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EXPLANATION OF EXEMPTIONS
Sl:JBSECTlONS OF TITLE 5, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552

(A) specifically authorized under criteria established by an Executive order to be kept secret in the interest of national defense or foreign
policy and (B) are in fact properly classified to such Executive order;

related solely to the internal personnel rules and practices of an agency;

specifically exempted from disclosure by statute (other than section 552b of this title), provided that such statute (A) requires that the matters
be withheld from the public in such a manner as to leave no discretion on issue, or (B) establishes particular criteria for withholding or refers
to particular types of matters to be withheld;

trade secrets and commercial or financial information obtained from a person and privileged or confidential;

inter-agency or intra-agency memorandums or letters which would not be available by law to a party other than an agency in litigation with
the agency; '

" personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy;

records or information compiled for law enforcement purposes, but only to the extent that the production of such law enfortement records or
information ( A ) could reasonably be expected to interfere with enforcement proceedings, ( B ) would deprive a person of a right to a fair
trial or an impartial adjudication, ( C ) could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy, ( D ) could
reasonably be expected to disclose the identity of confidential source, including a State, local, or foreign agency or authority or any private
institution which furnished information on a confidential basis, and, in the case of record or information compiled by a criminal law
enforcement authority in the course of a criminal investigation, or by an agency conducting a lawful national security intelligence
investigation, information furnished by a confidential source, ( E ) would disclose techniques and procedures for law enforcement
investigations or prosecutions, or would disclose guidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could
reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law, or ( F ) could reasonably be expected to endanger the life or physical safety of any
individual;

contained in or related to examination, operating, or condition reports prepared by, on behalf of, or for the use of an agency responsible for
the regulation or supervision of financial institutions; or

geological and geophysical information and data, including maps, concerning wells.
SUBSECTIONS OF TITLE S, UNITED STATES CODE, SECTION 552a
information compiled in reasonable anticipation of a civil action proceeding;

material reporting investigative efforts pertaining to the enforcement of criminal law including efforts to prevent, control, or reduce crime
or apprehend criminals;

information which is currently and properly classified pursuant to an Executive order in the interest of the national defense or foreign policy,
for example, information involving intelligence sources or methods;

investigatory material compiled for law enforcement purposes, other than criminal, which did not result in loss of a right, benefit or privilege

under Federal programs, or which would identify a source who furnished information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be
held in confiderice;

material maintained in connection with providing protective services to the President of the United States or any other individual pursuant to
the authority of Title 18, United States Code, Section 3056;

required by statute to be maintained and used solely as statistical records;

investigatory material compiled solely for the purpose of determining suitability, eligibility, or qualifications for Federal civilian
employment or for access to classified information, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person who furnished
information pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence;

testing or examination material used to determine individual qualifications for appointment or promotion in Federal Government service he
release of which would compromise the testing or examination process;

material used to determine potential for promotion in the armed services, the disclosure of which would reveal the identity of the person
who furnished the material pursuant to a promise that his/her identity would be held in confidence.
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Mdlehl David L. !DOI ‘Fall

From: Bowdich; David L. {DO) {FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, june 29, 2016 4:07 M
To: James 8. Comey

Subject: RE: FYl only

Got it, thanks sir.

Dave

From: james B. Comey _
Sent: Wednesday, june 29, 2016 4:04 PM

| Rybicki, james E. (DO} {FBI

To: Kortan, Michael P. (DO} (FBI}
| Mccabe, Andrew G. {DO} (FBI} Bowdich, David L, bé -1
(DO} (FBY)|_

Subject: FYi only

-/‘natios foxnews.com' 201606/ 29/why-did-bill-clinton-and -loretta-lynch-meet-her-anplane-phoenix- week
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l(oﬂ in, Michael P. sDOI SFBII

From: Kortan, Michael P, (DO} {FBI)

Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2016 4:42 PM

To: Mccabe, Andrew G. (DO} (FBI); Rybicki, James E. (DO) (FBI); Bowdich, David L.
(DO} {F8i)

Ce James B. Comey

Subject: From DOJ....

From: Newman, Melanie {OPA)} [mailto:Melanie.Newman@usdoj.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, june 29, 2016 4:33 PM

Yo: Quinn, Richard 2. (DO} (ke | xortan, Michael e. {pO) (FBI} be -1
| ]

Ce: Lewis, Kevin S, {OPA} (IMD} <Kevin.S.Lewis@usdoj.gov>

Subject: FLAG

1 want to flag a story that is gaining some traction tonight. Daily Caller, The Hill and FOX News have picked up
2 local Phoenix news report about a casual, unscheduled meeting between former president Bill Clinton and
the AG. It happened on Monday night. Our talkers on this are below, along with'the transcript from the AG's
Phoenix presser, where she was asked about this. Happy to discuss further by phone. Please let me know if
you get any questions about this, Thanks.

TRANSCRIPT
REPORTER: Sources say that you met last night with former president Bil Cinton. Did the topic of Benghazi
come up at all, or can you tell us what was discussed?

AITORNEY GENERAL LYNCH: No. Actually, while [ was landing at the atrport, I did see President

Clinton at the Phoenix airport as [ was leaving, and he spoke to myself and my husband on the plane. Our
conversation was a great deal about his grandchildren. It was primary social and about our travels. He

mentioned the golf ke played nPboczn. and he mentioned travels he’d had in West Virginia. We talked about

former Attomey General Janet Reno, for example, whom we both know, but there was no discussion of any

matter pending before the department or any matter pending before any other body. There was no discussion

of Benghazi, no discussion of the state department emails, by way of example. I would say the curreat news of

the day was the Brexit decision. and what that might mean And again, the departmient’s not involved in that or

Enplicaied is et b5 per OIP
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bS5 per 0OIP

Melanie R. Newman

Director, Office of Public Affairs

U.s. Department of justice

Direct: 202-305-1930

c.eﬂ:l__—l b6 per OIP
@NelanieDQ
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Mmb.‘ Andrew G. !DO) SFBl!

