
Dear I{r. Wornorn:

This follows up our February 13, 1,99G telephone conversation inwhich r detaired the respect,s in which' v""r--iebruary zthresponse to our January 31st letter is in bad-?aith.

The first inguiry enumerated in our January 3r.st retter asked:
nWhat--i f  anything--the Manhattan Distr ict
Attorney has done with our criminal complaint
againsL the comrnission on Judicial condirct of
the State of New york--f i1ed on May 19,
l - 9 9 5 .  r r  ( a t  p .  1 )

The airSE
conclusory

-i"--obsri_oEI_
response thaE,:

rrthe information contained in [our] crininal
cornplaint is insuff icient to warrant, or
suppor t  a  c r i rn ina l  p rosecut ion  o f  the
Comrnission on ;uAici i l  Conduct and i ts
membersr l

is.parpabry sprrr.ious, in l ight of the fact that our May 19, l_995crininal compraint transnitted a second. copy of our verif iedArt ic le 7 8 Pet i t ion.  The exhibi ts theiet .o documentar i ry
establ ished the conpl ic i ty by the Commissi" ; - ; ;  . ruaic iar  conductin cr iminal  -  . . ld -  corrupt,  

-  
conduct,  by judges and judic ia l

candidates,  which had been the :ublect  " t -  €ai , i " r rv-*" . i t " im i s c o n d u c t c o m p I a i n t s t o t h e c o n r n i s s I o n . - d i = n �
invest igat ion,  in v io lat ion of  Judic j -ary Law S44.1.  Such summarydismissars,by the commission, shown uy tne ar i icre ze pet i t ion tobe part of a knowing and delibe_rat6 patte.rn "f protectionism,
including of it-s o\nrl highest-ranking judicial member--satisfies
the essent ia l  e lements of  the cr ime 

-of-  "of  f  ie ia l  Misconductrrr  €rSdef ined in Penal  Law S]95.OO. Add. i t ional lyr  ds to our

nothing. Your February Zth Ietter


