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Wash ing ton ,  D .C .  20035-6128

Dear Mr. Herren:

Following up ny telephone conversation with you on December 12th,
wherein you indicated that you do not receive copies of what is
being reported in the New York papers about the Justice
Depar tmen t  I  s  i nves t i ga t i ve  p robe  and  the  cu r ren t  cou r t
proceedings, I am transmitt ing to you the pert inent art icles.

Although we were naturally disappointed by the federal courtrs
December 22, L994 decision granting New Yorkrs sunmary judgment
motion, we are heartened by the front-page report in yesterdayrs
Law Journal that the Justice Department is planning to appeal.
You can count on us to assist you in any way we can.

As discussed, we are gett ing a great deal of response to our
October 26, L994 New York Timest Op-Ed advert isernent (Exhibit
att l  -- including from people asking us about whether we have gone
to the Justice Department. I l lustratj-ve of this is a December
7th letter of Lorraine White--a copy of which I enclose (Exhibit
r t B r  

)  .

f direct your attention to my April 26, L994 letter to you, which
supplied you with a fuII copy of the fites in Castracan v.
Colavita and Sadv v. Murphv, identical to our transmission of
those fi les in May ]-992 to c. oliver Kopperr in his capacity as
Chairman of the Assenbly Judiciary Committee (Exhibit rrcrr). In
that letter to you I stated:

rr l ,et there be no mistake about i t :  what is
here involved is criminal conduct of the nost
profound nature, which should be referred for
c r i m i n a l  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  b y  t h e  J u s t i c e
Department. Indeed, as discussed by phone,
as early as January l_991, w€ notif  ied the
U.S .  A t to rney  i n  Wh i te  P la ins  (914 -993-
L9O2) of the poli t ical machinations in the
Ninth Judic ia l  Dis t r ic t ,  a f fect ing the
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integrity of the franchise and the judiciary,
and, in March L992, transrnitted to that
off ice the same fuII set of the papers in
Castracan and Sady, as is herein being
transmitted.

rndeed, on Aprir 27, l-994--the day forrowing my aforesaid letter
to you--we f i led a criminar complaint with the so-calred
Corruption Investigation Division of the Brooklyn Distr ict
At torney.  A copy of  that  compla int  is  enc losed (Exhib i t  nDr) - -
which, wQ, thereafter, expanded to encompass a criminal cornplaint
against  the At torney Genera l ts  of f ice r r for  the i r  f i l ings of  fa lse
?nd perjurious instruments in the Appellate Division in Brooklyn
in connection with thelr representation of the respondentE-in ttre
Article 78 proceedingrrl  frougnt by my mother.

Although we long ago substantiated our aforesaid complaints by
supplying the Corruption Investigation Division with thL f i les i ;1
the Art icre 78 proc.eeding and in the underrying discipl inary
proceedings--alI neticulously i ternized and cross-referenced, iL
has become apparent to us that the Corruption Investigation
Division has been stalr ing--a fact further reflected ry my
motherrs most recent letter to i t ,  dated November 29, Lgg|
(Exhibit trgt ' ;--to which, more than a month later, there has been
re response.

under these and other circurnstances--including the on-going
refusal of the Commission on Judicial Conduct and the State
Ethics Commission to take the investigative steps mandated by the
documented evidence of misconduct by sitting judges and woufa-Ue
judges and of the New York state Board of Erections, which we
have presented to them--we ask that you direct this matter to the
Justice Departmentrs Integrity Section.

Fina11y, in reviewing rny previous correspondence with you, r note
that when r transmitted to your under my May 23, Lg94
coverletler, the papers in the l-993 Reda v. Mehiel election case,
chalrenging the vj-orations of the Erection Law at the l-993
Democratic Judicial Nominating Convention in the Ninth Judicial
Distr ict, r promised to send you a copy of the transcript of the
Board of  E lect ionrs hear ing on the object ions of  V incent  Reda.
It is herewith enclosed.

As that transcript reveals, nost of the Boardrs hearing was
devoted to Mr. ,Redars objection that the Democrats had displnsed
with cal l ing of the ro11 at some point after i t  was beguri. As
refrected by the transcript of the Boardrs ,special Meetingrr--

i  My JuIy 11, Lggl letter to the Corruption Investigation
Divis ion of  the Brooklyn D.A. rs of f ice.
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which f sent you on May 23, 1-994--the Board of Elections disposed
of that objection by the art iculated posit ion of two of i ts Lhree
nembers that Mr. Redar os a Republican, had no standing to object
to the conduct of the Democratic Convention.

Thg foregoing, of course, contrasts sharply with the nanner in
which the Board of Elections handred tnL objections of or.
Castracan and Professor  Bonel I i ,  whose f i led Speci f icat ions
raj-sed a more fundamentar rol l  calr objection io the l_990
Democratic Judicial Noninating Convention, to wit:

r rThe RoIL was not  ca l led. . .To the contrary ,  a
r e s o l u t i o n .  [ w a s ]  a d o p t e d  p u r p o r t i n g  t o
d ispense wi th  the ca l l ing of  the ro l l . t t
(Exhib i t  r rF-2r t )  .

However, whereas Mr. Reda, the chairman of the Rockrand county
Repubrican committee, was afforded a hearing by the Board on his
rorl carr objection, the Board did not affbrd a hearing to Dr.
Castracan and Professor  BoneI I i  on the i r  ro l l  ca l l  obJect ion.
And, as refl-ected by the Castracan/Bonell i  Specif i6ations,
Professor Bone.l l i  was - expressly iaentihiea as i la duly enrol led
mernber of the Dernocratic Partytr (Exhibit nF-1n)

And so comrnenced the Castracan v. Colavita case--from which all
the rest is history.

Yours for  a  qual i ty  jud ic iary ,

3Q<qA'RW
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator

Enclosures

P.s. By yay of update: $Ie are persevering with a ,certx
petit ion to the u.s. suprerne courL--the New york
state court of Appeals having denied review of my
motherrs  Ar t ic re 7g proceeding,  both as of  r igh l
(s / i ,2 /94)  and by way of  leave (s /29/94,)  .  rn  rn ia_
october, we served a cornplaint in'  a federal
act ion--a l -so ca l led Sassower v .  Mangano,  et  a l . ,
but with added defendants--among tnem,
cenera l  c .  o l iver  Koppe11.  co inc identa l ry ,  tha
assigned judge is John Sprizzo, who--as you know_-. is the judge hearing Healy y. cuorno. A lopy of my
motherrs federar cornpraint is enclosed, Fyl; whici
annexes as Exhibit i lBi l  the three_year judge
trading Dear, challenged by her in cistracan v.
CoIav i ta .
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