From: Mccabe, Andrew G. (DO} {F8Y)

Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 6:10 AM

To: James B. Comey; Rybicki, James E. (DO) (FBI); Bowdich, David L. (DO} {FBI)

Subject: Fwd: Lynch to Remove Herself From Decision Over Clinton Emails, Official Says -
NYTimes.com

Importance: High

Fyi

Andrew G. McCabe

Deputy Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation b6 -1

Original message
From: “Priestap, E W. {CD} {F81}"| |

Date: 07/01/2016 5:53 AM {GMT-05:00} e b6 -1
To: "Steinbach, Michael B. {DO} {FB!}"| | “Mccabe, Andrew G. (DO)

(F81)'] ]

Subject: Fwd: Lynch to Remove Herself From Decision Over Clinton Emails, Official Says - NYTimes.com

- Original message

From: "Strzok, Peter P. {CD) (FBIj"{ |

Date: 07/01/2016 5:36 AM {GMT-05:00}

To: "Pdestap, £ W. {CD} {F81}"] ] "Moffa, jonathan C. {CD} (FBI)" BE ~1
! | "Mains, Richard

A. (RO} (FBY)"[ |

Subject: Fwd: Lynch to Remove Herself From Decision Over Clinton Emails, Official Says - NYTimes.com

s/politics/loretta-tynch-hillary-clinton-email-server, htmi?

: ile.nytimes. . '
_r=0&referer=https://www.google.com/
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Lynch to Remove Herself From Decision Over
Clinton Emails, Official Says

Attorney General Loretta E. Lynch plans to announce on Friday that she will accept whatever
recommendation career prosecutors and the E.B.1. director make about whether to bring charges
related to Hillary Clinton’s personal email server, a Justice Department official said. Her decision
removes the possibility that a political appointee will averrule investigators in the case.

The Justice Department had been moving toward such an arrangement for months — officlals said in

April that it was being considered — but a private meeting between Ms. Lynch and former President
8ill Clinton this week set off a political furor and made the decision all but inevitable.

Republicans said the meeting, which took place at the Phoenix airport, had compromised the
independence of the investigation as the F.B.l. was winding it down. Some called for Ms. Lynch to
recuse herself, but she did not take herself off the case — one that could influance a presidential
election.

Ms. Lynch plans to discuss the matter at a conference in Aspen, Colo., on Friday. The Justice
Department declined to comment. The official who confirmed the discussion did so on the condition of
anonymity because the internal decision-making process is normatly kept confidential.

The F.B.I. is investigating whether Mrs. Clinton, her aides or anyone eise broke the law by semng upa
private email server for her to use as secretary of state, Internal investigators have concluded that the
setver was used to send classified information, and Republicans have seized on the matter to question
Mrs. Clinton's judgment.

For the Justice Department, the central :qpestion is whether the conduct met the legal standard for the
crime of mishandling classified information.

Ms. Lynch said that the meeting with Mr. Clinton was unplanned, largely social and did not touch on
the email investigation. She suggested that he walked uninvited from his plane to her government
plane, both of which were parked on a tarmac at Phoenix Sky Harbor Intemational Airport.

*He did come over and say hello, and speak to my husband and myself, and talk about his
grandchildren and his travels and things like that,” Ms. Lynch said at a news conference in Los Angeles
on Wednesday, where she was promoting community policing. “That was the extent of that. And no
discussions were held into any cases or things like that.”

That did not mollify Republican fawmakers, who said the meeting raised questions about the integrity
of the govemment's investigation.

“In light of the apparent conflicts of interest, | have called repeatedly on Attorney General Lynch to
appoint a special counsel to ensure the investigation Is as far from politics as possible,” Senator John
Cornyn, Republican of Texas and a member of the Judiciary Committee, said in a statement on
Thursday.

The meeting created an awkward situation for Ms. Lynch, a veteran prosecuter who was nominated
from outside Washington’'s normal political circles. In her confirmation, her allies repeatedly sought to
FBI-5



contrast ﬁer- Witﬁ-hé;pr_edecesso;, ér!c H. H&derk;, an-outspoken liberal voice jn theadm&mstragon
who clashed frequently with Republicans who accused him of politicizing the office.

Ms. Lynch has said she wants to handle the Clinton investigation

FBI-6



Kom Michael P. SDOI !Flll

From: Kortari, Michael P. (DO} {FBI)

Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 5:11 PM

To: Mcceabe, Andrew 6. (DO} {FBI); Bowdich, David L. (DO} (FBI); Rybicki, James E.
(DO) {FB1); Kelly, Stephen D. (DO} {FBI}; Steinbach, Michael B. {DO) (FBI);
Priestap, £ W. {CD) (FBi}] Jivo) (Fei)

£c: lames B. Comey

Subject: AG transcript, Aspen Ideas festival, Fii 1 July

JONATHAN CAPEHART: Thank you ali for being here this moring.

Attorney General, thank you very much for being here.

ATTORNEY GENERAL LORETTA LYNCH: Thank you for having me.

CAPEHART: So as Walter said, you have a reputation of having the highest integrity, utmost solid
judgment. So when people heard what went down in Phoenix, a lot of people were like — | mean, fnends
supporters. backers were saying, what on Earth was she thmkmg talking to Bill Clinton?

So what on Earth were you thinking?

{LAUGHTER)

What happened?

LYNCH: We#, | think thal's the question of the day, isnt #?

CAPEHART: Yes.

LYNCH: And | think that's a perfectly reasonable question. | think that's the question that is called, you
know, by what happened in Phoenix because people have also wondered and raised guestions about
my role in the ultimate resolution of matters involving the investigation into the State Department e-

And to the extent that people have questions about that, about my role'int that, certainly my meeting with
him raises guestions and concemns. And so believe me, | completely yet that question. And [ think it is
the question of the day.

