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B. Thomas Golisano, Gubernatorial Candidate
Independence Party

ATT: Ilene Siekerski, secretary

RE: The Hard Evidence to Knock out the Gubernatorial-
Attomey General Incumbents

Dear Ms. Siekerski:

As discussed, enclosed is my May 18, 2002 covernote to Mr. Golisano, transmitting
to him two cartons containing a copy ofthe complete file of my politically-explosive
public interest lawsuit against the New York State Commission on Judicial
Conduct.

The significance of the lawsuit is summarized by my May l7,2oo2 e-mailto the
Working Families Party - a copy of which I provided to Mr. Golisano, along with
the recent article about the case, "Appeal 

for Justice", in Albany's alternative
newspaper, Metroland (April 25-May 1,2002).

IF Mr. Golisano has referred the file for review by his legal staff, he knows the
multiple respects in which this lawsuit criminally implicates the Governor. In
addition to the recitation appearing in my December 22,2OOO Appellant's Brief in
the Appellate Division, First Department (at pp. L-2,5-6,16-19, 2g-30,34,4249),
this is most clearly recited at 'lTti15-31 of my August 17 ,2001motion to disqualifu
that Court's judges and for sanctions, under the heading, "This Court's Justices
have a Self-Interest in the Appeal to the Extent they are Dependent on Governor
Pataki for Reappointment to this Court and for Elevation to the New York Court
of Appeals". As reflected therein, the case file physically incorporates CJA's
September 7, 1999 criminal complaint against Governor Pataki, filed with the U.S.
Attomey for the Eastem District of New York, as well as CJA's ethics complaints
against him, including our March 26, 1999 complaint, filed with the New york



B. Thomas Golisano, Gubernatorial Candidate PageTwo June2l,202

State Ethics Commission. These complaints are STILL PENDING - neither having
been dismissed by the U.S. Attorney and Ethics Commission, which has been
"sitting" on them all this time.

Thanking you in advance for your assistance,

Yours for a quality judiciary,
and meaningful elections,

gezla

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)
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: shaking Up the 2002 Etections to vindicate the public.s Rights
51171021:02:15 PM Eastem Daytight Time

rom: Judgewatchers
o: wfp@workingfamiliesparty.org

TO: WORKING FAMILIES PARW

FROM: ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.

RE: _shaking up the 2002 Elections to Mndicate the public,s Rights:
Beginning with the Race for Attomey General

DATE: Friday, May 17,2002

This folfows up my phone conversation yesterday with oscar owens e1v222-g7g6).

I am the efounder and co-ordinator of the center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (cJA), a non-partisan, non-profit citizens' organization whictt, for more than a decade, has documentJoi'ne ovliunition, potitic;ii.iloh, 
'

and comption of the behind-closed-doors processes of judicial selection ano Oiscipf ine.

It is.extrcmely importantllat the Working Families Party run a strong candidate for State Attomey General-asAt tomeyGenera|E| io tSpi tzer iseminent |ybeatab|e,basedonH|SREcoRorr loFi lcE.- ' . . - ' � � � �

Ahhough Attomey General Spitzer speaks elgquently about being .the People's Lawyefl and restoring theintegrity of public institutions and accountability, tre fias used his-office to covei-up's'Gemic govemmental
comrption, involving, inter alia, Govemor Pataki, high-ranking judges, and the Ni-s-iommission on JudicialConduct. Not only is his touted "Public lntegrity Unit' a noaxl uut, in defending the Commission on JudicialConduc[, sued for comlption, he has wilfully subverted the;uiiciai process nyirauoul-nt defense tactics.

fn addition to my direct, first'had experience with Attomey General Spitzer - going back to his candidacy forAttorney General and spanning his tenure in office, I have a treasure tiove of Coneiponoence with him -establishing my personal contacts with him and his direct knowtedge and prso44 nSOntty. Suchconespondence is an integral.part of my public intele$ lawsuit agiins the Commission on Judicial Condud,commenced in April 1999-- NO_W on appealto the NY Court of Appeals - a tawsuitwnich requests, anO 
--

documents my entitlement to, disciplinary and criminal refemal of il1r. spitzi i p"r*nitU.

