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October 24, LggL

Hon. Mario M. cuomo :
Executive Charnber
Albany, New york L2224

Dear Governor Cuomoi

I read with interest the story in The New york Times of october22, L99L indicating you rnay be mat<ffi run for thepresidency of the united stltes. As one of your fans fron wayback, such an announcement would have brought ire great pleasure--
were it not for my present firn betief thai you rieea t6 put yoo,New York house in order before you starc rooking after thenational scene.

Just about this time two years d9o, a retter written by anattorney, El i  v igr iano, 8"q. ,  was hand-del ivered to 
-your

Executive offices in New York c1ty. As an eyewitness to the l_989Judicial Nominating convention of the Derno--cratic party in theNinth Judic ia l  Distr ict ,  Mr.  Vigl iano detai led ser ious Elect ionLaw viorations--that there had 6een no quorum, no ror_r carr todeternine a quorum (because it was t..ai-iy apparEnt' to alr thatthere hrere too few delegates there to con=titirte a guorurn) , andthat the nurnber of seats in the convention room was inadeguate toaccomnodate the required number of delegates and a1-ternatedelegates (to rnake it less obvious that ther6 was no guorun) --all
fatal procedural f laws, requiring annulment of the nominations
and a reconvening of the cornrention.

Mr. Vigliano further reported that the Minutes and Certificateof Nomination, signed and _sworn. to by the chairman and secretaryof the Democratic Judicial N-ominatirig convention, roth tawyers]perjuriously attested to due "otnpiiur,"" with Erection Lawreguirernents. The felonious nature of the violations complainedof was cited in support of a request for you to appoint a specialProsecutor to investigate.

Mr. vigliano t s letter enclosed n-.ry documents, incruding theResolution adopted by the party bolses of the Democratic andRepublican parties of westchest6r county and their counterpartsin Putnam, Dutchess, Rockland and orange, the other four countiesof the Distr ict--and rat i f ied at  th i  igeg judic ia l  noninat ingconventions of both parties. Set forth in the- ne=ofution were
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the prec ise terms and condi t ions of  a  DeaI :  a  cross-bar ter ing of
seve!  judgeships_ in  l -989,  Lggo,  and ) "ggr  between the two mi ior
part ies, including contracted-for resignations to create new
vacancies, which Mr. Vigl iano contended violated Election Law
prohibit ions against rnaking or accepting a nomination to public
off ice in exchange for rrvaluable considerationrr. The OeaI also
included. a predge by the nominees that, once erected, they wourd
divide judicial patronage in accordance with party lLaderst
reconmendations

What happened to this cit izenrs conplaint irnpl icating prorninent
lawyers and sitt ing judges in what, i f  proven, wouta have
amounted to a tt  judiciar watergatet '? NorHrNc--not even an
investigation by the pubric agency charged with the duty of
enforcing the Erection Law, the New york state goard of
Erections, alr four of whose commissioners are appointed by you.

Indeed, after the 1989 electionsn your lega1 counsel transrnitted
Mr. vigl ianots complaint to the New york state Board of
Elections. other than a pro forma acknowledgment of receipt of
h+" - cornplaint from the Board t s rrEnforcem-entrr counser, Mr.
Vigl iano received no further comrnunication--although he tet tnatrrEnforcementrt counsel know that he had a tape recording of the
Dernocratic convention. seven months rater, on May 25, r-ggo, Mr.
Vigl ianots complaint was dismissed on the statLd ground that
there was rrno substantial reason to believe a viotal ion of the
E l e c t i o n  L a w  h a d  o c c u r r e d r r - - a l t h o u g h r  d s  s u b s e q u e n t r y
acknowledggd by the Board, it had conducted no hearing or
investigation into the matter,

Mr.  V ig l iano d id not  learn of  the d isrn issal  o f  h is  c i t izenrs
compraint  unt i l  october  15,  L990,  dt  the orar  argument  of  the
case of  Castracan v.  Colav i ta ,  before the Albany Supreme Cour t .
At  that  t ime,  the s tate Board 's  May 25th ret ter  not i ry ing Mr.
Vigl iano of the dismissal inexplicably turned up in the hands of
counser for the westchester Republican party, named as a party
respondent in that casel

As -y9u knowr. the castracan case, spearheaded by the Ninth
Judicial Committee, was brought in Septernber l-990 Uy two cit izen
objectors,  act ing in  the pubt ic  j -n terest ,  to  obta in jud ic ia l