But | think the issue is, again, what is my role in how that matter is going to be resolved? And so let me
be clear on how that is going to be resolved. I've gotten that question a lot also over time and we usually
don't go into those deliberations, but | do think t's important that people see what that process is like.

As | have always indicated, the matier is being handled by career agents and investigators with the
Department of Justice. They've had it since the beginning. They are independent...

CAPEHART: Which predates your tenure as aftorney general.

LYNCH: & predates my tenure as attorney general f is the same team and they are acting
FBI-7
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independently. They follow the law, they foliow the facts. That team will make findings. That is to say
they will come up with a chronology of what happened, the factual scenario.

They will make recommendations as to how to resolve what those facts iead to. Those — the
recommendations will be reviewed by career supervisors in the Department of Justice and in the FBI
and by the FBi director. And then, as is the commeon process, they present it to me and | fully expect to
acceptmetrreccnmudamns

CAPEHART: Now, what's interesting here is you say you fully expect to accept the recommendations.

One thing people were saying this moming when the news - when the news broke was that you were,

quote, “recusing yourself" from having any kind of role in the final determination. Is that the case? is that
what you're saying?

LYNCH: Well, a recusal would mean that | wouldn't even be briefed on what the findings were or what
the actions going forward would be. And while | don't have a role in those findings and coming up with
those findings or making those recommendations as to how to'go forward, 1l be briefed on it and | will
be accepting their recommendations.

CAPEHART: And when you say - again, this must be the journalist in me and linguist in me -
accepling to me means here; Madam Altorney General, here are our findings, and you completely
accept them wholeheartedly and then issue them to the public, or you accept them, look them over and
then make your own determination as to what the final determinations will be?

LYNCH: No. The final determination as to how to proceed will be contained within the
recommendations in the report in whatever format the team puts it together, that has not been resolved,
whatever report they provide io me. There will be a review of their investigation, there will be a review of
what they have found and determined to have happened and occurred, and there'll (ph) be their
determinations as to how they feel that the case should proceed.

CAPEHART: And when you say there will be a review, this -- you mean the review will be done by you
once you accept the recommendations and determinations. ..

(LAUGHTER)

LYNCH: No, i understand.

CAPEHART: ... or you're taking about the process of the review...

LYNCH: 'm talking about the initial.

CAPEHART,; ... geftting to that poini?

LYNCH: ... process...

CAPEHART: Got it

LYNCH: .. of how this case will be resolved. This case will be resolved by the team that's been working
on Mromthe beginning. Supervisors always review matters In this case, that review will be career
peopie in the Department of Justice. and also the FBI will review if, up to andmcbdmgthe FBt director,
and that will be the finalization of not just the factual findings. but the next steps in this matter.
CAPEHART: And | find It interesting, several imes now you have made a point of saying career
prosecutors, career officials within the Justice Department. Why -- why are you making that very hard
distinction, that description?

LYNCH: { think a lot of the questions that I've aotten over the — over the past several months. frankly.
FBI-8



Tl -

abO(Amyro&e mmsaweshgabon and whatnwo&ﬁd ﬁke!ybewas aquestson orconcem aboutwhe(her
someone who was a political appointee would be involved in deciding how to investigate a mafter or
what something meant or how should the case proceed going forward.

As | have always said, this matter would be handled by the career people who are independent. They
tive fram administration to administration. Their role is to follow the facts and follow the law and make a
determination as to what happened and what those next steps should be.

But you know, in my role as attorney general, there are cases that come up to me. | am informed of
them from time to time. This case, as you know, has generated a lot of attention. 'l be informed of
those findings as opposed to never reading them or never seeing them. But | will be accepting their
recommendations and their plan for going forward.

CAPEHART: So The New York Times reported this morning that the Justice Department -- Justice
Department officials said back in April that what you're talking about right now was already being
considered. And so the question is, before President Clinton boarded your plane in Arizona, had you
already made the determination that what you're announcing today was indeed what you were going to
do?

LYNCH: Yes, | had already determined that that would be the process And in large part. it's because,
as you - as I'm sure you know, as a journalist, | do get this question a lot. And as f've set on occasions
as to why we don't talk about ongoing investigations in terms of what's being discussed and whao's
being interviewed, is to preserve the integrity of that investigation. \We aiso typically don't talk about the
precess by which we make decisions, and | have provided that response too.

But in this situation, you know, because | did have that meeting, it has raised concerns, | feel, and | feel
that while | can certainly say this matter's going to be handled like any other, as it has always been, 's
going to be resclved like any other, as it was always going to be. | think people need the information
about exactly how that resolution wili come about in order to know what that means and really accept
that and have faith in the ultimate decision of the Department of Justice.

CAPEHART: So back to my first question, the what were you thinking guestion.
(LAUGHTER)

But et me put a different spin on & and ask, when you're -- you're on your plane - from what | have
been -- been in Washington a while and knowmg how the protocol works, you land, folks get off; you get
off. for all sorts of reasons but it's very fast. You're on your plane, and in walks the former president of
the United States. What were you thinking at that moment?

{(LAUGHTER)

LYNCH: Well, as I've said, you know, he said hello and we basically said hello, and | congratulated him
on his grandchildren, as people tend to do. And that led to a conversation about those grandchildren.
who do sound great.

(LAUGHTER)

And that led to a conversation about his travels, and he told me what he had been doing in Phoenix and
various things. And then we spoke about, you know, former Aftorney General Janet Reno. But it really
was a social meeting, and #t was — it was - it really was in that regard.

He spoke to me, spoke to my husband for some time on the plane, and then we moved on. As | have

said befare, though, | do think that no matter how | viewed . understand how people view it. And | think

because of that, and because of the fact that t has now cast a shadow over how this case may
perceived, no matter how it's resolved, it is important to talk about how t will be resolved.

FBI-9



i's important to make i clear that that meeting with President Clinton does not have a bearing on how
this matter will be reviewed, resolved and accepted by me. Because that is the question that # raises.

