
AS SPACEMEN STALK JIM
COMEY, LOANER AUSA
TYLER LEMONS DOXED
HIM
On October 20, in response to a Gateway Pundit
article reporting on Judge Michael Nachmanoff’s
decision not to accelerate the government’s bid
for a privilege review, a guy writing under the
moniker Spaceman Chuck claimed “we already have
a team on” making sure that Comey “go[es] down”
if he is not convicted.

A month earlier, in response to John Brennan’s
criticism of the Comey indictment, Spaceman
Chuck commented that their safety is not
guaranteed.

As CourtWatch reported, Spaceman Chuck, AKA Greg
Formicone, was arrested Wednesday for these
threats, as well as others targeting Letitia
James (also in response to a Judge’s decision)
and Hunter Biden.

That very same day, in a hearing regarding the
very same topic as that Gateway Pundit article —
that is, the government’s bid to breach Jim
Comey’s privileged communications — there was an
exchange that hinted at how Loaner AUSA Tyler
Lemons had made it easier for nutjobs like
Spaceman Chuck.

Magistrate Judge William Fitzpatrick started the
hearing by discussing warrants used to seize
material from Dan Richman over five years ago.
He asked whether the original warrants could be
unsealed.

Rebekah Donaleski, representing Comey, asked to
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be able to propose redactions before the
warrants are unsealed. She explained they were
primarily hoping to seal things like email
addresses.

THE COURT: Are your redactions simply
limited to PII information or are they
substantive in nature?

MS. DONALESKI: We expect that it will be
primarily PII information or things of
that nature, so email addresses, ID
numbers, things —

But those kinds of things, Fitzpatrick noted,
are already required to be sealed under court
rules.

THE COURT: Anything like that, under
court rules, are already going to be
sealed. So anything having to do with
emails, phone numbers, anything like
that is never going to be unsealed with
respect to this. But with respect to any
of the substantive information, the more
factual information, do you still want a
chance to review that?

In a follow-up, Donaleski suggested that “the
government has a different position” on whether
those things are PII.

MS. DONALESKI: We would appreciate that.
And, Your Honor, with respect to the
PII, I understand the government has a
different position on what is PII, so I
appreciate Your Honor’s view that email
addresses and phone numbers should be
redacted as PII.

Lemons responded by suggesting that phone
numbers and email addresses are not PII under
Local Rules (which will surely go over well with
Fitzpatrick).

There was basically a discussion between
Defense and the government as exactly



what is required to be redact — what is
considered PII under Local Rule 47 and
then the Federal Rule of Criminal
Procedure 49, and telephone numbers and
email addresses are not considered that,
but per the Defense’s request, when they
requested us to redact that information,
we did make that redaction, and we think
that is the appropriate way to proceed
going forward to make sure both parties
are having a collegial conversation and
redacting what needs to be redacted; and
if there are any lingering issues that
remain after that, it’s something
appropriately brought to the Court prior
to anything being filed on the docket.

Neither Donaleski nor Lemons mentioned what this
discussion about PII referenced. But it is
undoubtedly a reference to the way Lemons
released exhibits in support of a filing earlier
that week, leaving email addresses and phone
numbers unredacted. Even after the first round
of redactions, a phone number for Comey remained
unredacted (it has since been redacted), though
well before Comey and Richman’s PII was
redacted, prosecutors had redacted an FBI email.

I’m fairly certain the threats from Forticone
were nowhere near the first credible threats
targeting Comey. Yet instead of minimizing such
a threat, Lemons fueled it.


