
rw' ruv ''ed''g or your non-response to CJA's February 28th letter...

To: E
CG:

subject RE: The meaning of your non-response to GJA,' February 2gth letter...Date: 41 1 g12006, 1 1 :04AM

Dear Ms. Sassover

I am genuinely sorry-for not getting a chancet? rTpg$ to your February 2gth tetter. I am just oneperson' with many far-flung respoisibilities and activities, aio ry correspondence arways suffers.
I wish you had not taken it personally' Few people respond weil to threats or vituperation, and I am nodifferent.

In my career' | (or tho.* under my direction) have investigated iydges and prosecutors, and judiciaf, aspart of overall political accountability certainry is a cruciail.r..l"ior-rny;"il;;; society, and shourdcertainly be in ours' But' to be clear, l-no Ionler run "n inu"il,s"t,l-" 
I:pgTing organization, and I mereryconversed about the judiciary in response to-a single qr"ttion rn an hour-rong, pubric interview threemonths ago - no more' no less' tn iooition, the Frind ioirno"p"ndence in .lo-uriarism,s principar missionis as a legal defense,3l.d enoowmenirupport organization roitn" centei f;;ilr;. Integrity andpossibly other journalistic entitiet. in"i"'i. notniig iudi.i.i"6"rt the Fund, nor lpery to be. And the bookI am writing is not about and wiil not oe aooressing judiciar issues.

Thanks for your interest and aporogies again for the tardy response.
Sincerely,

Charles Lewis

From: Elena Ruth 
*-tTy:t [maifto:judgewakhers@aol.com]Sent Wd 4lt}l}006 12:19 pM 
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To: Charles Lewis
Cc: Julie Manes
subjecfi The meaning of your non-response to ctA,s February 2gth retter...
Attached is my already-faxed letter of today,s date.

I of I

4/13/20061:54 pM