I do not believe I exagggrate In saying that Attomey General Spitzefs official misconduc{ in connection withmy public interest lawsuit against the Commission will be THE decisive issue in me rice for Attorney oeneiaf- with ramifications on the race for Governor. Public exposure of the lawsuit will not only end Ur. Spitzefs 
'

re-election prospects and political career, but his legal career as well. lndeed, it r"i prove equallydevastating for Mr. Pataki.

The file evidence of hard-core conuption involving Mr. spitzer, Mr. Pataki, and the judiciary, emboctied by mypublic interest lawsuit against the commission, is potlticaidynamite - "*;;g thi" 6tri"'r,third parties'anextraordinary opportunity to upset the sfafus guo and rnoctihe two most powerful incumbents out of theelection for the benefit of the people of this Siate.

I am duplicating the file of the lawsuit so that each of.the thid parties" will have its own copy to review andindependently assess. Needless to say, I woy! be pleased to assist in that review and assessment with apersonal presentation' lndeed, tomonow and Sundiy, I will be attending tfre f noepend"n"" party,s
Convention at the Maniott Hotel in Brooklyn for that purpose.

I look fonrard to your enthusiastic response.



Elena Ruth Sassower, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, lnc. (CJA)
Tel: 914-{21-12W
Fax:911-42&4994
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!oy:yl! alleges corraption at the state commissio.n on
I ulj,ci ajc o n d ycl an! y ercs, t o di s; qu alifu an n t ii i*

IYI f,l;i n,f,: 3il:il;:,""*li,f$
papgrs with state Attornby General Eliot

. Spitzer and the state'Gjmmission on ludi_ .
cial C-ouduct May 1; dftCr ail; is-law Day-, ,

'a day established by congressional ,.rJlo_ .'
tion in t9e t-to celgbrtte fiberty, eoudiw 

,
' ai'rd justice under the law, Likewise, th!.,

point of,sasiowerisBublic-interest r"ii,-i :
ry99.:9i"S against'.the Commiseion on

.. Iudicial,Ggnduct alleging thbt it.is cor_,
rupt and has failed to fulfill its mandate
to investigate civil iansl complaints,
against judges, ii to .draw atteniion to
people's rights,to "justice under law.o Or,
ln some instances, the lack thereof.

As coordinator for the Center for
|udicial Accountability Inc., a nonprofit
citizens' organization that for *or" than
a decade has been dedicated to revealing
the secretive and insular natule of thi
commission, Sassower is filing a motion
wilh 

$e Court of Appeals to iompel the
orglnrzltion to investigate clf comlhints
against judges, as required by staie law.
As it stands now, the commission investi_
gates complaints at its own discretion,
and critics say that all too often, cosl-
pf ajnts against polit ically connected,
higher-level jddges are dismissed; when a
complaint against a powerful judge is
heard, the resulting punishmenf oftIn is
little more than a slap on the wrist.

The charges and evidence in Sassower's
petition are intensely critical of the com-
mission, its adrninistrators and members,
and of Spitzer, whom Sassower says has
helped insulate the commissidn from
public. accountability and judges from
recelvlng complete investigations. In
essence, she has assembled an exhaustive
set-oflegal papers that implicates officials
as high up as Gov. Georgi pataki in what
she calls 'willful 

miscoirduct," and an
attempt to subyert oversight of the judi_
ciary----especially memberi of the judicia_

N
o
o
N

tl{

h
tg

Fi,
I

to
N

FI
.r{

h
g
(



The cri 'm' inal

assistant solicitor general Carol Fischer,
acting on behalf of the attorney general's
office, argued in 2000 that 'any question
of judicial bias is meritless." Practically
rio one in state government or the court
system is willing comment on it.

This time around, Sassower's case is
going to be particularly difficult for the
courts to contend with because she is
asking that none of the judges sitting on
the Court of Appeals be allowed to pre-
side over it.

"What is most dramatic [about this'
casel is not the fact that I'm going to be
serving my notice of'appeal on the com-
mission and its attorney, the state attor-
ney general," Sassower commented. 'But

that I am also accompanying that with sn
unusual motion to disqualify the judges
of the Court of Appeals."

