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September 11, 2003

Judge Alvin Hellerstein

U.S. District Court, Room 910

500 Pearl St

New York, NY 10007



Certified mailing 7002 0860 0003 9592 6436

Ref: Request that law firms representing plaintiffs and defendants, related to the litigation arising from the 3,000 deaths on September 11, 2001, be made aware of the contents of this letter, in the interest of justice and to publicize the misconduct primarily responsible for the catastrophic events of 9-11.

To Judge Hellerstein:


In the interest of justice, and to make known to the public, the primary blame for the catastrophic events of 9-11, the following information is sent to you since the majority of the lawsuits arising out of the 9-11 events are assigned to you, with the expectation that the contents of this letter be made known to all plaintiffs and defendants.  This critical information was first discovered by me while I held a key position as an aviation safety agent in the federal government and also a unique position assuming the role of an independent prosecutor. Thereafter, dozens of other former and present government agents provided me with additional information that reveals the corruption in government offices that enabled 19 hijackers to seize four airliners on September 11, 2001.  A sampling of relevant information follows:

· I am a former aviation safety inspector-investigator for the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), with responsibilities to uncover dangers to airline operations, making reports including measures to prevent airline mishaps, and taking corrective actions. In this position the federal government assigned me the task of correcting the conditions causing or enabling the worst series of airline crashes in the nation’s history. While performing this task I further documented a pattern of deep-seated misconduct responsible for a series of airline crashes, some of which occurred in my immediate area of safety responsibilities. I made numerous reports of serious safety problems and recommended corrective actions, including the simple and inexpensive preventative measures necessary to prevent aircraft hijackings. Every one was rejected by FAA management, and most were adopted after highly publicized fatal crashes forced FAA management to adopt the changes. Several of my recommendations, that were not adopted by the FAA, were later adopted by airlines when I made the recommendations to them.

· Included in the misconduct that I discovered and documented were such practices as (a) instructions by FAA management to federal aviation safety inspectors not to report aviation safety problems and violations; (b) FAA management removing or destroying official reports of serious safety problems and safety violations filed by government safety inspectors; (c) retaliation against inspectors for reporting safety problems and safety violations; (d) retaliation against inspectors who took authorized actions on safety problems; (e) pattern of refusal by FAA management to act on known and reported safety problems and safety violations—including aircraft hijackings; (f) cover-up of these federal offenses at higher levels of the FAA, including the FAA Administrator; (g) threats against safety inspectors by certain politically powerful airlines when inspectors reported or acted on serious safety problems or safety violations; and (h) much more.

· Cover up of these federal offenses by political appointees in the National Transportation Safety Board (NTSB). They had oversight responsibilities over the FAA and responsibilities to investigate aviation safety problems made known to them, especially by federal aviation safety agents. The fatal airline crashes arising from the safety problems and cover-ups required the NTSB board to cover up for these conditions.  I filed federal lawsuits addressing these federal crimes.  

· The gravity of the federal offenses and the cover-ups, which blocked the federal government from carrying out its aviation safety responsibilities, caused me to take unusual actions in an attempt to halt the corruption and associated crashes and deaths.

· I acted as an independent prosecutor and during the next six months conducted a hearing before a hearing officer from the office of the FAA administrator. I subpoenaed witnesses and obtained testimony into the 4,000 page hearing record that confirmed my charges of deep-seated corruption within the FAA that caused or enabled a number of fatal airline crashes to occur. 

· During the hearing several fatal crashes occurred; some in my immediate areas of responsibilities, caused by the same safety problems and safety violations that I had officially reported and which FAA management blocked from being corrected. The death toll in these crashes went into the hundreds.

· The FAA hearing officer, a lawyer on the FAA administrator’s staff, falsified his hearing report, covering up for the corruption that occurred prior to and during the hearing. This cover-up enabled the federal safety violations to continue, the guilty to go unpunished, and more crashes and deaths to follow.

