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Re:UnitedStatesv.Adams,No.24Cr.556(S.D.N.Y.)

Ms.Sassoon:

Inresponsetoyourrefusaltocomplywithmyinstructiontodismisstheprosecutionof
MayorEricAdams,Iwritetonotifyyouofthefollowing:

First,yourresignationisaccepted.Thisdecisionisbasedonyourchoicetocontinue
pursuingapoliticallymotivatedprosecutiondespiteanexpressinstructiontodismissthecase.
YoulostsightoftheoaththatyoutookwhenyoustartedattheDepartmentofJusticebysuggesting
thatyouretaindiscretiontointerprettheConstitutioninamannerinconsistentwiththepoliciesof
ademocraticallyelectedPresidentandaSenate-confirmedAttorneyGeneral.

Second,youindicatedthattheprosecutionteamisawareofyourcommunicationswiththe
JusticeDepartment,issupportiveofyourapproach,andisunwillingtocomplywiththeorderto
dismissthecase.Accordingly,theAUSAsprincipallyresponsibleforthiscasearebeingplaced
onoff-duty,administrativeleave'pendinginvestigationsbytheOfficeoftheAttorneyGeneral?
andtheOfficeofProfessionalResponsibility,bothofwhichwillalsoevaluateyourconduct.At

'Thisleavestatuswillremainineffectuntilfurthernotice.Thisisnotadisciplinaryoradverse
action,andtheAUSAswillcontinuetoreceivefullsalaryandbenefitsduringadministrativeleave.
WhiletheAUSAsareinanoff-dutystatus,theyarenottousetheirgovernment-issuedlaptop,
phone,andIDbadge/PIVcardtoaccessdutystationsoranyotherFederalfacilityunlessexplicitly
directedtodoso.Whileonadministrativeleave,ifcontactedbymanagement,theAUSAsmust
respondbyphoneoremailnolaterthanthecloseofbusinessthefollowingbusinessday.

2TheinvestigationbytheOfficeoftheAttorneyGeneralwillbeconductedpursuantto,inter
alia,ExecutiveOrder14147,entitledEndingtheWeaponizationoftheFederalGovernment,and
onthebasisoftheAttorneyGeneral'sFebruary5,2025memorandumregardingRestoringthe
IntegrityandCredibilityoftheDepartmentofJustice.
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functionsofotherofficersoftheDepartmentofJusticeandallfunctionsofagenciesandemployees
oftheDepartmentofJusticearevestedintheAttorneyGeneral...");seealso28C.F.R.§0.15(b).

PriortoissuingtheFebruary10,2025memorandum,Ireviewedpublicfilingsinthis
matter,andyouroffice'sprosecutionmemorandaandclassifiedsubmissions.Imetwithyouand
theprosecutionteam,heldaseparatemeetingthatinvolvedyou,theprosecutionteam,anddefense
counsel,andthenmetwithyouprivatelyinmyoffice?Duringthosemeetings,Iinvitedwritten
submissionsfrombothsides,andIcarefullyreviewedthosesubmissions.Thus,yourrecent
suggestionsaboutalackofprocessaroundtheJusticeDepartment'sdecisionarenotgroundedin



suggestionsaboutalackofprocessaroundtheJusticeDepartment'sdecisionarenotgroundedin
reality.

YouhavenotcompliedwiththecleardirectivesinmyFebruary10,2025memorandum.
Further,youmadeclearthatyoudidnotintendtodosoduringtelephonecallswithmyselfand
ChadMizelle,theAttorneyGeneral'sChiefofStaff,onFebruary11,2025,aswellasinawritten
submissiontotheAttorneyGeneralthatday.Youalsostatedthattheprosecutionteamhad
reviewedyourlettertotheAttorneyGeneral,andthattheywouldnotfileamotiontodismissthe
case.

Atapproximately1:50p.m.today,youtenderedyourresignationviaemail.

I.Discussion

TheweaponizationfindinginmyFebruary10,2025memorandumwasmadepursuantto
apolicysetforthbyPresidentTrump,whoistheonlyelectedofficialintheExecutiveBranch,in
connectionwithadecisionthatwasauthorizedbytheSenate-confirmedAttorneyGeneralofthe
UnitedStates,andentirelyconsistentwithguidanceissuedbytheAttorneyGeneralshortlyafter
thatconfirmation.YourOfficehasnoauthoritytocontesttheweaponizationfinding,orthesecond
independentbasisrequiringdismissalsetforthinmymemorandum.TheJusticeDepartmentwill
nottoleratetheinsubordinationandapparentmisconductreflectedintheapproachthatyouand
yourofficehavetakeninthismatter.