So, again, no matter how | viewed it — how | viewed the meeting, | think what is important to me is, how
dopeoplevmwedtheDepanmemOfJusncebecauseoﬂha{meemQ?Howdopeopievsewmetem
that is working on this case and has from the beginning, because of that meeting? How do people
viewed the work that we do every day on behalf of the American people, which we strive to do with
integrity and independence?

So m:smequesmnforme andthauswhylteltitwasmpommtaﬂ(abommmnhm
meemgwou&dhaveonmecase whrchnwon‘t but in order to explain that, we have to talk about how it
will be resolved.

CAPEHART: Now, you've known president Clinton for a long time. He is the one who nominated you
andappoﬂedyoutoUS attorney for the Eastern District in 1998, So, iamwondenng do you have -
s0, you have -- you have a refationship, is what | am trying to get at in terms of just long — long-standing
professional relationship.

So, you would be well within your right to say, get off my plane. What are you doing here?
(LAUGHTER)

Do you -- do yois - do you regret not telling the former president of the United States to leave the
premises?

LYNCH: So, well, as I've said, you know, just -- | may have viewed it in a certain light, but the issue is
howdoestmpactﬂmeworkMidoWw&MﬂmDepaﬁmeMochedoes And | — | ceriainly
would not do it again.

(LAUGHTER)

And — you know, because it has cast a shadow over it should not, over what i will not touch. And that is
why, as I've said,  think it is important to tatk about how this matter will be resolved, and how the review
and how the deferminations and decisions will be made. You know, [ can say, as | have said, i's going
tobehandiedbycareerpejoﬂg,andthenwecanmakemnouncememas{owbatitis,bMuntess
people have insight into the process, you know, it's -- they're not going to be able to evaluate that

And the most important thing for me, as the attorney general, is the integrity of this Department of
Justice. And the fact that the meeting that | had is now casting a shadow over how people are going fo
view that work, is something that | take seriously, and deeply and painfully.

And so, tMst‘smmortanttoprowdeasmuchnformauonaswecan so that peopie can have a full
vewoihowwedoourwodgandwhywedoourwork and how this — how this case is going fo be
resolved, as well as how all the cases that we look at are gaing to be resolved.

CAPEHART: And so, of course, what has happened as a result of this are people out there in the world
who are saying, see, this is an example of the system that is rigged against the rest of us.
Andyoup:stsaidmat -that this whole incident has been painful, is one of the -- one of the words — ene
of the words you used. What would you say to the American people who might -- who believe that yes,
indeed. this is an example of Washington rigged against them?

LYNCH: You know, | think that people have a whole host of reasons to have guestions about how we in
government do our business, and how we handle business and how we handie matters.

- Ao A ¥ ow - - a . P . v . - -— . s e
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And | think that, agamn, { understand that my meeting on the plane with farmer President Clinton could
give them another reason to have questions and concerns also. And that is something that -- and that's
where | thought — that's why | said #'s painful to me, because the integrify of the Department of Justice
ts important.

And what | would say to people is to look at the world that we do: look at the matters that we work on
weryday whether they involve a high profile matter or a matter where you've never heard of the person.

Lookatmewctmstha&wedeaiwﬂxquay Lookatmepeep%ematwepmtecievetyday, because
that's our mission. And to the extent that this issue has overshadowed that mission, yes, that’spam
to me.

And so, | think #'s important that we provide as much information as we can, so people can have faith
andcommencemmeworkofmedepammmmeworkofmepeopiewhocaﬁynnmswomevew
day.

CAPEHART And tast question on this. So, when might we expect your acceptance ofmese ﬁndmgs
and determination?

(LAUGHTER)
Are we looking at weeks, months, days?

LYNCH Wel — S0, m:enasoiwnmg,iactua!tydomkmwm because again, t don't have that insight
o -- mmrdsaymmsandbcksofmemveshgahonatmmmhme

They're working on it: they're working on it very hard. They're working on i to make sure that they're as
thorough as they can be, that they've covered every angle, that they've looked at every issue. They're
domg the work that the people in the Department of Justice do every s&ngie day.

Andlcouidnmbemepmudofmatwork Mdtcoddaotbemreprmﬂtopresemmatworktome
American people, when this matter is resolved. And we can let people know the conclusions of this
mnvestigation.

CAPEHART: Maving on. .
{end of relevant comments}
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Fﬁnkllni Shirlethia ‘OAGI

From: Franklin, Shirlethia (OAG)

Sent: Tuesday, june 28, 2016 1:22 PM

To: (sECD} (FBI}] “seco) (FBil ]
{Lv} {F8i}

Subject: Fwd: Bill Clinton meeting?

FY1 - stepping out to deal with this.
Shirlethia
Begin forwarded message:

From: "Lewis; Kevin 5. {OPA}" <kslewis@]jmd.usdoj.gov<maiitozkslewis@jmd.usdoj.govs>

Date: june 28, 2016 at 10:18:08 AM MST ‘

To: "Pokomy, Carolyn (OAG)” <cpokomy@jmd.usdoj.gov<mailto:cpokomy@jmd.usdoj.gov>>

Ce: "Newman, Melanie {OPA}" <mnewman@jmd.usdoj.gov<mailto:mnewman@jmd.usdoj.g
ov>>, "Axelrod, Matthew {ODAG)" <maaxelrod@jmd.usdoj.gov<mailto:maaxelrod@jmd.usdoj.go
v>>, "Franklin, Shirlethia {OAG)" <shfranklin@jmd.usdoj.gov<maiito:shiranklin@jmd. usdoj.gov>>
, "Amatury, Uma (OAG)" <uamuluru@jmd.usdoj.gov<mailto:uamuluru@jmd. usdoj.gov>>
Subject: Re: Bill Clinton meeting?

