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Roy ¥, Cohn, Esquire
Saxe, Bacon & Bolan, P.C.
39 East 69th Bevest
New York, Naw York 10021

Rar Unlted States v, ?:
Oiyll Action Mo, 73
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The Conment Ouder eunterad in the captioned case
on June 10, 1975, reguired your elient to implement au
affiyvmative program of complismce with the Palr Housing
Act of 1968, 42 U.8.0. 3601 et spw,, and permenently
anjolned your olient and i%s agents from all forms of
disariminetion in the vental of dwellings, Over the
period of the Court's Orvder, the affirmstive provisions
of which expived on Septembar 10, 1977, this Department
recelvad a substantial number of complaints of alleged
discrimindtory conduct by personmel &t several different
Trump Managewent buildings. Pursuant te paragvaph IX
of the Consent Ovder, we notified both yvou and My,
irving Bekenszl, Trump's property wmanager, of these
conplainbe, You vesponded with Trump's version of the
avonts surtounding esch inoldent in your letter of
Gatober 3, 1977,

Upon asrefully considering this vesponge ia

light of-oue indapendent dnguivy consevning asch of
ce? ecords
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the alleged digeriminatory tncldents, we are eompalled
to say that we are not satisfied that Trump Management
hag complied substantlally with the terms of the Consent:
Order., We believe that an underlying pattern of dig-
crimination continmume to exist in the Trump Managoment
organization,

Pupsuant te the terms of Pure IX of the Order,
we hereby give you notlce that we beliave that subgen-
tial additional action on the part of Trump Managewent:
is requiraed to effect full complisnce with its terms.
We conslder that the eircumstances call for a program
of affirmative action substantially the some as thar
get out in the original Order, (but ptvengtbened in some
redpects on the basis of our experience undey the origs
inal Ordev) to ba earvied cut for an additional peried,
which should be long enough to snsurs that the effacts
of past noncouplisnce have bean eonpletely elimingted,
If we cammot agree on such a program, we are prepared
to move the Court for gupplemental relief,

Under the siroumstances, we do not feel that we
ahould hold you gtrietly to the gaven day time limita-
tlon contained In Pant IX, provided thar vou sdvise ug
growptly that vou ave prepared to agree Lo a signifi~
cant extension of tha Order and the fetention of pro-
vigions roughly like those originally negotlated. The

bracisze contents of a4 new order can be negotiated sub-

cel

seguently. Bince we are required by the Act to move
axpeditiously, we reguest that you consult with your
client and respond to this letter at your sarliest
anvenience, and in any event fn no less than two weaks.

Thamk you for your attention to this metter.
Bincerely,
Draw 8, Days 111

Asslasant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
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' Attorney
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