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for  the At torney Genera l  to  represent  the

Commirc ion here and the idanEi ty  of  who in  the

A t to rney ' s  Genera l  O f  f i ce  eva lua t ,ed  the  pub l i c , s

r ight ,  to  i ts  in tervent ion,  that  is  the At torney

Cenerad in te rven t i on  on  the  pub l i c , s  beha l f ,  t he re

a re  o t .he r  t h resho rd  i ssues  i den t i f i ed  i n  my  le l t e r .

As ide f rom t ,hat .  and the defaul t  issue ,

respec t fu l l y ,  t he  i ssue ,  a l so  t , h resho ld ,  i n  v iew  o f

the facE that  there have been two jud ic ia l

d i squa l i f i ca t i ons  i n  t h i s  case ,  need less  to  sdy ,  i t

is  my expectat ion,  and I  t rust  that  consc ious of

you r  e th i ca l  du t i es ,  t he re  w i l l  be  some d i scuss ion

here ,  Eome d i sc losu re  o f  f ac t s ,  wh ich  I  submi t ,

present  an appearance,  cer ta in ly ,  and perhaps an

act ,ua l i ty ,  that  th is  Cour t .  could not  be fa i r  and

impart ia l .  And indeed,  thaL th is  Cour t  has an

in lerest  in  Ehe proceeding as prescr ibed by

i lud ic iary  Law L4,  which is  a  mandatory,  which would

make  th i s  d i squa l i f i ca t i on  o f  Lh i s  Cour t

regret tab ly  mandated.

f  thank the Cour t ,  f  do want  to  just  thank

the Cour t  for  i ts  considerat ion,  not  on ly  now in

g iv ing me th is  oppor tuni t .y  to  make t .h is

presentat ion at  fa i r  length,  but  the cour tesy which

E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proceedlngs g

r  t h ink  l s  cons i s ten t  w i th  th i s  cou r t ' s  recogn i t i on

of  proper  s tandards that  you extended th is  morn ing,

when you had your law secret,ary cal lcdme and

informed me that there woul-d be some delay, so that

r  could guide myser f  accord ingry as to  the t , ime of

th i s  con fe rence .

And indeed,  the s tandards of  c iv i l i t ,y  say,

that  judges should be punct ,ua l ,  and i f  de layed,

they  shou ld  no t i f y  counse l  as  soon  as  poss ib re .  r t

did noE escape me that your Honor saw fi t  to

respec t  t ha t .

I  don ' t ,  know whether  you would l ike me to

make  a  p resen ta t i on  on  the  pa r t i cu la r  i ssues  tha t  r

th ink may present  for  you,  &t  E,he outset ,  a

d i squa l i f i ca t i on .

THE COURT: I f  i t  cou ld  be  done  b r i e f l y .

MS.  SASSOWER:  yes .

THE COURT: you,re ask ing th is  Cour t  to

r e c u s e  i t s e l f  a l s o ?

MS.  SASSOWER:  Regre t tab l y .

THE COURT: I wil l  hear you as to why I

shou ld  recuse  myse l f .

MS.  SASSOWER: As ref lected in  t ,he record

before JusLice Lebedof f ,  when she recused hersel f

E 1 l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proceedings l -o

and ind icated that ,  th is  case would be Eossed back

for  re-ass ignment ,  f  s taEed that  there was a

problem wi th any ass ignment ,  needless to  say,

because a l l  the judges here are under  the

disc ip l inary jur isd ic t ion of  t ,he Commiss ion on

'Judicial conduct, and Lherefore, have an inherent

con f l i c t ,  i n  a  case  i nvo l v ing  i t .

But f would l ike to move t,o something that

is  even more substanEia l ,  because a l though i t  could

be argued,  weI I ,  i f  everyone was d isgual i f ied for

that reason, who wourd there be? And that invokes

the  ru le  o f  necess i t y ,  okay .

r would l ike to focus on some more immediaLe

issues.  r  have had Ehe misfor tune to  learn that

your  Honor  is  a  Cour t  o f  Cla ims judge.

THE COURT:  Tha t ' s  a  m is fo r t . une?

MS.  SASSOWER:  Tha t ' s  no t  t he  m is fo r tune .

Thatrs  not  the unfor tunate par t .  The unfor tunate

par t  is  that  your  term,  I  understand,  expi res in

two  yea rs .