· I reported the corruption that I and other federal inspectors had discovered to members of Congress, some of whom admitted the gravity of the charges, but none took any action. Some claimed the matters—which were federal offenses associated with hundreds of deaths—were not in their area of responsibilities. Justice Department lawyers refused to receive my evidence, which they, and any other federal officer, were required to receive under the federal crime reporting statute, Title 18 U.S.C. § 4. 

· I eventually notified the FAA in writing that I refused to work under such corrupt conditions and left federal employment. 

· As expected, the FAA misconduct, the cover-ups continued, and the resulting crashes continued. Because of the larger size of aircraft the number of dead greatly increased. These great tragedies caused me to use creative means in an effort to force corrective actions. In the late 1970s, and continuing to this day, I exercised the mandatory and discretionary requirements in federal statutes: the federal crime reporting statute of Title 18 U.S.C. § 4,
 and a citizen’s right to seek a court order requiring a federal official to perform a mandatory duty and halt unlawful conduct, as provided by Title 28 U.S.C. § 1361.

· Using the federal rights provided by these statutes I filed several federal lawsuits
 in the late 1970s and early 1980s. The lawsuits against the FAA addressed the continuing federal crimes perpetrated by people and the culture in the Federal Aviation Administration. The lawsuit against the National Transportation Safety Board (NTSB) was directed at their cover-ups of material facts in certain major aviation disasters that constituted federal crimes and that diverted attention from correcting major crash-causing safety problems.

· In every instance, federal judges—in defiance of their responsibilities under the federal crime reporting statute to receive the evidence as part of their administrative duties—blocked me from making the reports. In several instances Justice Department lawyers promptly filed motions to dismiss the lawsuits. In one instance, after I filed the action against the NTSB addressing their cover-up of material evidence in the crash of a PSA airliner into San Diego, an assistant U.S. attorney in San Francisco telephoned me, showing concern for the issues I raised, stating he was recommending to his superiors in Washington that the Department of Justice support my lawsuit. However, he was unaware of the previous cover-ups by Justice Department personnel, and his recommendations were denied, followed shortly thereafter by the U.S. attorney in San Francisco filing a motion to dismiss my filing. This request was granted by the district judge. 

· In one lawsuit filed in the U.S. district court at Los Angeles concerning the crash of a DC-10 near Paris, France, I submitted an amicus brief to show the FAA misconduct that was primarily responsible for the unsafe systems on that aircraft. I was required to receive the approval of the lead counsel, which was received. But again a federal district judge blocked me from presenting evidence that had a major relationship to the disaster.

· Blocked at every turn by the cover-ups in government offices, I sought to circumvent these efforts using my considerable assets
 to fund other costly efforts. These efforts included, for instance:

· I continued my investigative work, collecting evidence, relating to the relationship between misconduct by FAA officials and related airline crashes. (These activities eventually expanded into other areas of corrupt government personnel affecting major national interests and national security.)

· Publishing informational books. I authored and published the first of four series of the book, Unfriendly Skies, seeking to inform the public of these matters in the hope that a few people would exercise some form of outrage to force corrective actions.

· During this period of time, which continues to this day, several dozen former and present government agents contacted me, providing me with information and documentation on corruption not only in the FAA but also in other government offices. These were agents of the FBI, CIA, ONI, Customs, Secret Service, non-federal law enforcement personnel, former drug smugglers working in covert government activities, and Mafia figures. The information
 revealed misconduct inflicting great harm upon several areas of national security. 

· Upon receiving information and documentation from insiders on federal crimes gravely affecting national interests I again contacted members of Congress and Justice Department personnel seeking to provide them with the information and evidence. I encountered the same cover-ups and obstruction of justice as I had encountered while I was a federal aviation safety agent.

· Seeking to circumvent the cover-ups, I again exercised the mandatory responsibilities under the federal crime reporting statute to report these federal crimes to a federal court. The corruption that I sought to report included that affecting the security of airliners, and also involved surface-to-air missiles, suitcase nuclear bombs being smuggled out of Russia, moles in the FBI and CIA, and other threats to the public and national security. These attempts to report the federal crimes to a federal court occurred several times prior to September 11, 2001. In every instance, Justice Department lawyers and federal judges blocked the reporting of these crimes that they were required to receive under the federal crime reporting statute.