+ SF and Uma
Sent from my iPhone

On Jun 28, 2016, at 10:15 AM, Pokorny, Carolyn {OAG) <cpokomy@jmd.usdo].gov<malito:cpokomy
@jmd.usdoj.gov>> wrote:

+Matt.
I'm free.
{ will get a conference call line.

Carolyn Pokorny

Office of the Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pannsylvania Avenue N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20530

Email: carolyn.pokorny@usdoj.gov<mailto:carolyn.pokomy@usdoj.gov> Office: (202} 616-2372 Cell:

B b6 per OIP

From: Newmnan, Melanie {OPA)

Sent: Tuesday, June 28, 2016 1:15 PM

To: Pokorny, Carolyn {OAG}); Lewis, Kevin S. {OPA)
Subject: Fwd: Bill Clinton meeting?

WEn ek bn balle e an wati] B b6 per OIP
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WVE HERU L Lk ¥ I W .ueul | b6 per OIP

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Levine, Mike"| | b6 per orp
Date: june 28, 2016 at 1:14:13 PM EDT

To: Melanie Newman <Melanie.Newman@usdoj.gov<mailto:Melanie.Newman@usdoj.gov>>, Kevin
Lewis <Kevin.S.Lewis@usdoj.gov<mailto:Kevin.S.Lewis@usdoj.goy>>

Subject: Bill Clinton meeting?

Hey guys, wanted to address something ASAP... Apparently our affiliate in Phoenix is hearing that the
AG met with Bill Clinton on a plane last night for close to an hour. They seem to think it's somehow
connected to the Benghazl report released today {I'm not sure what the connection would be). But
hoping | can provide them some guidance ASAP. Thanks

—Mike

FBI-13



From: | |(SECD) {FBI) b6 -1,2

Sent: ‘Saturday, July 02, 2016 2:28 PM bic -1,2
To: I |
Subject: Re: EXCLUSIVE: Security Source Details Bill Clinton Maneuver to Meet Loretta

Lynch — Observer

Thank you Sir, | appreciate that.

--— Qriginal Message ——

From I
Sent: Saturday, July 02, 2016 02:19 PM oo =1,3
To Jseco) iFay)

Subject: Re: EXCLUSIVE: Security Source Details Bill Clinton Maneuver to Meet Loretta Lynch - Observer

Thank you for the response. r'd like 1o think | learned a little about security, watching the high level of
prpfess_ional’ism of your team.l

b6 -1,2

> On Jul 2, 2016, at 1:47 PM,| Jiseco) Feiy Jwirote: b7C -1,2
>

> Sir,

> .

> Thank you for the article.

g , el BL

> { agree with your assessment about the source, which in reading the article, | believe was one of the
tocal PO officer assisting with one of the two motorcade there on the Tarmac. Either way, they should
have never offered any type of opinion or details of what did or didn't happen, as this is the most
principle and basic tenant.of executive protection.

>

> Unfortunately, this article is a breach in-security protocol and I am addressing it with the Phoenix-
division to make certain that they pursuit this-and identify the source of the breach.

>

5 The fortunate piece of this article is that the majority of the tactics and fogistics that the article
mentions ara textbook procedures and industry standard for most executive protection details.

>

> Let me know if have any other questions or concerns.

>
> Thank you,

b6 -1
%, b7C -1

FBI-14
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>

>

> — Original Message -

> From: ] S
 Sent: Saturday, July 02, 2016 12:09 PM iy e
> Toyl Jiseco) (Fai

> Subject: EXCLUSIVE: Security Source Details Bill Clinton Maneuver to Meet Loretta Lynch - Observer
>

> _ _

> httpsglfwww.goqgle;comlamp{pbserver,comlzmﬁi()?/exczluslvefsecudtv4squ_rt';e-details-bill-cllnton-
maneuver-to-meet-loretta-lynch/amp/?client=s afari¥#

>

» Good morning, sir

>

> I've attached a news article that | thought you might be interested in. The so called "informant™ talks
about what happened on the tarmac at the airport, which sounds somewhat accurate. But, what i found
most disturbing was the mentioning of security procedures by FBI and/or Secret Service.

> Hey, I'm just a layman, but this person sounds like a security threat to me. Please read the article {if
you haven't already) because V'd love to get your opinion on this. Feel free to call me on my cell, if
that's easier than emailing.

>

> Thanks, ‘
b6 -2
‘ b7C -2
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SECD) (FBI
lbbﬁ-l

b7C -1
From: | KSECD) {FBl)
Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016 2:06 PM
To: v (FBi};I |(SECD} (FBI);
L(m) [Fet)] (SECD) {FBi); [(secb
(B[ [y s JsEco) tFan:I
Jiny) {FBi}{ J{HO) (F8i);| j(HO) (FBY}; b6 -1
SECD) (FBi}| b7C -1

{CG} {FBI);
r "
(SECD) {FBI}{ |(SECD {FBI); fsecD)
(Fauy [(SECD] (¥B1)
Ce: I |SECD) (FBI)
Subject: Must Read Security Article

All,

Please read the attached article, regarding the AG's meeting with Clinton, | believe that the source
guoted in this article is one of the focal Phoenix LEQO's. Needless to say that | have contacted the
Phoenix office and will contact the local's who assisted in an attempt to stem any further damage. This
is exactly why our Discretion and judgement are the foundation of the AG's trust In our team, which is
why we can never violate that trust, like the source did In this article.

http://observer.com/2016/07/exclusive-security-source-details-bill-clinton-maneuver-to-meet-loretta-

tynch/

L | ¥OU,
b6 ~1
b7C -1
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SECD) (FBI

