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x n been a long while since wa've been (n touch. Hope i is well. CJA has besn making extraondinary progress in developing
¥ ssues tht you have wiitten so eloquently about. Flrstly, are you eware of my publishad article "Without Merit: The Empty
B Momise of Axiciel Discipiina? in The Long Tetr Yew (Mwssachusstts School of Law) Vol 4, No. 1, summer 1907, pp. 80-
;- @Y X desotibes the problem of dishonest judiclal decisions, cites your temilc siicle, * The Lifimale injustics: When the Court
. Nastaten the Facis”, and uses that great quote from Monros Freediman.

Secondly, last year, we ran a $3,000 public interest i, "Resiraining Liars in the Courfroom' and on the Public Peyroll” In the
New York Law Jounel, (W27/97, pp. 3-4), detailing how judges had wiltten dishonest dacisions to “throw” thres cases In

which stets Judgas and the NYS Commission on Judicial Conduct were suad for comuption — and in which the State Attomey
Genaml, hening no legitimate defenss to the plaacings, hed fresly engaged in Riigstion freud wid misconduct, on behalf of the

defendants - sl unadudicated,

The thind caes described In the ad — a Bection 1983 jederal action — is now before the U.S. Suprame Court on a petitlon or a
wiit of cerdiomst. The underlying [asues are those [rvohing the retallstory suspension of my mother's kw icense — ae
sumimaszed in CdA's NYT Op-Ed ad, "Wharw Do You Go When Judges Break the Law? ($0/26/94). I'm sure you recall the
ad = which had prompled you to rst a-mail us at that ime. However, the threahold issuea — and tha ones exclusively
muhmm-lmtmmiwu isconduct, fising to a lewl of criminality by the district judge and

- he record in EVERY material respect and jettisoning all
wwmm luchmﬂuctcnrwptldnntnrivﬂu Judical-appaliste process, but comupted the kdaral
.. decipinery process, a weil. indeed, incorporated in the record of the case — and Includad In the appendix to the ceit pelition
.. —um the two 372(c) misconduct complaints we flled against the district judge and Clicult pansl for thelr iraudulent conduct,
© together with the petition for review thereon by the Circult Judiclel Councll.

This sxtreordinary cess smgirically explodas the “alf's well” conclusions of the 1983 Report of the Natlonal Comimission on
Judoial Diecipiine and Remowal - not only Insofar ss it demonstrates the complete breakdown of checks on judicial
risconduct in the judclal branch, but thoge in the legislative and executive branches ss well.  This Is highlighted in our

pressntation to ths Cout

| wonsid very much ke to send you & copy of the cert petition, which is unoppoaed, as well as our supplamental brief — on the
Court's conference calender for Saptamber 28th. However, | Jssl | should iirst Inquire whether you would ike to recaive them.

Should you wish to know more about the case and the issues presentsd, | gave testimony back in Aprl belore the
Commission on Stuctural Altermathves for the Fedaral Couwts of Appasls (chaired by Byron Whita), which can be accessed
thepugh our website: www ludgewatch.org . Youll aleo fnd "Witheu! Mord”™ and "Resiraining Liars™ on our woebsite.

Looking brwn'l to your anthusiastic responsa.

- Regaide. Elana [Sassower], Coorinator

Center for Judicial Accountabliity, inc.