THE COURT: That ,s  eorrect ,

MS. SASSOWER: Unless your  lour  Honor ,  is

in tending bo ret i re  and move down t ,o  FLor ida.

THE COURT: I  have no in tent ion of  that .

E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proceedings 11

MS. SASSOWER: Then i t  is  presumed that  you

would be accklng rcappolnt,mcnE,. Rcappol-ntmcnt f or

a Court of Claims judge is t,hrough Ehe governor.

f  can guarantee you,  that  you would not  geb

a reappointment were you to have passing respect.

for  the facts  and the law in  th is  case,  because the

facts  and the law in  th is  case would requi re you to

expose not  just  the corrupt ion of  the commiss ion on

Judic ia l  Conduct ,  but  the compl ic i ty  and actual

knowledge of Governor George potaki, not only with

the fact  that  the commiss ion is  corrupt ,  known to

him over  many years,  but  speci f ica l ly  in  connect ion

wi th h is  appointment  of  A lber t  Rosenblat t  to  the

Court  o f  Appeals ,  wi th  knowledge that  A lber t

Rosenblat t  was the subject  o f  a  jud ic ia l  misconduct ,

compla int  pending before the Commiss ion.

THE COURT: Was that brought by you?

MS. SASSOWER: Hmm-hmm.

The  i ssue  i n  t , h i s  case ,  you r  Honor ,  i s

what  the immediate issue,  the t ranscending issue

is  a  comp la in t  f i l ed  by  me  on  Oc tobe r  6  ,  ! 99g ,

concern ing,  among others,  the candidacy of  A lber t

Rosenblat t  to  the Cour t ,  o f  Appeals .

Among  o the r  t h ings ,  i t  a l l eged  a  be l i e f ,  f o r

E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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reasons par t lcu lar ized,  t ,hat  Arber t  Rosenblat t  had

per ju red  h imse l f  i n  h i s  i n  response  to  two

questions on his quest, ionnaire t,o t,he commission on

Judic ia l  Conduct .

THE COURT:  I ,m  no t .  rea I l y  ge tL ing  i n to  tha t

i s s u e .

MS. SASSOWER: The resul t .  is  the issue in

the  case ,  un fo r tuna te l y ,  and  an  ad jud i ca t i on  o f

whaE took p lace

THE COURT: I want to hear something further

as to  why you th ink I  should recuse mysel f .  f 'm

not  in terested in  that  maLt ,er  concern ing Just ice

Rosenb la t t .

MS.  SASSOWER:  Un fo r tuna te l y ,  t ha t  ma t te r  i s

aE the heart of the case and exposing what the

commiss ion d id in  connect ion wi th  that  compla int

wou ld  expose  the  gove rnmen t ' s  I rm  so r ry ,  t he

Governorrg f raudulent  nominat ion of  A lber t ,

Rosenblatt,  which was then rammed. through the

Senate ,Judic iary  Commit tee,  f raudulent ly ,  by the

cha i rman .

You,  as a Cour t  o f  C1aims judge,  seeking

reappointment  in  two years,  would have to  be

reappointed by the Governor, wfro ,orlg directly
A
t i

2 5

E l 1 e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proceedings 13

imp l i ca ted  he re in ,  i n  c r im ina r  conduc t ,  h im  as  we l l

as the chai rman of  the senate i lud ic iary  commit tee

as wel l  as a whole host  o f  government  of f ic ia ls  and

agencies and bar leaders whose supporE, you would

need and require i f  you were not intending to move

down to Florida and you indicated you were not.

Secondly ,  you s i t , ,  I  understand in  the

c r im ina l  pa r t .

THE COURT: I  a lso have a c iv i l  ca lendar .

ThaE 's  why  you ' re  be fo re  me .

MS. SASSOWER: I understand you have a

la rge l y  c r im ina l  1oad .

.  And as f  understand i t ,  the admin is t rat ive

judge of  the cr iminal  d iv is ion is  .Tuani ta  Bing

Newton,  a lso a Cour t  o f  C1aims judge,  who,  her

exac t  t i t l e  i s ,  I  be l i eve ,  admin i s t ra t , i ve  j udge ,

Fi rs t  Judic ia l  Dis t r ic t  Supreme Cour t ,  Cr iminal

Branch,  E io r  would th ink that  shers your  boss.  Nob

only  is  she

THE COURT: She is  not ,  my boss.  She is  the

admin is t rat ive judge of  the cr iminal  term.