According to Sassower, all save one of
the Appeds Court judges have 'personal

and pecuniary" interests in her case.
Take, for instance, Associate fudge

Albert Rosenblatt. In 1998, Sassower
made a judicial misconduct complaint
against him, charging that he committed
perjury when he was being interviewed
for his position by the commission in
charge of  appoint ing Appeals Court
judges,  the Commission on fudic ia l

law suit  rcech .this state's

'

panel hqaring a case brought by Sassow=
er 's  mother ,  Dor is  Sassower,  which
alleged corruption in election laws as it
pertains to judges. The case resulted in
the abrupt and unconditional suspension
of Doris Sassower's law license without a
hearing or notice ofcharges.

Thg. only Appeals Court judge who is
noi sgmehow directly involved with the
case is Richard,Wesley. But Sassower says
that  he should a lso 'be d isqual i f ied
because of the lappearance that he can-
not be fair and impartial" if his col-
leagues are all implicated in the suit. .'.

'Because virtually every judge in the

f:
state is under the commission's discipli-
nary jurisdiction and because the criminal
ramifications of.this lawsuit reach this
state's most powerful leaders upon whom
judges are d i rect ly  and immediate ly
dependent and with whom they have per-
sonal and professional relationships," Sas:
sower's court papers state, "I raised legiti-
mate issues of judicial disqualification and
disclosure in the courts . . . Their disquali,

ffing interest is based on participation in
the events giving rise to this lawsuit or in
the systematic governmental corruption it
exposes-as to which they bear discipli-
nary and criminal liability."

Sassower acknowledged that her suit
has a l ready been denied by both the
Supreme and Appel la te cour ts  in  the
past, but she said she's not going to be
dissuaded, even if Appeals Court refuses
her again: "I did not bring this case with
the idea that the public's rights would be
'v indicated in  the cour t , "  she said.  " I

brought this case because, if the courts
are corrupt from bottom to top, I was
going to put it all together in a neat pack-
age where it could be presentecl to the
public in a neat forrn. . . . The public
needs to know what s going on with judi-
ciary discipli'. *o j"o[:]J"sliif:;

. ,  
t  l -  r ,  . .  l "  

, ' . i . .  
, '

Nominat ion.  Sassower bel ieves that
Rosenblatt was not forthcoming with the
commission when it askbd him whether
he'had ever been a subject of miscondu€t
ggmplaints. The Commission on Judicial
Conduct dismissetl Sassower's complaint
without investigation in December 1998.
It was rifterfailing to,ieceive satisfactory
answers to:her repe4ted guestions about
the dismissal of her complaint-and sub-

; sequent related complaints--that Sas-
'sower 

began her legal proceedings against
the Commission on Iudicial Conduct.
. ,",tlts the tnrnplunt'a.gainst him based
$pon.his periury.in his application to the

' . '  . '  , . i ;  ' i  i

ramificq'tions of thts
rnost powerful leaders upon wham' judgeis are direct ly
and immedia te ly  d tpendent  and w i th  whom they  have

p e r s o n . a l a . n d p r o f e s s | o n a l . t e l a t i o n s h i P s . �
. Court of Appeals which was dismissed by
the commission, so he has direct inter-
est,' Sassower said. She said that both
fudge George Bundy Smith and |udge
Victoria Graffeo were involved in the
events that gave rise to the initial suit-
the "ramming through" of the approval
of Rosenblatt despite complaints against
his appointment-and should also be
disqualified from the case.

As for Chief Judge fudith Kaye, Sas-
sower said that over the past two years,
she has provided her with full copies of
her complaints and lawsuit against the

.  commission:  ' I  sa id,  'You need to
appoint a special inspector general [to
investigate].' . . . But what does she do?
She says she has no authority. I say she
sure does have the authority to undertake
an official investigation. So I filed a mis-
conduct complaint [against her] with the
commission based on the ethical rules
that a judge must take appropriate action
when faced with evidence of violative
conduct taking place in front of him."

|udge Carmen Ciparik ought to be
disqual i f ied,  Sassower contended,
because she served on the commission
from 1985 through 1993.

|udge Howard Levine should be dis-
qualified, she said, because he sat on a


