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RE:  sys temic  pub r i c  co r rup t i on  i n  New yo rk  s ta te ,
Unredressed by the State

Dear Ms.  Hi rshman:

We have had ng response from the U.S. Attorneyrs off ice as to theoutcorne of i ts review if  any of the docurnentary materialstransmitted under our August L, 1995 coverletter lnxniLit "o;t:-

f i le  o f  our  Ar t ic le  78
Conrn iss ion on Judic ia l
your  rev iew.

These materials, including a copy of the
proceeding against the New york State
Conduct, $rere supposed to be directed for

Thereafter, a gopy of our Letter to the Editor, rCommission
Abandons rnvestigative Mandater, pubtished in the august 14, r-995New York Law Journar ,  \^ ras hand-d l l ivered to  the u.5.  At torney,s
off ices, together with a hand-written note ernphasizing tne nleafor  act ion.

Encrosed is  our  May s,  r9g7 ret ter  to  a rong ' r is t  o f  rec ip ients-

May L4, t997 public hear: ing on the commission on Judiciar
conduct .  our  le t teT h igh l ights  the ev ident iary  s ign i f ic . t " " -o i
the f i le of our Art icle 78 . proceeai_ng-;;; instTne-6omnission inestabrishing that the cornmission is corrupt, that ia ;; ; ;"pt.I
the jud ic ia l  process,  and that  i t  is  t r re  benef ic iary  Jr - - "fraudulent state court decision, without which it  coul_d not havesurv ived our  Ar t ic le  ?g chal lenge.

s ince your  as head of  the publ ic  corrupt ion uni t  o f  the u.s .At torneyrs of f ice,  have had that  f i le  for  z t  monthsr  w€ bel ieve
tha! the city Bar should have the benefit oTlour Eomment on thesubject .  such comment  would be addi t ional ly  appropr ia te = i " " " ,
a t  the outset  o f  that  l i t igat ion,  the u.s .  

-a t i6rn iy  
was served

with Notice of Right to seeli  rntervention, to which it  r" i i"J i"respond.
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Finally, . in organizing our correspondence f iLe for presentment at
the hearingr w€ note that our l larch s, L996 let ier to Deputy
Bureau chief Thomas wornom of the Manhattan D.A. rs sp"ci-ai
Prosecut ions Bureau ind icates that  a  copy was sent  to  th ;  u .s .
Attorney. We_ would appreciate. your confirmation that you have
same. That }etter part icularized the inaction and deliberate
cover-up of our ful ly-documented criminal complaint agaj.nst the
Commission by the Manhattan Oistr ict attoiney's off ice. We never
l99"ived any response to i t  from the Manhattan Distr ict
Attorney's.off ice -- much as we never received any response from
Brookryn Distr ict Attorney Hynes to our March L4, 1995 retter to
h in pa. r t icu lar iz ing the cover-up by h is  of f ice of  our  cr iminal
complaint. ,against the judges of the Appellate Division;-G""nd
Departmentr.

Pl-ease let us hear frorn you as soon as possible. we have a
tremendous amount of addit ional documentary rnaterials to provide
you -- aII reinforcing our August L, l_995 tLtter.

Yours for  a qual i ty judic iary,

c c : Speci-al Agent
(by  fax :

1 A copy
District Attorney
letter rrto give you

of our March L4, 1995 letter to Brooklyn
Hynes $ras enclosed with our August 1, 19-95
a sense of  what  is  happening on the s tate levelu.

€Q.q<W
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER,
Center for Judicial

Tirn Lauzon, FBI
6 3  3 - 6 O B  s  )

Coordinator
Accountabi l i ty ,  fnc.