MS. SASSOWER: you might require you

might ,  you might ,  f ind i t  necessary in  your  day to

day operat ions to  remain in  her  good graces.

E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proeeedlngs

In any evenE,, she is not only a member

the Commission, but, she is one of the members

we have d i rect . ly  chal lenged.  We opposed her

con f i rma t ion  to  the  Cour t  o f  C la ims ,  he r

reconsiderat ion to  the her  reappointment  to

Cour t .  o f  Cla ims,  based upon her  par t ic ipat ion

the corrupLion of  the Commiss ion on Judic ia l

Conduct .

L 4

o f

who

the

in

In  sho r t ,  i  os t

p@p:es.Sflrely, in vlew of the fact

that  you do in tend to  seek reappointment ,  I  would

urge you to  examine the papers in  th is  case,

because r  would respect fu l ly  submit  perhaps you are

unfami l iar  wi th  the p leading

were you fami l iar  wi th  the p leading,  1rou

wourd know the ro le  where Alber t  Rosenblat t  f i ts  in

th is  and the Governor  f i ts  in  th is  and the senate

i lud ic iary  commit tee f i ts  in  th is ,  and,  r  be l ieve you

would immediatery recognize you can ' t ,  dec ide th is

case wi thout  exploding your  fu ture.  you can

explode i t  for  the good.  you can up hold the

pubr i c ' s  r i gh t .  you  can  make  a  name fo r  you rse l f .

Unfor tunate ly ,  making a name for  yoursel f

THE COURT: This  sounds t ike a threat ,  I ike



t

L

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

1 0

1 1

L 2

1 3

t 4

1 5

1-6

t 7

1 8

1 9

2 0

2 L

2 2

2 3

2 4

2 5

Proceedings 15

i f  I  don ' t  do  wha t  you  wan t ,  my  fu t ,u re  i s  a t  r i sk .

i lm not concerned about doing the right thing with

regard to  what  e i ther  s ide wishes in  th is  case.

MS.  SASSOWER:  f  am no t  t h rea ten ing .  I 'm

enl ightening you to  the fact  t .hat ,  there is

THE COURT: I  th ink i t  is  a  ve i led threat ,

because of  act ion that ,  you took against  o thers.  I

don ' t  t ake  tha t  l i gh t l y .

MS.  SASSOWER:  Wi t ,h  a l I  r espec t ,  w€  seek  Eo

uphold Ehe jud ic ia l  process and we applaud judges

who do Ehat .

So, I  would be most happy i f  you fel t  that

the appearance and the actual i ty was such that,

recusal is not required, Ehat you demonstrated that

by your conduct

THE COURT: It appears t.hat nobody agrees

with your var ious posi t ions over the years to date;

is thaE, correct?

M S .  S A S S O W E R :  I , m  n o t  s u r e  w h a E  y o u ' r e

re fe r r i ng  to .

THE COIIRT: f ,m referring to various other

proceedings that were brought against, various other

ind i v idua ls .

M S .  S A S S O W E R : W e l l ,  y o u r  H o n o r . . .

E 1 l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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Proceedings 16

THE COURT:  f ,m noE get t lng  ln to  de ta i l s  o f

a l l  o f  the  o ther  cases .

MS. SASSOWER: What  Look p lace in  pr ior

ed
proceedings can be readi ly  ver i f ia t l -  f rom the

record,  such as descr ibed in  a publ ic  in terest  dd,

which I  wrote and paid for ,  which is  par t  o f  Ehis

p roceed ing ,  ca I l ed :  i lRes t ra in ing /L ia rs  i n  t he
. Q"d

Court room^on Publ ic  Payro l l .  "

r t  discusse"l$nree publ ic interest cases

invo lv ing jud ic ia l  se l f  - in t ,erest ,  a l l  s tand.ards of

conduct  went  out  the window, because Lhe At , torney

Genera l  p rac t i ces  an  M.O. ,  a  modus  ope rand i  o f

l i t igation- misconduct and fraud, making fraudulent

d ismissal  mot ions,  which the cour t  grants  wi thout

address ing any threshold issues

THE COURT:  Le t r s  ge t  t o  t he  o the r  i ssue ,

why you believe that ,Judge Lebedoff did not have

the right, to grant addit ional t . ime to the

respondent  in  th is  case at  the t ime that  she

recused  he rse l f .

