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Ms. Elena Ruth Sassower
Coord inator
Cent .gr  fcr  Judic ia l_  AccountabiJ_r ty
P . O .  B o x  5 9 ,  G e d n e y  S t a t i o n
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Dear  Ms .  Sassower :

we have carefu l ly  considered your  March 23,  2oo1 le t ter  o f
compla int  (and suppor t ing documents)  in  which you a l leged
profess ional  misconduct  by uni ted s tates At torney tusal  Mary .To
w h i t e  ( s . o .  N . Y . ) ,  u s A  L o r e t t a  L y n c h  ( E . D ,  N . y . ) ,  A s s i s t a n t  u n i t e d
States Attorneys (AUSas) Andrew Dember, Alan Kaufman, and Shirah
Ne iman  (S .D .  N .Y . ) ,  and  AUSAs  Andrew we issman ,  T imo thy  Mach t ,  and
AIan  V ineg rad  (n .O .  N .y .  )  .  Spec i f  i ca l l y ,  you  a l l eged  tha t  USAs
whi te and Lynch v io la ted the conf l - ic t  o f  in ferest  ]aws by fa i l ing
to d isqual i fy  a t torneys on the i r  s ta f fs  f rom conduct ing
invest igat i -ons and/or  handt ing mat ters  in  which they had ;" sJ -gn i f i can t  bus iness ,  soc ia l ,  po l i t i ca l  o r  pe rsona l  re l i t i onsh ip
w i th  the  sub jec ts  o r  p r i nc ipa l -  w i tnesses . , ,  you  fu r the r  a l l egeh
that  usAs whi te  and Lynch v iorated the i r  dut ies to  propei ly
superv ise the i r  subord inates insofar  as they fa i led to  addre"= t f re
c o n f  l - i c t s  o f  i n t e r e s t .

Your complaint further al leged that AUSAs in the southern
D is t r i c t  o f  New York  "en joy  pe rsona l  and  p ro fess iona l  re la t i onsh ips
wi th persons impJ- icat ,ed"  in  the numerous compla ints  of  corrupt i ln
you have f i l -ed against  var ious appointed and e lected of f ic ia ls  in
the s tate of  New York.  You stated that  AUSAs Dember,  Kaufman and
Nerman should be (or  shou]d have been)  d isqual i f ied f rom
consider ing the compla ints  you f i led against  the New york At tornev
Genera l ' s  O f f i ce  because  M iche le  H i r shman ,  who  you  i den t i f i ed  . "
the current  New York Deputy At torney Genera l ,  is  the former ch ief
of  the Publ ic  corrupt ion uni t  in  the uni ted s tat .es At torney,  s
of f ice in  the.  southern Dis t . r ic t  o f  New york,  resul t ing i ;  a
d i -sabl  j -ng conf  l ic t  o f  in terest  f  or  the named AUSAs.  rn response to
you r  a l l ega t i ons  o f  o f f i c i a l  m isconduc t ,  Depu ty  un i ted  s ta tes
At torney (DUSA) Neiman advised you by l -e t ter  da ied August  15,  2ooo,
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t.hat the usAo had "fu1ly and fair ly reviewed your various
compla ints  and responded appropr ia te ly [ . ] , ,  DUSA Nelman fur ther
stated that .  g iven your  obv ious d issat is fact ion wi th  the USAO, s
decj -s ion-makingr  fou could forward your  compla inL Eo th is  Of f ice,

Based on the resul ts  of  our  rev iew of  the mater ia ls  you
submit ted,  we have concl -uded that  the conduct  you quest ioned,  i f
proved t rue,  would not  const i tu te profess ional -  misconduct  by the
Un i ted  S ta tes  A t to rney ' s  O f f i ce  fo r  t he  Sou the rn  D is t r i c t  o f  New
York. The fact that AUSAs Dember, Kaufman, and/or Neiman
prev ious ly  worked wi th  Ms.  Hi rshman (or  present ly  work in  the
of f ice in  which Ms.  Hi rshman prev ious ly  work ld)  does not  d isqual i fy
them t rom consider ing your  a l legat ions of  . .corrupt ,  j_on of  t rha
judic ia l  se lect ion process by the New york At torney Genera l . , ,
Moreover ,  the fact  that  they decl_ ined to  take any act ion on your
compla ints  is  not  proof  that  they cannot  and d id not  fa i r ly  and
impart ia l ly  consider  your  a l legat ions.  For  your  in format ion,  the
facts  that  you a l leged do not  const i tu te a suf f ic ient  bas is  to
requi re d isqual i f icat ion of  AUSAs Dember,  Kaufman,  or  Nej -man under
the federa l  conf l - ic t  o f  in terest  laws or  regulat ions.