· In addition to blocking the reports of criminal activities federal judges took other actions that greatly enlarged their criminal acts, all of which were intended to block the reporting of corruption in government offices that enabled a continuing series of great harm to be inflicted upon national interests and the lives of many people. Some of these corrupt and criminal activities that I and my group of other former government agents sought to report were those that caused the conditions to exist that later enabled 19 hijackers to seize four airliners on September 11, 2001. A few such obstructionist tactics are described here.

· Federal judges
 immediately dismissed the filings, sometimes sua sponte, often within days of being filed. They compounded the obstruction of justice by issuing unlawful and unconstitutional orders permanently barring me for the remainder of my life from filing papers in the district or appellate courts, including seeking relief from concurrent legal actions being taken to silence me that included massive violations of federally protected rights. These orders violated my due process and equal protection rights. The primary purpose of these injunctive orders was to block me from reporting the criminal activities. 

· As I learned from my many inside sources of other areas of criminal activities
 in government offices that they had personally discovered, or in which they were involved, I again sought to report these matters to a federal court under the federal crime reporting statute. 

· Justice Department lawyers and federal judges—the same groups covering up for these federal crimes—then charged me with criminal contempt of court. They charged that the prior judicial orders permanently barring me access to the courts justified the charges. I was denied a jury trial, and held guilty. Nearing the age of 70, I was sent to federal prison for six months, which included eight weeks in solitary confinement. It is a federal crime
 to retaliate or harm a former federal agent or witness for attempting to report federal crimes.

· The criminal contempt of court charge was repeated several times and continued without interruption from 1987 to 1995. During this time I was either incarcerated or confined to the immediate area of my residence.

· Simultaneously, other actions were taken to halt my exposure activities. In one major scheme, a CIA-front law firm
 filed a sham lawsuit against me, targeting the $10 million in assets that funded my exposure activities. To carry out this scheme, dozens of state and federal laws and constitutional protections were violated, aided by California judges and then by the same federal judges blocking the reporting of these criminal activities.

· The coalition of the CIA-front law firm, the repeated violations of state and federal laws by California judges, and the total denial of all federal remedies, forced me to seek relief from the civil rights violations by filing Chapter 11 for my financially healthy estate. At that time I was unaware of the massive corruption in the federal bankruptcy courts that constitutes another form of corruption defrauding the United States and preying upon innocent victims who exercise the statutory protection of Chapter 11.

· The prior sequence of judicial corruption was extended into the bankruptcy courts. In blatant violation of law and constitutional protections, federal judges seized my $10 million in assets that they knew were being used to fund exposure of criminal and even subversive activities. The seizure and liquidation of my assets violated the legal and constitutional requirement of a notice of hearing, a hearing, and legal basis for seizing my life assets. Further, after seizing these assets, judicial orders were rendered barring me from filing any objections to the seizure and liquidation. When I did exercise this legal and constitutional right to file objections, a federal judge charged me with criminal contempt of court, denied me a jury trial, held me guilty, and sentenced me again to federal prison.

· Throughout this period, when federal judges were criminalizing the federal courts, repeatedly obstructing justice, the Justices of the U.S. Supreme Court were made aware of these federal offenses through petitions for writs of certiorari and letters. Despite this misconduct in their immediate area of supervisory responsibilities and despite the great harm to national security, the Justice of the Supreme Court protected the perpetrators and refused to intervene. The only Justice who responded was Justice Bryon White. He stated in a personal letter to me that by himself he could not do anything about these matters.

