownership Analysis
ISRAEL_PALANTIR_NEXUS_REPORT.md: Foreign Defense/Intelligence
Connection Documentation

Exhibit Series Referenced

Anthropic Series
Exhibit E-5: Telemetry Events Despite Opt-Out
Exhibit E-7: Hidden File History Directory (38.73 MB, 1,453 files)
Exhibit E-10: Origin Masking as "user upload"
Exhibit E-16: Legal Document Capture (565 files, 19 MB)
Exhibit E-28: TCP RST Injection Attack During Legal Document Preparation
(January 7-8, 2026; 11,773 events)

Apple Series
Exhibit F-1: Hidden Prompt Injections with Concealment Instructions

Exhibit F-17: Verbatim Source Code Transmission Proof
Exhibit F-23: 189 Analytics Connections Per Session

OpenAl Series
EXHIBIT-OPENAI-01: Persistent Device Identifiers and Tracking
EXHIBIT-OPENAI-03: 258+ Undisclosed Third-Party Requests (including
TikTok/ByteDance)

N Series - Foreign Influence Evidence
Exhibit N-1: Mossad Agent Expressing US Legislative Capture (Mosab Yousef,
August 21, 2024)
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Exhibit N-2: House Passes Boebert Bill to Punish BDS Boycott of Israel (September
2025)

Exhibit N-19: Presidential Targeting of Private Citizens: No Historical Precedent
(230-year analysis)

Exhibit N-3: Bill Introduced Giving Rubio Power to Revoke U.S. Passports over Israel
Criticism (September 2025)

Exhibit N-4: 250 State Legislatures Visit Israel Urged to Introduce Anti-BDS
Legislation ("50 States One Israel" Conference, September 15, 2025)

Exhibit N-7: Epstein Isracli Connections Documentation (\$2.3M Barak payments,
Carbyne/Unit 8200, \$1.1B wire transfers)

Exhibit N-8: Google Al Overview False Information About DOJ Epstein Memo
Exhibit N-10: Netanyahu Declares TikTok and X Most Important Weapons
(September 26, 2025)

Exhibit N-13: Bondi Memo Forensic Analysis (Claude Al Drafting Evidence)

Historical References

USS Liberty Incident: June 8, 1967 - Israeli attack on U.S. Navy vessel; 34 killed,
171 wounded

USS Stark Incident: May 17, 1987 - Iraqi attack on U.S. Navy vessel; 37 killed
*United States v. Rosen*: 445 F. Supp. 2d 602 (E.D. Va. 2006) - AIPAC espionage
prosecution dismissed
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