You a lso a l leged a conf l - ic t  based on the personal  and
profess ional  re la t ionships that  these same AUSAs have (or  had)  wi th
Paul  Shechtman,  whom you ident i f ied as the former ch ief  o f  the
USAO's cr iminaL d iv is ion and the current  chai rman of  the New york
Eth ics Commiss ion.  You a l leged that  Mr.  Shechtman has engaged in"1ong-standing protect ion ism of  the At torney Genera l  and the
Commiss ion on Judic ia l  ConducL"  ( the la t ter  o f  which you sued for"cover ing up s tate jud ic ia l  corrupt . ion and,  in  par t icu lar ,  the
co r rup t i on  o f  power fu l ,  po l i t i ca l l y - connec ted  s ta te  j udges , , )  .
Again, the mere fact that AUSAs Dember, Kaufman, and Neiman
prev ious ly  worked wi th  tu t r .  Shechtman (or  now work in  the of f ice in
which Mr.  shechtman prev ious ly  worked)  does not ,  wi thout  more,
d isqr- ia l i fy  them f  i 'om consider ing y l r : r  compLaj .n l .s  a l leg ing ' .systemic
government corruption, involving state and federal judges and t.he
New York State At torney Genera l . , ,

Coneern ing the prosecutors f rom the Eastern Dis t r ic t  o f  New
York,  you a l leged that  AUSAs weissman,  Macht ,  and v inegrad , ,may be
presumed to have a range of  personal  and profess ional
re l -a t ionships"  wi th  Mr.  shechtman and Ms.  Hi rshman because Mr.
Shechtman and Ms.  Hi rshman used to work in  the Uni ted States
At torney 's  of f ice in  the sout .hern Dis t r ic t  o f  New york,  dur ing
which they "doubt less ly  in ter faced wi th  upper- leve1 staf f  o f  th ;
u . s .  A t to rney  fo r  t . he  Eas te rn  D is t r i c t  [ . ] ' ,  r n  response  to  you r
a l l ega t i ons  o f  o f f i c i a l  m isconduc t  by  the  Eas te rn  D is t r i c t  o f  New
York,  AUSA Alan v inegrad advised you by le t ter  dated August  2r ,
2000 ,  t ha t  t he  usAo 's  rev iew  o f  t he  ma t t . e r ,  wh ich  i nc1uded  the
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. ' .that  you furn ished the i r
a l l ega t i ons  o f  o f f i c i a l_

o f f i ce ,  resu l ted
misconduct were

Based on the results of our review of your complaint and
suppor t ing mater ia ls ,  we s imi lar ly  concluded that  your  J l legat ions
o f  o f f i c i a l  m isconduc t  by  the  Un i ted  S ta tes  A t to rney ,  s  O f f i ce  fo r
the Eastern Dis t r ic t  o f  New York are not  suppor ted bt  ewidence.  As
indicated above,  the mere fact  that  AUSAs weissman,  Macht  and
Vinegrad may have had profess ional -  deal - ings wi th  Mr.  Shechtman or
Ms.  Hi rshman in  the past  (your  le t ter  does not  a l lege that  they
did,  but  on ly  that  they may have)  does not  d isqual i . fy  them f rom
invest : -gat  ing the a l legat ions you ra ised agai r :s t  the New york
At torney Genera l -  or  the Commiss ion on Judic ia l  conduct .

rn  sum, we concluded that  your  a l legat ions of  o f f ic ia l
misconduct by USAs Mary ,Jo White or Loretta Lynch, or AUSAs Andrew
Dember, Alan Kaufman, shirah Neiman, And.rew weissman, Timothy
Macht, or Alan Vinegrad are unsupported by any evidence and withoul
mer i t .  Accord ingly ,  we are tak ing no act ion and consider  th is
ma t te r  c losed .

S ince re l y ,

H.  Marshal l -  Jarret , t
Counsel-oo'MuJigp

Cand ice  M.  Wi l l
Ass i s tan t  Counse l


