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E-Mail: prefonas @ dalphlcom Whita Pleinz, Mew York 10505

By Fax: 202-2325-3737
and Certified Mail: RER P-386-57%-486

December 2, 1934

Hayvden Gregory, Counsel

Subcommittes on Intellectual Property
and Judicial Administraticn

2138 Rayburn House Office Bullding

Washington, D.C. 20515-6216

== =he sinass
Daar Mr. Gregory:

Several times in the past three months I have telephoned your
cffice, leaving detailed messages. Each time, I have been told
that you would return my call. Howeaver, you have not done so. I
have alsgo left ftelephone messages for EBdward O'"Connell, wyour
Assistant Counsel, who, likewise, has not returned my calls.

Tt is now almost a year and a half since we filed our Juna 9,
1923 formal complaint with your office, seeking an investigation
aof judges in the Seceond Circuit, who have demonstrably used their
Judicial office for ulterior, retaliatory purposes (Exhibit "a").

Likewise, it is more than fifteen months since our August 26,
1983 letter reguesting eclarification from Mr. O0'Connell and
Allen Erenbaum==-gach liaisons from the Committee to the MNational
commission on Judicial Discipline and Removal--of a critieal
discrepancy we identified in the Report of that Commission
relating te the House Judiciary Committee's role in investigating
complaints of judicial misceonduct (Exhibit "B").

Only after being repeatedly prodded by the office of our
congresswoman, Hon. Wita Lowey, did Mr. ©O'Connell finally write
us on January 4, 1994 (Exhibit "c"). Az pointed out in our
respanding letter of January 31, 1994 (Exhibit "Dp"), Mr.
O'Connell's perfunctory letter did not inform us as te the
status of our formal complaint. Nor did it answer any of the
serious gquestions raised by our August 26, 1993 letter.

We assume that with the upcoming changes in the chairmanship and
membhers of the House Judiciary Committes, there will ke other
personnal changes as well. Therefore, we request that you ensure
that this correspondence is answered while theose familiar with
this matter are still on staff.
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To facilitate your handling this matter in a responsible fashion

--as heretofore not evidenced by the House Judiciary Committee-=-
we are enclesing the aforesaid- correspondence. In addition, for
purposez of completeness, we are enclosing our letter to Mr.
0'Connell dated July 2%, 1%93 (Exhibit "E"), as well as ocur July
14, 19923 and July 22, 19293 letters to the National Commissien on
Judicial Discipline and Removal (Exhibit "F" and wgn,
respectively) and cur July 21, 1993 and August 30, 1993 letters
to Congresswoman Nita Lowey (Exhibits "H" and "I", respectively)-
-coples of which were sent to Mr. O'Connell.

At this juncture, based upon our aforementioned experiences with
the House Judiciary Committee and our reading of Peter Hutt's
study of past complaints received by the Committee, printed as

part of the Research Paperg underlying the Report of the
Hational Commission on Judicial Disecipline and Remeoval, it

appears that the House Judiciary Committee's modus pperandi for
dealing with complaints which raise "discipline and impeachment
issues" is simply to ignore them until the complainants give up
and go away.

Such attrition tactic, wunderscoring Mr. O©'Connell damning
admisslion to me that "there has never been an investigatlion of an
individual complaint in the history of the House Judiciary
Committee" (Exhibit "B"), would explain how there could have been
no responsive action by the Committee on any of the complaints
identified by Mr. Hutt's study as warranting investigaticon
(Exhibit "J": Research Papers, Vol. I, at pp. 102-5).

We are going to insist that the new leadership and staff at the
House Judiciary Committee uphold their obligations to protect the
public from demepnstrably corrupt judges. Therefore, we reguest
that after you respond teo our outstanding infermational reguests,
you ensure that our formal June 9, 1993 complaint--and the
extensive supporting documentation we provided--be placed in an
"active file" so that it can he readilv accessed when we contact
the Committes at the beginning of the next session.

Yours for a gquality judieciary,

Elonq KL <eSRIR

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator

Enclosures: sent by mail

ce:  Congresswoman Nita Lowey
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