· After the 3,000 deaths on 9-11, the judicial and legal misconduct continued. Again seeking to have these serious matters addressed, I filed another action
 under the federal crime reporting statute to report federal crimes that created the conditions enabling 19 hijackers to seize four airliners. That action was filed in the U.S. district court at Washington, D.C. It addressed the federal offenses that made possible the crash of one of the hijacked airliners into the Pentagon. In violation of federal laws, U.S. District Judge Henry Kennedy dismissed the action (June 30, 2002) shortly after it was filed. Upon appeal, District of Columbia appellate judges
 upheld the dismissal that blocked the reporting of these serious crimes on the holding that an injunction issued in 1991 by Judge Stanley Sporkin permanently barred me access to the federal courts. In that earlier 1991 filing I also sought to report a broad range of criminal activities affecting national security that were discovered by me and my group of other former and present government agents. In effect, I was converted into a man without a country as it related to the protections of the laws and constitution that apply to everyone else, including murderers and terrorists (but not to anyone reporting corruption in government offices).

· In seeking to address the misconduct enabling the hijackers to seize and crash two airliners into New York City I submitted to the U.S. district court for the Southern District of New York (On August 6, 2002) a similar filing. The filing fee was submitted along with all required papers. To this date, that filing has been blocked, the papers and filing fee not returned, and the only response to my letters sent to chief Judge Michael Mukasey, seeking an explanation, has been that the filing is being considered—a delay not permitted by law—and which now is a delay of over one year!

· In a recent ruling you upheld the lawsuits against the Port Authority, the airlines, and Boeing Aircraft Company on the basis that their actions or inactions played a role in the 3,000 deaths of 9-11. Your order stated in part:

“I hold in this opinion that each of these defendants owed duties to the plaintiffs who sued them. The aviation defendants controlled who came onto the planes and what was carried aboard. They had the obligation to take reasonable care in screening. …airlines reasonably could foresee that crashes causing death and destruction on the ground was a hazard that would arise should hijackers take control of a plane. The intrusion by terrorists into the cockpits, coupled with the volatility of a hijacking situation, creates a foreseeable risk that hijacked airplanes might crash, jeopardizing innocent lives on the ground as well as in the airplane. The precise manner in which the harm was inflicted need not be perfectly predicted. [They saw a] “foreseeable risk” [that the airlines should have guarded against]. [Referring to the Port Authority that owned the World Trade Center property], “has not shown that it will prove its defense of governmental immunity as to negligence allegations made by WTC occupants.” 

· Compare this alleged “negligence” of the named defendants with the documented criminal behavior of the parties or groups named in this writing who either directly blocked the obvious preventative measures that would have prevented the hijackings and deaths on that fateful day, and the parties and groups who criminally blocked the reporting and correction of these matters. 

· There is much more to this sordid drama with its catastrophic consequences that further subverts national security and other major national interests, but this is sufficient to address the interests of the plaintiffs and defendants whose lawsuits have been assigned to you. Ironically, some of the key law firms claiming negligence of the defendants were law firms that admitted to me in writing, years earlier, the gravity of my charges—and who did nothing to halt the conditions that resulted in many crashes and deaths--including those of 9-11.

· You now have the decision to make as to whether you will continue the judicial corruption that has engulfed the federal courts, knowing the catastrophic consequences of prior cover-ups.






Sincerely, 






Rodney Stich


cc: 

· U.S. Supreme Court justices Stephen Breyer; Ruth Bader Ginsburg; Anthony Kennedy; Sandra Day O’Connor; William Rehnquist; Antonin Scalia; David Souter; John Stevens; Clarence Thomas.   

· Senators Charles Schumer; Hillary Clinton; John Kerry; Joseph Lieberman. 

· Boeing World Headquarters, Executive Offices, 100 N. Riverside, Chicago, IL 60606

· Port Authority of New York and New Jersey, Office of Inspector General, POB 2018, Hoboken, NJ 07030.

· Desiree Thompson, Special Assistant to the President, The White House, Washington, DC 20500

· Cecelia Boyer, Special Assistant to the Vice President, Old Executive Office Bldg., Washington, DC 20501.