Freims |(seco) iFey) S92
Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016.2:18 PM
To: [isEcoj (Fa)
Subject: Re: Must Read Security Article
Absclutely!
From:|_ (SECD) (FBI}
Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016 02:16 PM
To J(sECD) (FBI} )
Subject: RE: Must Read Security Article b7C -1
This article is infuriating
Original message
From:l kSECD) {F8Y)"| |
Date: 07/03/2016 2:05 PM (GMT-05:00}
Te:| J{Lv) (FB1)1 [{SECD) (FBY)"
|{sECD) {F81)"
J{SECD} {FBY"| {SECD) {FBI}" o
|{NY} {FB1)" BIe -1
liseco; (Fay)"
Jny) (FBY)”
[tHo] (FBY)"L |
GIORGE:DE [{SECD (FBi}"

|{SECD) {FBI} |
[(CG) (F8Y)"[ {SECD] {F8Y)"

liseCoj (F8y)"
J(SECD] {F81}"
Kwr) (Fan |
{SECD} (FBI)"| fSECD (FBY)” -
[(SECD;} {FBH"
JSECD) (FBi}"{

| b6 -1
b7C -1

o] [5Eco) 7oy
Subject: Must Read Security Article

Al

Please read the attached antitie, regarding the AG's meeting with Clinton. { belieye that the source quoted in this articie is
one of the local Phoenix LEG'S. Neediess to say that { have contacted the Phoenix office and will contact the local’s who
assisted in an attermpt to stem any further damage. This is exactly why our Discretion and Judgement are the foundatian
of the AG's trust in our team, which iswhy we can never violate that trust, iike the source did in this article.
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From: [ KSECD} {FB‘) b6 -1
Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016 2:53 PM b7C -1
To: | | (SECD) {FBI)

Subject: Re: Must Read Security Article

That might not be a bad idea, given the tircumstances.

From:| [(SECD} {FBI}
Sent: Sunday, July 83, 2016 02:45 FM
Yo (SECD) (FBT}

Subject: RE: Must Read Security Article

bé -1
b7C -1

You think there will be'a need for non-disclosure agréements in the future?

SA| |

Federal Bureau of investigation
Attomey General's Protection Detail
{cell}

{office}

——— Original message -——

b6 -1
b7C -1

From:| liseco) (Feiy]

Date: 07/03/2016 2:05 PM {GMT-05:00)

Tou [{Lv) {¥81}"]

|{sECD]) {F8i}"

liseco) {F8y)°] |

fisecoy} (Fey]

l{SECD) {F8Y)"

TG

(SECD) (FBY)"

“Jinv) (FBYy”

bé -

b7C

(G|

HO) [F81]

|(SECD {FBI}"

[{(SECD) {FBI}"|

[{CG} {FBY"]

[SECo) (FBY)"

EIGTR

l(SECD] (FBY)"

[(wr) (FB1)]

{SECD] (FBY) ]

{SECD {FBY}”

[SECD) (FBL"

[[EEDEG:S |

Cc:) KSECD) (F81)"|

Subject: Must Read Security Article

Al

b6 -1
b7C -1

Piease read the attached article, regarding the AG's meeting with Clinton. { beiieve thatthe source quoted in this article’is

one of the locat Phoenix LEQ's Neediess trs sav that | have contactad the Phoenix nffice and wili contact the local’s whn

FBI-18
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assisted in an attempt ta stem any further damage. This is exactly why our Discretion and Judgement are the foundation
of the AG s trust in our team, which is why we can never yviolate that trust, fike the source did in-this article:
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| kSECb“Fm!

From: (SECD) {FBI)
Sent: Sunday, july 03, 2016 5:18 PM
To: | |{CG) {FBi)
Subject: Re: Must Read Security Article

No § think it was one the PX PD sHficers helping both motorcades.

from: {CG) (FBI}

Sent: Sunday, July 03, 2016 05:12 PM

vo:[_ J(SECD) (FBT bé -1
Subject:; RE: Must Read Security Article B =i

Do you think it was a swat guy?

------ -- Qriginal message —-—-—

From: (SECD} {¥Bi}]

Date: 07/03/2016 5:12 PM {GMT-05:00]

b6 -1
b7C -1

Toi| CG) {FBH}"

Subject: Re: Must Read Security Article

b6 -1
b7C -1

i'm trying to find out thru the PX STL. Hopefully, we wiil find out and st the very minimum, make sure he

never works an any detail.

Sent: Su July 03, 2016 05:09 PM
TO‘I (SECD} {FBI}

Subject: RE: Must Read Security Article

We need to find that guy and bring him or her before a supervisor and opr

Original message ———
From] |iseco; treiy]

Date: §7/03/2016 2:05 PM {GMT-05:00}

b6 -1
b7C -1

Yoy J{LV} {FBi}"|

_ISECD) (FBI)" b6 -1

[iseco) ieay'T

b7C -1

ISECD] (FBU"]

JSECD) (FBY}"

IINV\ICRH"
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| SERPRTY
{SECDj (FBI)™ b6 -1
(NY} (FBY}" b7Cc -1
J{HO) (F8i}"| ]
{HO]) (FBI}"| [SECD (FB1}"
{SECD) (Fai}"| |
| ESYEN |{SECD) {FBI)"
lisEcD) (FBY)"
_}{sECD} (FBY)”
fowr tren| A
(SECD) (F8i)"] {SECD (FBY)"
KSECD) {FBY" N
SECD) (FBI}" 5
&= [{SECO) (P81 L : 11 . B
Subject: Must Read Security Article

All,

Piease read the attached article, regarding the AG's meeting with Clinton. { believe that the source quoted in this articie is
one of the local Phoenix LEO's, Neediess tosay that { have contacted the Phoenix office and will contect the focal's whe
assisted in'an attempt to stem any further damage. This is exactly why our Discretion and judgement are the foundation’
of the AG's trust in our team, which is why we can never violate that trust, {ike the source did in this article.
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From: NPO

Sent:  Thursday, June 30, 2016 2:38 PM

To: Press {IMD)

Ce: Carr, Peter (OPA) {IMD)

Subject:. FW: security details coordinate between Loretta Lynch/Bill Clinton?

Susan McKee.