MS.  SASSOWER:  Wi th  a l l  r espec t ,  I  wou ld

respect fu l ly  request . ,  s ince i t  would appear  that

you.  are,  wi thout ,  examinat ion of  the p leading,  _ .Et /

*"fr!\ l determination that you are not disqualif ied,

E l 1 e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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e i the r  f o r  t he  appearance  o r  t he  ac tua l iEy  o f  b ias ;

am I  correct?

THE COURT: f rm not  making any decis ion.

MS. SASSOWER: Oh,  okay.  I  wi l l  be happy to

move to the next  po int ,  however ,  f  respect fu l ly ,  I

wil l  be happy to address that issue for your Honor.

I  respect fu l ly  submit  that  we go

sequent ia l ly ,  hav ing d isposed of  the

disgual i f icat , ion of  your  Honor ,  the next  issue

would be the d isqual i f icat ion of  the At torney

Genera l  f rom represent ing the Commiss ion on

i lud ic ia l  Conduct , .

THE COURT: Let me just ask the Attorney

General ,  have you submit ted al l  papers in th is

c a s e ?

MS.  OLSON:  yes ,  w€  moved  to  d i sm iss ,F  a

footnote,  in  one of  our  br ie fs ,  we addressed the

argument anticipated that, she was going to seek

d isqua l i f i ca t i on .  r  have  ye t  t o  see  a  mo t ion  fo r

d i squa l i f i ca t i on .

THE COURT: Does the pet i t ioner  in tend to

submit  addi t ional  papers in  th is  case?

MS. SASSOWER: I  seemed to have misplaced my

notes.  May I  have one moment .  f  w i l l  do that

f'
E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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knowE, f rom her  poln!  one,  ls

in  an ind iv idual  capaci ty .  I

coord inaEor.  I  do not ,  s ta te

capt ion or  in  the paragraphs

THE COURT: f 'm going

2 2

being brought by me

am not suing as

anywhere in t,he

to d i rect  that  that  be

addressed aE Ehe same t ime.

MS. SASSOWER: I  would point  out ,  however ,

that  much as r  sa id in  advance of  the i r  submiss ion

of  the d ismlssal ,  that  they have no leg i t imate

def ense, they have proven it  now, t)a( I have in

th i s  i n te r im  pe r iod  been  examin ing  the i r  d i sm issa l

mo t ion ,  i t  i s ,  f r om beg inn ing  to  end ,  f i l l ed  w i th

fa l s i f i ca t i on ,  concea lmen t ,  om iss ion ,

m is rep resen ta t i on ,  d i s to r t i on .  The i r  en t i re  mo t ion

is  based upon the i r  manipulat ion of  the facts  in  a

manner  in  which I  descr ibed.

THE COURT: Last thing I want to know from

you is what category of judge do you think would be

appropr ia te to  resolve your  mat ter ,  s ince Cour t  o f

C1aims judges are up for  reappointment?

MS. SASSOWER: Wel l ,  1rou are up in  two

years

THE COURT: Supreme Court judges are

e l e c t e d .

E l l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .
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M6.  SAA6OWUR:  you ' r6  up  in  Ewo yc t r r .

THE COURTT f  f  f  $nr  up Ln nLnt  yarr t ,  l t

would make a d i f ference?

MS. SASSOWER: Governor  potak i  would not

i n  o f f i c e .  H e  w i l l  b e  i n  o f f i c e  i n  t w o  y e a r s ,

okay.

be

THE COURT: He may be vice_president.

MS. SASSOWER: I  would sdy,  in answer to

your quest ion,  that  for  appearance sake, i !  is  a

Judge who is not, subject to reappointment in the

near future,  under th is governor.  And l ikewise,

not up for elect ion in the immediate future,

because we know that elect ions are contror-red by

p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r e s t s .  T h a t ' s  t h e  r e a l i t y  i n  t h i s

S t a t e .

THE COURT: you' l1 have one month to f i le

your  mot ion  to  d isqua l i f y  the  A.G.

MS. OITSON: What about our mot ion to

dismiss,  wi l l  there be a return date on that as

we l l?

THE COURT: Same date

MS. OLSON: In  addi t ion to  her  moving to

d isqual i fy ,  she wi l l  be responding to  our  mot ion to

d i sm iss l

E 1 l e n  S .  B r u n o  -  S . C . R .


