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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

 

In re GRAND JURY SUBPOENA NO. 7409 Grand Jury Action No. 18-41 
 
Chief Judge Beryl A. Howell 

 

ORDER 

On July 11, 2018, in connection with Special Counsel Robert S. Mueller, III

investigation into foreign interference with the 2016 presidential election, a federal grand jury 

sitting in the District of Columbia issued a subpoena to a Corporation from Country A.  See 

Mem. Op. (Sept. 19, 2018) at 1, ECF No. 42.  The Corporation moved to quash that subpoena, 

grand jury matter.  Given that this case is 

about a grand jury subpoena, the resulting proceedings have largely been conducted under seal in 

this Court, in the D.C. Circuit, see In re Grand Jury, No. 18-3071 (D.C. Cir.), and in the 

Supreme Court, see In re Grand Jury, No. 18-948 (U.S.). 

On February 26, 2019, the Reporters Committee for the Freedom of the Press moved to 

unseal, at least in redacted form, several types of records and information in this matter, 

See 

ECF No. 94.  On April 1, 2019, the Court granted that motion in part.1  Specifically, the Court: 

(1) denied the request for the release of orders as moot given that the Court had already released, 

with appropriate redactions, the orders issued in this matter, Mem. Op. & Order (Apr. 1, 2019) at 

4, ECF 116; (2) denied the request that any publicly released documents identify the subpoena 

                                                 
1  On April 23, 2019, the D.C. Circuit similarly granted in a part a motion from the Reporters Committee to 

See Order, In re Grand Jury, No. 18-3071 
(D.C. Cir. Apr. 23, 2019). 



2 
 

recipient, id. at 10 11; and (3) granted the request to unseal briefs and transcripts with 

appropriate redactions, id. at 5 10.  As part of that Order, the government and the Corporation 

were directed to consult and file a joint report advising the Court which records may be unsealed, 

and to propose any necessary redactions.  Id. at 11.  On April 30, 2019, the parties were directed 

to review five additional records to determine whether they could be unsealed, and to propose 

any necessary redactions.  See Min. Order (Apr. 30, 2019). 

On June 3, 2019, the parties submitted their report.  See Joint Report (June 3, 2019), ECF 

No. 130.  Six records, they agreed, can be unsealed in full.  Id. at 1.  For the remaining records, 

the parties have agreed on proposed redactions to be applied prior to any unsealing.  Id.2  Having 

reviewed these proposed redactions, the records will be unsealed in conformity with t

recommendations.  int 

Report and a redacted copy of the docket sheet, which is attached as Attachment A to this Order. 

Thus, upon consideration of the Joint Report, it is hereby 

ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court unseal , without 

any redactions, ECF Nos. 71, 73, 94, 103, 104, 108, and 130; and it is further 

ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court unseal the 

redacted versions of ECF Nos. 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 12, 16, 27, 28, 29, 38, 45, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 58, 59, 

66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 74, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 84, 87, 92, 102, 106, 109, 114, 119, 120, 125, and 126, 

which are  

                                                 
2  Five filings in this case had attached as an exhibit a copy of a record that already has been made public in 
redacted form.  In each instance, the parties replaced the original exhibit with the version that has been made public.  
See Joint Report (June 3, 2019) at 1 2.  
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ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court unseal and pos

and a redacted copy of the docket sheet in this matter, which redacted docket sheet is attached as 

Attachment A to this Order. 

Date: June 7, 2019 

__________________________ 
BERYL A. HOWELL 
Chief Judge 












































