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CENipn 1or JunrcrAL AccouNTABILrry, rruc.
(9141 421-12Oo. Fax (9i4) 694€554

E-MaiL probono@delphi.com Box 69, Gedney Station
White Plaine, New york 1ooo5

By Priority llail

December 30, Lgg4

Chris Herren, Esq.
Civi l  Rights Division: Voting Section
Department of Justice
P .O.  Box  651_28
Wash ing ton ,  D .C .  20035-6128

Dear Mr. Herren:

Following up my telephone conversation with .you on Decenber J-2th,wherein you indicated that you do not receire copies of what isbeing reported in the .H.* york papers about the Justice
Depar tmen t rs  i nves t i ga t i ve  p robe  

-  
and  the  cu r ren t  cou r tproceedings, r am transnitt ing to you the pert inent art ieres.

Although we were naturally disappointed by the federal courtrs
December 22, L994 decision granting New yorkrs sunmary juagmenl
motion, we are heartened b.y th_e frort-page report in yLslerdayrs
Law Journar that the Justice Departrnent is pianning €o .pp".i.
You can count on us to assist you in any way we can.

As discussed, rre are getting. a great dear of response to our
October 26, L994 New York TirBes t Op-Ed advertisenient (Exhibit
Att)--including from people ask_ing us about whether 1.re have gone
to the Justice Department. Illustrative of this is a December
7th letter of Lorraine White--a copy of which f ".r"lo=" (Exhibiir B i l ) .

r direct your attention to my April 26, Lgg4 letter to you, whichsuppried you with a fulr copy of the f ires in cas-tracan v.colavitq and sady v. Murphy, 
- 

identical to our transurGGn Ethose fires in May L992 to c. oliver Kopperl in his capacity .=Chairman of the Assembly J-udiciary conrniltee fn"niUit rrin1. rnthat letter to you I stated:

rrl€t there be no mistake about it: what is
here involved is criminar conduct of the rnost
profound nature, which should be referred for
c r im ina l  i nves t i ga t i on  by  the  Jus t i ce
Department. Indeed, as discussed by phone,
as early as January 1991_r w€ noti i ie-a thi)
U.  S.  At torney in  Whi te p la ins (9 14_993_
L9O2) of the poli t ical machinations in the
Ninth Judicial Distr ict, affecting the



integrity of the franchise and.the judiciary,
and, in March 1,992, transrnitted 

- i"--tn"t

off ice the same futl  set of the p"p"r, incastracan and sady, as is trere-i-ri beingtransmitted. fr - ----

rndeedr orl April 27, L994--the_day folrowing ny aforesaid letterto you--we filed a criminar . Lompiaint 
-riitr--tir" 

so-carledcorruption rnvestigation Division 
-or 

the niooriyn DistrictAttorney' A copy of that complaint is enclosed lnxniuit nD,r)--
which, w€, thereafter, expanded to encompass a criminar complaintagainst the Attorney cenerails office "f6r their ri i ings of falseand perjurious instruments in the Apperlate oivision i-n Brooklynin connection with their representatl-on of the respondents in theArticle 78 proceedingrtl uroirgtrt by rny-rnotner.

Arthough we long ago substantiated our aforesaid courplaints bysgnnlYing the corruption rnvestigation oivision ritn the files inthe Articre 7g proceeding and 
- 

in the underrying ais"i; i i ;";;proceedings--alr meticulouLly itemized and "ro-==-ieferenced, ithas become apparent to us that the _corruption rnvestigationDivision has been starl ing--a taci furthe-r refrected by nymother I s nost recent letter to it, dated ttovernber 29 , 1,994(Exhibit ttgttl--to which, more than a month later, tn""" has beenno response.

under these and other circumstances--including the on_goingrefusal of the comrnission on Judicial conduct" and the stateEthics commission to take the inveqtigitiv;-;i;;= ,ir,a"t"d by thedocumented evidence of urisconduct uy iitting j-;JgeJ- ana would-bejudges and of the New York state ioara of- nieciions, which srehave presented to them--we ask that you dir""f-t-tti= 
-rnatter 

to theJustice Departmentrs Integrity Secti-on.

Finally, in r_eviewing my previous correspondence with your r notethat when r transnittea. - to you, ulnder my 
_-"iv 

23 , L994coverretter, the papers in the l9t3 Reda v, _uehier erLction ";;;;chalrenging the viorations of tneffi 
- 

at the l-993Democratic Judicial Nourinat_ing convention in tne uintn JudicialDistrict^, r- promised to send for.? copy- of the transcript of theBoard of Electionrs hearing on the o'b'jections o]--vincent Reda.It is herewith enclosed.

As that transcript revea1s.,. no:! of the Board I s hearing lrasdevoted to Mr. ^Redars objection trrat lne Democrats had dispensedril l  carling of the roll- at _some poini after it was begun. Asrefrected by the transcript of the 
-Boardrs 

rtspeciar Meetingn__
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. i My July 1-1-, rgg4 letter to the corruption rnvestigationDivis ion of  the Arooi lyn D.A. rs of f ice.



which r sent ygu ol May 23, Lgg4--the Boarg of Erections disposedof that objection by the art_iculated p-sitio;-";-t;J'or its threernembers that Mr. Redar ds a Repubricai, had no stanaing to objectto the conduct of the Democrati" conv"ntiorr.

The foregoing, of course, contrasts sharply with the manner inwhich the Board of Erections n""arlt the objections of Dr.castracan and professor Bonelri, rno=" fired lfecit icationsraised a more fundamentar rorr' ". i i  objection to the 1990Democratic Judiciar Norninating conveniGn, to wit:
rThe_RoI]  was not cal led. . .To the contrary,  areso lu t ion .  [was- ]  adopted  purpor t ing-  todispense with the cati ing of the roll. r l
(Exh ib i t  r rF-2r r ) .

However, whereas..Mr. Reda, the chairman of the Rockland countyRepublican committee, was afforded a nearing Lv t-rr"-'goara on hisrorl carl objection, the Board did @t aft-ord a hearing to Dr.castracan and Professor Bonell i on Eeir ."ir 
-"; i i  

objection.And' as reflected by the castracan/Bonerri specii i6;i i ;;;;Professor Bone_rli was. expressly iaentit iea as rta 'aury 
enrolredmember of the Democratic rartyrr-lnxhibit ,F-lr)
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so conmenced the castracan v. colavita case-_from which allrest is history.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

€Ce^.q,€<_9-<W
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator

Enclosures

And
the

P.s. By yay of update: we are persevering with a rcert,
petit ion to the u.s. suprene court--the New york
State Court. of Appeals hlving denied review of mymother's Article 7g proceedi-ng, both "=-oi , igirt(s/L2/s4) and by way of  reave ist igtgql .  rn rnia_october, we served a cornpraiirt in a i"a"r"ract ion- -a lso  ca l led  S 

,but with added a"t"@them, AttorneyGenerat G.. _oliver Koppell. coii"ia"n!"ii;;-4"
assigned judge is ,fohn Sprizzo, ,no__.s you know__is the jugg: hearing n"?iy V. c""rn". A copy of mynother I s federal .cornptai-E- isGiEt6sed, Fyi; *nitnannexes as Exhibit i lBr the three_year judge
trading Dear, chalrenged by rrer--in castracan v.CoIavi ta.