Unit Chief

National Press Office

FBI Office of Public Affairs

Sbile b6 -1

From: Zapotosky, Matt [mailto:matt.zapotosky@washpost.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2016 12:44 FM
Subject: security details coerdinate between Loretta Lynch/Bill Clinton?

Hi—

Weird question, but 'm trying to confirm that the reason former president Biil Clinton knew Attorney
General Loretta Lynch was at an airport in Phoenix this week is that the agents working their respective
security details (FBI in the case of the Attorney General} were coordinating during the time they were both
on the tarmac. Is anyone able to shed light on that question of how the former president knew the Attorney
General had just landed and how a meeting between the two of them Happened?

i#any-ibanks.
Matt Zap | The Washington Post

cell}

_ b6 -2
(202} 334-5873 {office)
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Quinn, Richard P. (DO} (FBI

From: Quinn, Richard P. {DO) {FBH}

Sent: Wednesday, June 29, 2016 4:55 PM

To: Newman, Melanie (OPA) {JMD); Kortan, Michael P. (DO} (FBI)
Ce: Lewis, Kevin S. {OPA) (JMD}

Subject: RE: FI.AG

Copy/thanks Melanie.

Richard B Quinn
Fedesst Bureau of investigation
MediaSnvestigative Publicity

Ol

mi b6 -1

—----- Original message ~——

From: "Newman, Melanie {OPA)” <Melanie.Newman@usdoj.gov>

Date: 06/29/2016 4:39 PM (GMT-05:00}

To: "Quinn, Richard P. (DO} {FBI)"| | “Kortan, Michael P. (DO} (FBI)"

6 -1

Ce: "Lewis, Kevin S, (OPA) [IMD]" <Kevin.S.Lewis@usdoj.gov>
Sub}ecl FLAG

1 want to flag a story that is gaining some traction tonight. Daily Caller, The Hill and FOX News have picked up
a jocal Phoenix news report about a casual, unscheduled meeting between former president Bill Clinton and
the AG. it happened on Monday night. Our talkers on this are below, along with the transcript from the AG's
Phoenix presser, where she was asked about this. Happy to discuss further by phone, Please let me know if
you get any questions about this. Thanks.

REPORTER: Sources say that yon met last night with former president Bill Cirton. Did the topic of Benghazi
- come up at all, or can yon tell us what was discussed?

ATTORNEY GENERAL LYNCH: No. Actually, while I was landing at the airport, ] did see President
Clinton at the Phoenix airport as [ was leaving, and he spoke to myself and my busband on the plane. Our
conversation was a great deal about his grandchildren. It was pramary social and about owr travels. He
mentioned the golf he plaved in Phoenx, and he mentioned travels he'd had in West Virginia. We talked about
former Attorney General Janet Reno, for example, whom we both know, ‘but there was no discussion of any
matter pending before the department or any matter pending before any other body. There was no discossion
of Benghazi, no discussion of the state department emails, by way of example. 1 would say the curreat news of
the day was the Brexit decision, and what that might mean. And again, the department’s not involved in that or
mplicated in that.

b5 per OIP
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b5 per OIP

Melanie R. Newman

Director, Office of Public Affairs
U.S. Department of justice
Direct: 202-305-1920

Cell

SMeilanie

b6 per OIP

FBI-24



DO) (FBI

From: fooj) (Fai) s
Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 12:27 PM

To: | [{DO} (F81); Kortan, Michael P. {DO) (F8I); OPA-NPO

Subject: RE: FBI agents-no photos story

Was it perhaps hersecurity detail? They are FB agents.,

from[ (0o (FeY)

Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 12:24 FM b6 -1
To: Kortan, Michael P, (DO} (FBI); OPA-NPO

Subject: FBI agents-no photos story

FYSA,
ABC's jack Date called to ask about this claim and we hadn’t heard about it prior tohiscall.  He's goingtocall
DOJ to-ask.

Reporter: FBI ordered ‘no photos, no pictures,
no cell phones’ during Clinton/Lynch meeting
posted at 7:21 am on July 1, 2016 by Larry O'Connor

Reporter Christopher Sign of ABC 15 in Phoenix, AZ appeared on The O'Reilly Factor Thursday night to talk
about is scoop involving that secret meeting between fonmer President Bill Clinton and Attorney General
Loretta Lynch.

“The former president steps into her plane. They then speak for 30 minutes privately. The FBI there on the
tarmac- instrcting everybody around “no photos, no pictures, no cefl phones ™

Interesting

First of afl, it isn’t the FBI's job to tell journalists or private citizens they can't take photographs of a former
president and the Attomey General What wete the ageats going to do, arrest people for taking a picture ot
video?

Also, # there was nothing wrong with the meeting and it was totally innocent, why were federal agents instructed
to demand no one take a picture?

Finally, let's stop focusing on the fact that this mesting was isappropriate because Clinton’s wife is oader
investigation by Lynch’s Justice Department. [ mean, that's bad_ but #'s actually letting Lynch and Clinton off
the hook a bit. By focusing on the appearance of conflict becanse Hillary Clinton is being mvestigaied, we are
willfully overlooking the very real conflict in the fact that Clinson himself is under investigation. as the Grand
Poo-bah at the Clinton Foundation (Fox News)

i g KU - o ] ) SSEPOEEN NONE AT, /o ERSSEY N SIS LI VIPVSIORLERS ST LY (T SR NI AL 24! TSI K W
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whether the possible “intersection” of Clinton Foundation work and State Department business may have
violated public corruption laws, three mteligence sources not authorized to speak on the record told Fox News.

This newmme track is in addition to the focus on classified miaterial found on Clinton’s personal server.

Department contracts and whether regular processes were followed,™ one source said.

Yes, the mvestigation into the intersection of Chinton Foundation donations and the State Department stimes
Hillary Clinton since i happened during her tennre as Secretary of State, but what about Bill Clinton? If the
State Department and Hillary Clinton acted improperly or illegaly by commingling staff and by granting favors
to Clinton Fonndation doriors, isn't the Clinton Foundation, and Bill Clinton equally guilty of wrongdoing?