A.ImproperWeaponization

YouarewellawareoftheDepartment'sweaponizationconcernsregardingthehandlingof
theinvestigationandprosecutionofMayorAdams.Thoseconcernsincludebehaviorthat
supports,atminimum,unacceptableappearancesofimproprietyandthepoliticizationofyour
office.TheinvestigationwasacceleratedafterMayorAdamspubliclycriticizedPresidentBiden's
failedimmigrationpolicies,andledbyaformerU.S.Attorneywithdeepconnectionstotheformer

3YoucorrectlynotedinyourlettertotheAttorneyGeneralthatduringthesecondmeetingI
questionedwhyamemberoftheprosecutionteamappearedtohavebeenbroughtforthesole
purposeoftranscribingourdiscussion.Youfailedtonote,however,thatImadethosecomments
inthecontextofaconversationaboutleaksrelatingtoourdeliberations.
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areasonableamountoftimetoreviewthediscoveryandpreparehisdefenseatapost-election
trial.Hisacquiescenceintheformeroptiondoesnotjustifyyouroffice'sdecision.

InyourlettertotheAttorneyGeneral,youmadethedubiouschoicetoinvokeJustice



InyourlettertotheAttorneyGeneral,youmadethedubiouschoicetoinvokeJustice
Scalia.Asyouarelikelyawarefromyourprofessionalexperience,JusticeScaliafullyunderstood
therisksofweaponizationandlawfare:

Nothingissopoliticallyeffectiveastheabilitytochargethatone'sopponentandhis
associatesarenotmerelywrongheaded,naive,ineffective,but,inallprobability,"crooks."
AndnothingsoeffectivelygivesanappearanceofvaliditytosuchchargesasaJustice
Departmentinvestigationand,evenbetter,prosecution.

Morrisonv.Olson,487U.S.654,713(1988)(Scalia,J.,dissenting).WhiletheformerU.S.
Attorneyisnotaspecialcounsel,JusticeScalia'sMorrisondissentaptlysummarizedthe
Department'sweaponizationconcernshere.

ThereisalsogreatironyinyourinvocationofthefamousspeechbyformerAttorney
GeneralRobertJackson.Hisremarksareunquestionablyrelevanthere,butnotinthewayyou
havesuggested. Jacksonwarnedthat"somemeasureofcentralizedcontrol"overfederal
prosecutorswas"necessary."RobertH.Jackson,TheFederalProsecutor,24J.Am.Jud.Soc'y
18,18(1940).TheseniorleadershipoftheJusticeDepartmentexercisesthatcontrol.Moreover,
oneofJackson'sconcernswasthat"themostdangerouspoweroftheprosecutor"arisesfromthe
riskthattheprosecutorwould"pickpeoplethathethinksheshouldget,ratherthanpickcasesthat
needtobeprosecuted."Id.at19.

Itisinthisrealm-inwhichtheprosecutorpickssomepersonwhomhedislikesordesires
toembarrass...thatthegreatestdangerofabuseofprosecutingpowerlies.Itisherethat
lawenforcementbecomespersonal,andtherealcrimebecomesthatofbeingunpopular

withthepredominantorgoverninggroup,beingattachedtothewrongpoliticalviews,or
beingpersonallyobnoxioustoorinthewayoftheprosecutorhimself.

Id.RegardlessofhowtheinvestigationofMayorAdamswasinitiated,by2024youroffice'swork
onthecasewasextremelyproblematicinthatregard.

Finally,yoursuggestionthatPresidentTrumpshouldissueapardontoMayorAdams
revealsthatyouroffice'sinsubordinationislittlemorethanapreferencetoavoidadutythatyou
regardasunpleasantandpoliticallyinconvenient.YouroathtoupholdtheConstitutiondoesnot
permityoutosubstituteyourpolicyjudgmentforthatofthePresidentorseniorleadershipofthe
JusticeDepartment,andyouareinnopositiontosuggestthatthePresidentexercisehisexclusive
ArticleIIauthoritytomakeyourjobeasier.










