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From: ctr for Judicial Accountabiritv .iudgewatchers@aol.comt
To: "Stracher, Cameron " <cstracher@nyls.edu>

Organization: Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.

Dear  P ro fesso r /Co -D i rec to r  S t rache r :

P lease  adv i se  as  t o  WHo i s  se t t i ng  PLJ rs  p r i o r i t i es  - -  i t s  co -d . i r ec to rs ,
the advisory board,  and the af f i l i -a ted facul ty  - -  and add.ress the
coNFlrcr  oF TNTEREST issues,  ref rect .ed by my becember 27th memo.

Assumed ly  PLJ ' s  F rRST p r i o r i t y  i s  t o  t r a j _n  i t s  s tuden ts  i n  raw  and
journal ism. How can i t  possib ly  do th i_s wi thout  teaching them the
importance of DoCUMENTARY EVfDENCE, especj-ally when such evidence REB1IpS
the  ba ld '  pub l i c  c l - a ims  and  asse r t i ons  o f  pan -1 i s t s  a t  pLJ -sponso red
events - -  and dramat ica l ly  impacts on what  PLJ facul ty  ana a i f i t i ta ted
facul ty  teach,  or  shoul_d be teaching,  them?

E lena  Sassower

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * t l * * * * * * * * * * * * *

Stracher ,  Cameron wro te  on  L /3 /2007,  1 l_ :29  AM:

Ms. sassower: rn response to your emair below: r  am saying that we
have many things we need to do at pLJ, and l imited t i rne /  , . "orr .es to
do them, and that your agenda (you cal l  i t  a "proposal")  and l_awsuit
is not something we have the t ime, resources, or incr inat ion to
pursue, nor do we have the time, resources, or incrination to engagej-n a dialogue with you about why we don't  have the t ime, resources, or
incl- inat ion to pursue them.

Cameron Stracher

Dear  Pro fessor /Co-Di rec tor  S t racher :

Are you saying that pL'J considers evidence-based "scholarship,
commentary & pedagogy" an "agienda" and the record presented. by our
publ ic interest lawsuit  against The New York Times not worthv of an
amicus  br ie f?

who,  spec i f i ca l ry ,  a t  pLJ  has  taken such pos i t ions  - -  the  co-d i rec to rs ,
the advisory board, the aff i l iated faculty,  etc.  --  and have they not
recused themserves based on their  d, i rect,  personal,  and pecuniary
conf l- icts of interest,  such as ref lected by my December 27th memo:

r am ready to meet with you and others at pLJ and Ny Law school to
discuss the ser ious and substant j-al  content of my December 27th memo.
Donr t  you  th ink  tha t  wou ld  be  appropr ia te?

Thank vou.
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