This may explain why the day after the sarreptitions meeting 1 Phoenix, Lynch’s Justice Department informed a
judge they were going to drag their feet on the release of emails connecting the former president’ s foundation
and the State Department: (Daily Caller)

Department of Justice officials filed a motion i federal court late Wednesday seeking a 27-month delay in
procucing correspondence between former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton’s four top aides and officials with
the Cinton Foundation and Teneo Holdings, 2 closely afied public relations firs that Bill Clinton helped lmmch.

¥ the court permits the delay. the public won't be able to read the communications untit October 2018, about

22 months mto her prospective first term as President. The four senior Clinton aides imvolved were Deputy
Assistant Secretary of State Michael Fuchs, Ambassador-At-Large Melanne Verveer, Chief of Staff Cheryl
Mills, and Deputy Chief of Staff Huma Abedin

I guess when all of this adds up, #'s clear why Lynch and her FBI agents were so intent on keeping this
mappropriate meeting private.
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From: L oo} (F81) ~TN
Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 1:24 PM
To: [ lioo) (raiy;| _[DO}) (FBI); Quinn, Richard P. (DO}
{FBi); Kortan, Michael P. {DQ) (FBi}
Subject: FW: FBI agents-no photos story
From:[ (00} (FBI}

Sent: Friday, Jely 01, 2016 1:23 PM
Yo:! J(SECD) (FBI}
: RE: FBI agents-no photos story b6 -1

Thanigsl:—_l Doubt we would say anything, but for darificstion will be goed to know.,

From: {SECD} (FBD)

Sent: 16 1:22 PM b6 -1
Yo {DOj (FBL

Subject: RE: FBI agents-no phofos story

vanckxpsttaikedtoDOl They are waiting to respond until they can talk to AGPD to determine exactly what
bapperied AGPD is traveling back to DC now.

------- - Original message —------
From: O) (FBI)' |

Data- 67012 1:13 PM {GMT-05:00)

Te| _|(SECD) (FBIY'| | b6 -1

Subject ¥W- FBI agents-no photos story

Here's the local arficie —national NBC has picked it ypand asked us aboal it. We are reaching oul to 003 OPA
as weil; but thank you for the cartacts!

From: | (DO) {FBI) b6 -1
Sent: Friday, July 01, 2016 12:24 PM

Yo: Kortan, Michael P. (DO} {FBI}; OPA-NPO
Subject: F8] agents-no photos story

FYSA,
ABC's Jack Date called to askabout this claim and we hadn’t heard about it prior to his call. He's goingtocalt
FBI-27




DO to'ask.

Reporter: FBI ordered ‘no photos, no pictures,
no cell phones’ during Clinton/Lynch meeting
posted at 7:21 am on July 1, 2016 by Larry O'Connor

RepoﬁaChstophaS:pcfABC linPhomAZappeatedonﬂwO'ReilyFamT!nsdavmtomk

about his scoop imvolving that secret meeting between former Presideat Bill Cliton and Attomey General
Loretta Lynch.

“The former president steps info ket plane. They then speak for 30 minutes privately. The FBI thete on the
tanmac instructing evetybody around “no photos, no pictures, no cell phones.™

Interesting.

Farst of all, it tsn't the FBI's job to tel journalists or private citizens they can't take photographs of a former
president and the Aftomey General. What were the ageats. going to do, arrest people for taking a pictare or
video?

Also, ikemmgmm&m&dtwasw&ymm wﬁywaefedesd agents instructed
to demand no one take a picture?

Finally. let's stop focusing on the fact that this meeting was mappropriate becanse Chinton’s wife is vnder
mvestigation by Lynch’s Justice Departinent. | mean, that's bad, but #t's actually lefting Lynch and Clnton off
the hook a bit. By focusing on the appearance of conflict because Hillary Clinton is beng mvestigated, we are
willfully overlooking the very real confict in the fact that Clinton himself is under imvestigation, as the Grand
Poo-bah at the Clinton Foundation. (Fox News)

The FBI mvestigation into Hillary Chnton’s use of prvate emaid as secretary of state has expanded to look at
whether the possible “intersection” of Clinton Foundation work and State Department business may have
violated public corruption laws, three intelligence sources not authorized to speak on the record told Fox News,

This new investigative track is in addition to the focus on classified material found on Clinton's personal server.

“The agents are investigating the possible intersection of Clinton Foundation donations, the dispensation of State
Department contracts and whether regular processes were folowed.™ one source said

Yes. the investigation into the intersection of Clinton Foundation donations and the State Department simes
Hillary Clinton since it happened during her tenure as Secretary of State, but what about Bill Clinton? If the
State Department and Hillary Chiaton acted mproperly or flegallv by commingling staff and by grasting favors
to Clinton Foundation donors, isn't the Clinton Foundation, and Bilf Clinton equally guilty of wrongdomng?

This may explain why the day after the surreptitions meeting in Phoenix, Lynch’s Justice Department asformed a.

fudge they were going to drag their feet on the release of ematls connecting the former president’s foundation

and the State Department: (Daily Caller)

Dennrtment of Tadice officislc flad n motion in faderal et tnte Wadnactny wesling a 27-manth debiv in
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the Clinton Foundation and Teneo Holdings, a closely alied public refations firm that Bill Cliton helped lmnch.

I the court permits the delay, thepab&wontbcabictore&i&ecmmmcammmﬁ%bax}is about
22 mmﬁtsﬂohugxospecmﬁmttemms?;esdmtmfmmmmmsmohredwuem
Assistant Secretary of State Michael Fuchs, Ambassador-At-Large Melanne Verveer, Chief of Staff Cheri
Mills, and Deputy Chief of Staff Huma Abedin.

1 guess when all of this adds up, it's clear why Lynch and her FBI agents were 50 intent on keeping this
inappropriate meeting private.
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