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ATT: Patricia Gorman, Counsel

R E !

Dear Pat:

Happy New Year! we trust that 1996 wirr see the AssernblyJudiciary committee move forward on cJArs rRecommendations forr rnperat ivery-Requi red_ Legisrat ive Act ion*- - fu l ry  suppor ted,  asthey are, by empiric docurnentary proof .

As to  the unconst i tu t ional i ty  o f  New Yorkrs at torney d isc ipr inaryraw (see, p. 2 of our writ ten Recommendationsj r '  tn" AssemblyJudiciary committee has an extraordinaiy opportunity.

As may be seen from the encrosed copy of Doris sassowerrsNovember 15, 199s Jurisdict ionar staternent to the court ofAppeals and coverletter of the same date, the constitut ionalissues out l ined.  by our  cer t  pet i t ion i ,
ar. are now again before the New york statG-EourE-or Appeal-s.

Based on the comrnitteers review of that cert petit ion, thecommittee could--and shourd--make known to the cou-rt of Appearsits concern that New york.r.s attorney aiscifr i ; ; ;y 1aw is__asdeta i red there in- -unconst i tu t ionar  
'ana 

hai  ueei  io 'prop"r ivemproyed to reta l ia te agaj .nst  a  jud ic iar  r twhis t re-brower, , .

Plainly, i t  is in the lnterest of the Assernbly Judiciarycomrnittee to urge the court to take jurisdiJi; ;  over Dorissassowerrs  instant  appear- -whether  of  r ig-nt  or  by te ive.  wi thoutj  ud i c ia r  c ra r i f  i ca t i on  o f  t he  cons t i t u t i o r i a i  i ssues ,  t hecommittee wirl  have no choice but to embark upon a more Laboriousand protracted process of hearings and regisri t i"". 
-

shourd you wish a furl set o.f papers now before the court ofAppealsr w€ witr gradly transmit tnLrn to you upon request.
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As you know, there have lb""r, severar.-. 
_proposars to open theat torney d isc ip l inary process upon the, f i i in ;  o i - ior*ar  charges.Most recently, chief ,rr iage Kayer-s cornmj.ttee o"n tne-proression andt h e  c o u r t s ,  c h a i r e d  b y  L o u i s  c r a c o ,  E S g . ,  m a d e  s u c hrecommendatj-on. on that 

lubject, ny. encr_osed Ho-venuer 15, 1995Letter shoul-d be considered i= oppoJit iot, thereto. As discussedt h e r e i n  ( a t  p p .  2 - 5 )  :  
- r - 5 - * - Y J

r t h e  
_ p r e m i s e  I o f  o p e n i n g  d i s c i p l i n a r yproceedings once formar 

-charg-es 
are f ireJj isthat 

luch^.ch_arges are preceaea by a ;pi"[ iur"
causer  f ind ing However ,  a i  Aolumenleaby.. . .s-assoreL! ' .  yanqang. et  ar . ,  _Eisn o t  s o . . . ,  ( e m p h a s i s  i n - E h e  o r i g i n . I ) - :

As to the constitutional issue arising out of the denial ofdiscovery rights to accused attorn"v=l' r wish to brinq to yourat tent ion the pert inent observat ion= of  the comrni t tee onProfessional  Discipr ine of  the AssociJ ion or t t re eai  or  the c i tyof  New york,  set  for th in i ts J"J G, 1995 ret ter  to MaxwerlPfei f fer ,  president of  the New v""r  state Bar Associat ioncomments as follows:

'despi te the existence of  ru les in at  reastthree. Departments- af fording respondents acertain modicum of di-scoveri, oui inquiriesindicate that in practice tn6se attorneys arenot abLe to obtain the discovery the rulesauthor ize . r t

such statement. only further underscores the exigent need formeaningful action 
-auring 

this r";;i;; to end t-ne continuinginjust ice to members oi  .  tn"  bar,  resurt ing f rom New yorkrsflagrantly unconstitutionar attoinev a1!ci-prinary 1aw.
yours for a guality judiciary,

€Grt+
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center  for  Judic iaL AccountaUi t  i ty ,  fnc.

Enclosures:
(a) DLs '  LL/Ls/gs retter to New york court of Appears andJur isd ic t ional  Statement
(b)  c i ty  Barrs  6/15/95 l t r  to  Hew iork  s tate Bar  Associat ion


