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From : judgewatchers@aol.com
To: ref@aftglobal.net

Subject Belated Thanks, Etc.
Date: Tue, 7 Aug2007 4:13 am

This keeps coming back to me as undelivered.

---Original Message---
From: jud gewatcherg@aol. com
To: ref@attglobal.nel
Sent: Mon, 6 Aug 2007 10:05 pm
Subject Belated Thanks, Etc.

F)aar Ri  a l - r r r r lgv9+ ! \4vr.g!v,

I  thank you for your July 9th e-mai l  and apologize for  the long delay in
ra cnanA i  nn I f  n €!er l .vtrurrrv.  wrrrortur ldtely,  on the very day of  your e-mai l ,  I  was confronted with a
- l  

. i€€. i^ , , r+ 
-^ i  ^vr! ! reuau qrru painful  s i tuat lon,  yet  on-going, in addi t j -on to other deadl- ines and

commitments requir ing my at tent ion.

Only wi th in the past week have I  returned to the draf t  of  my cert  pet i t ion j -n the
"disrupt ion of  Congress" case, due on Auqust 17th.

I  woul-d appreciate i f  you wou. l -d gi-ve me the benef i t  of  your expert j -se wi th respect
to the l -atest  draf t  of  the pet j - t ion,  posted on CJA's websi te,  www.judgewatch.org ;
-  accessible y ja "Latest  News" and " 'Disrupt ion of  congress'-The Appear, ,

Speci f ical ly,  wi th respect to the pet i t ion's f i rst  quest ion:

" fs i t  a const i tut ional  v io lat ion t  pr ima facie
disqual i fy ing,  and misconduct per se for  a court  to
conceal  and wi l fu l ly  fa i l  to adjudicate a mot ion for
i ts disqual i f icat ion,  d isclosure,  and transfer -  and
does i t  have jur isdlct ion to proceed further in the
matter?"

r  have now added a sentence to my "statement of  The case,,  (at  p.  2)  that  the
Supreme Court  has "never spoken on the subject" .  An f  correct  -  or  are there
responslve supreme court  decis ions to which r  shoul-d be referr ino?

My very short  argument pertaining to my f i rst  quest ion is at  page 33. Do you agree
with my presentat ion -  including my ci tat ion to S22.L of  your book Judiqia]
p,:-:quqliftcetf e4!_-SqSusaJ elSd _DfeqUe-lif iqe_t_+elt_ of J9_{g,e-9 (1996) ? Can you make
suggest ions for improving i t ,  including by caseJ-aw and treat ise c i tat ions?

Also, ny pet i t ion's second quest ion now speci f ical . ly  includes ci tat ion to Li teky v.
Uni ted States,  510 U.S. 540 (1994),  in asking whether the D.C. Court  of  Appeals met
i - ts standard for disqual i f icat ion for  pervasive actuaf bias.  Do you know of any
case, in the 13 years s ince Li teky,  where i ts " impossibi l i ty  of  fa i r  judgment, ,
standard for judic ia l -  d isqual i f icat j -on for  pervasive actual-  b ias was found to have
been met?

f  am.l-eaving tomorrow morning for a journal j -sm conference in Washington, D.C. -  and
wonrt  be returning unt i l  Thursday. I  would be most grateful  i f  you might be abl-e
to respond by then.

With regards -  and cont inued prayers for  your wi fe t  s recovery f rom her recent
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