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v Fingerpointing, the fsct that

information published in the Justice Department'’'s

vigtical remort. Thus, the centval proplem we wist
nothing to do wich glleged discrepancies ne:wa&
untineg methods and thoste of the department, but

pancises that appear to éxist In how the Justice
and the IRS keep track of their business.

the Juatice

Hithaut any
Cepartment and the IRS ara unsble toc recoacile their boovks
significant probliemn. And conversations we have had wi th seve
U.5. stterpevs, federal snforcement officials from other
and experte in the 2dminiskrative Office eof tha U.S.Court
indicate that the preblems Bre in no way limited to the IRS

gepan with the discrepancie=, however, Tha darte
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s warthy of xﬂarim_s axploration. In

h
rhe IRE, acknowledgsd chet
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Syrocuse Offlew ¢&58 Newhouse [T, Syrogcuss, VY 13244-

for examole, Shirley D. Petsrson, the lorms:
' general for tax macters and the
reality whan she
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E-u:u 201, 868 Pennozvivana Avenue, $.E,

Washington, D.C. 20003-431
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Carl Scexn
Bubisic Rffairs Dirsctor
U.5. Department &f Justics
Sth and Pennpvivendis Aveous, NW
Washington, DO 20530
Dear Carl,
With all due respect, we take lggue with saveral of the
made in your May & letter. We also earnestly raqunsh LhHet
~pnsider your decision not to Accept cur invitation &
g to digcuss TRAC'p use of Jumtice Department data. in tnis
Zsra from the Execubive 0ffice of United States Attorneys.
One. We did not, as stated in your lecter, reguest this
o discuss the discrepapcies between vour [TRAC s
1l azcounting methkods and the Dgpa“FmFﬁ_‘s.” The data o
Web Site were provided by the Exscutive Office of U.s.
The dats on TRAC's IRS Wep aite preclsaly match the
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whal the criminal matters referzred Co United States sttorneve b
the -85 “are toc often relegarad tc the bottom of the barrel . © “Thy
T Lin FOVEITMEent wasting s¢ much of izs “ime on mact e:;s rhas arn
ol =4 4 bﬁnept&d* Ehould the TRS be nose zolacrive? Should she =,
agentlen better coordinace their rescurces? Are thera. as Ws,
Riorardss uggesns, 1.5, d:rorn&ys who choose Lo ignore Lix o4ses
Desacse 'I:.‘.rE]..' lack 5ex appeal

Toint Two. You say that & meéeting betWesn knowledgesble
Desartmant ofiicgials and TRAD *maght have been hﬂne‘icia‘* Serora
reigasée of the lnfocrmation abcur the Bandling of IRS coimin=l
z=fesrals but would have lictle value now, We naie that in =
sonveTzation with vng of your steff mamhn*s Auburn Rainpey, Dov.-
Jusrnam specifically reguested such a n2eting twd weeks balare e
daty ogoane public, end that the Juscice Depsr:man: chose not oo
regpond. We also note that we in fact did have & preliminazry
noeting with two IRE officiels, showed them the daca siLL. sl

reguested their lnpights as to why there Were variations Zetige
_he IRS and Justice data. The IRS alsc chese not to respond in o
subslantive way. We finally note thas the Justlce ﬂeparkmant 1A
he ceatral controlling pﬂ*rt of & wide range of vita) Eede:&i

feoroement Drograms arnd thak yvou should Tully expoct that TRAL
will =Zontinue to explore thas.

Boint Thres. You saer Lo assert that we agres with the

@zume shatersnt :agavdi*g *lies, damn lies and startiscics” &

CET

sdc the cosment that the slacisticel approach ln evitably leads o
nigrortions. This cynical remark makes Sust as much sense 25 (¢ 2
wreTe pay that the public shoold quascion any elatement wolil’:
i- Bag.isr becauss theres khave indeed beern cocasicns when toe
lzhgungs Mas been harnassed oy those who deliberately sought 1t
miglsnd tha public. All essertions, whether wrilitien of
starintical, must b examined on their individual merifts.

Parpe Four. Yoo dismigs the notion chat the mumbers geddos!+d
~y *u-e prosacutorisl &bt ever con be ane yzed In & way than «
Slaree public understanding, Thereé wag = time, we supposes
sivsiciens mads the same kind of assercion. But mudern
cpidariciogy and sther kinds of maﬁiraT recearcn have shown i«
wondes il PoNET of stacistical analysis To discover p,av;c---?

“idden cruths for Ths guﬂ: af gll the woarid. No agency eniove
mATInG Eomsone ;-ak ovar its shoulder. And because of the luicg

g b = es and che wide renge of law, prosecuzors at Lha

= state and local level nave .ong enjoved immunity Iooo
g swaminaiien,. Spcavas of tha Freedom of Taformaticon Azt vt
vihe znalyhical ability of modern computing. howsver, this
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