� Title 18 U.S.C. § 4. Misprision of felony. Whoever, having knowledge of the actual commission of a felony cognizable by a court of the United States, conceals and does not as soon as possible make known the same to some judge or other person in civil or military authority under the United States, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both.


� Title 28 U.S.C. § 1361. Action to compel an officer of the United States to perform his duty. The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of any action in the nature of mandamus to compel an officer or employee of the United States or any agency thereof to perform a duty owed to the plaintiff.


� Stich v. United States, et al., 554 F.2d 1070 (9th Cir.) (tab�le), cert. denied, 434 U.S. 920 (1977)(addressed hard-core air safety misconduct, violations of federal air safety laws, threats against government inspectors not to report safety violations and misconduct); Stich v. National Transportation Safety Board, 685 F.2d 446 (9th Cir.)(table), cert. denied, 459 U.S. 861 (1982))(addressed repeated criminal falsification of official airline accident reports, omitting highly sensitive air safety misconduct, making possible repeated crashes from the same sequestered problems); Amicus curiae brief filed on July 17, 1975, in the Paris DC-10 multi-district litigation, Flanagan v. McDonnell Douglas Corporation and United States of America, Civil Action 74-808-PH, MDL 172, Central District California.)(addressing the long standing FAA misconduct, of which the cover-up of the DC-10 cargo door problem was one of repeated instances of tragedy related misconduct); U.S. v. Department of Justice, District of Columbia, Nos. 86-2523, 87-2214, and other actions filed by Stich seeking to expose and correct the powerful and covert air disaster misconduct. 


� My assets in 1987 exceeded $10 million in real estate assets, which would have a value today in excess of  $11 million.


� The misconduct was not only from present and former personnel in the government’s aviation safety offices, but misconduct elsewhere. This misconduct included involvement at various levels of drug smuggling into the United States by people acting in government positions or in covert government operations, especially during the Contra operations. 


� Federal judges issuing the unlawful and unconstitutional injunctions—blocking the reporting of criminal activities adversely affecting national interests—included U.S. district judges Milton Schwartz; Stanley Sporkin; Marilyn Patel; and others.


� Me and my large numbers of other former and present government agents discovered criminal activities elsewhere then in the aviation sector, including for instance (a) massive drug smuggling into the Unite States implicating people in government positions and covert government operations; (b) massive corruption in the federal bankruptcy courts that not only defrauded the United States but impoverished people who naively exercised the statutory protections of Chapter 11; (c) 


� Title 18 U.S.C. § 111. Assaulting, resisting, or impeding certain officers or employees. (a) In general.–Whoever– (1) forcibly assaults, resists, opposes, impedes, intimidates, or interferes with any person designated in section 114 of this title [federal agent] while engaged in or on account of the performance of official duties; or (2) forcibly assaults or intimidates any person who formerly served as a person designated in section 1114 on account of the performance of official duties during such person’s term of service, shall, where the acts in violation of this section constitute only simply assault, be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both, and in all other cases, be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both.


Title 18 U.S.C. § 1512. Tampering with a witness, victim, or an informant──(b) Whoever knowingly uses intimidation or physical force, or threatens another person, or attempts to do so, or engages in misleading conduct toward another person, with intent to ── (1) influence, delay or prevent the testimony of any person in an official proceeding: shall be fined ... or imprisoned ... or both. [1988 amended reading]


Title 18 U.S.C. § 1513. Retaliating against a witness, victim, or an informant. (a) Whoever knowingly engages in any conduct and thereby causes bodily injury to another person or damages the tangible property of another person, or threatens to do so, with intent to retaliate against any person for──(1) the attendance of a witness or party at an official proceeding, or any testimony given or any record, document, or other object produced by a witness in an official proceeding; or (2) any information relating to the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense ...


� The San Francisco law firm of Friedman, Sloan and Ross.


� U.S. district court, District of Columbia, 02cv0111172, filed June 12, 2002. 


� District of Columbia judges Ginsburg, Sentelle, and Randolph.
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