1 The rrEnforcementtr Counsel of the State Board has been
unable to offer any explanation as to how such dismissal letter
was obtained by counsel for the Republican Party and has informed
us that the state Board has no record of any request for such
document having been made. Since the May 25th di imissal letter
indicated a copy was sent to your counsel, pat Brown, we woul-d
ask to know what his f i le reflects concerning any transmittal of
same.
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review of the fai lure of the state Board of Elections to
invalidate the nominations result ing from the l-990 Democratic
jud ic ia l  nominat ing convent ions.  E lect ion Law v io la t ions
af fect ing that  yearrs  jud ic ia l  nominat ions--s imi lar  to  those
reForted the previous year concerning the l-989 conventions--were
this t ime reported di iectly to tne state Board in the form of
objections ana Specif icaff ins, in str ict compli ince with the
Election Law. The state Board again faitea 

-to 
undertake any

investigation or hearing and, notwithstanding that the Republif f i
Cert i f icate of Nornination was invalid on its face, claiurei in i t ;
Detennination of Disnissal that the State Board does not address
Objections that rrgo behind the documents and records on f i lerr.

As a resul t ,  the c i t izen objectorsr '  Dr .  Mar io  cast racan and
Professor  Vincent  Bonel r i ,  were obl iged to  seek jud ic ia l
intervention because the public agency charged with enforcement
of the Election Law refused to perform even its most minimal
duty.

The Record in  the cast racan case--on arr  cour t  levers--
demonstrates conclus ivery that  the s tate Board act ive ly
obstructed judiciat review of i ts inaction, and, in a bitterr|
part isan manner, aided and abetted the poli t ical leaders .r&
public off icials charged with corrupting the democratic and
judicial process--gvgn going so far aJ to seek sanctions agaj.nsi
the pro bono petit ioners and their counser for bringin-g the
lawsui t .

Conseguently, there was never any adjudication as to whether the
State Board acted.proper ly  in  d ismiss ing Pet i t ionersr  ob ject ions
to the l-990 nominations. Nor did the courts rule on the
i l legal i ty  o f  the Three year  Dear .  This ,  as wel l  as the
otherwise inexplicable court decisions in the Castracan case2
!ruY9 red many people to believe that behind-tne-sEffiorit icar
influences successfully effected a rcover-upu to protect the
polit ically well-connected lawyers and judges wno wer6 parties to
the DeaI.

2 such decisions included the sudden deniar by the
Appe1late Division, Third Department, of the autornatic prefLrence
accorded by law to Election Law proceedings. The cancellat ion of
the schedured october  !9 ,  1990 date set  for  ora l  argument
prevented the case from being heard before the November
elections, as urged by The League of women voters of New york
State. Thereafter, the Appe1late Division aeniea tfre request of
the NAACP Leqal Defense & Educational Fund for one adait ionat
week to f i le an amicus curiae brief before the re-scheduled post-
election date for oral argument.
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That conclusion is borne out by what transpired in the related
c?se.  o f  sadv v .  Murphy,  brought  ear l ier  th is  year  by Mr.
vigriano, counser to the pro bono petit ioners, to- contest the
1991 jud ic ia l  nominat ions under  the th i rd  phase of  the DeaI .  At
the oral argument this past August before the Appellate Division,
Second Department, forthright comments about the Deal emanated
fron the bench consis t ing of  Just ices Mangano,  p.J . ,  Thompson,
surrivan and Lawrence. The fol lowing are irrustrative:

(a)  When AIan Scheinkman,  Esq. ,  arguing on behal f  o f
both Democratic and Republican Respondents therein, who
f i l ed  a  j o in t  b r i e f ,  sa id  tha t - the  pa r t i es  to  the
Three-Year  Dear  were r rproud of  i t " ,  Just ice wi r t iam
Thompson stated:

nlf those people involved in this deal were
proud of i t ,  they should have their heads
examinedrr .

(b) Referring to the contracted-for resignations that
the Three Year Dear required of Respondents Emanuelri
and Nicolai, Justice Thompson further stated:

I these res ignat ions are v io la t ions of  e th ica l
rules and would not be approved by the
Conrnission on Judicial Conductrl

and addi t ional ly  sa id:

tra judge can be censured for thatr.

(c) when Mr. scheinkman sought to argue that the Three
Year Dear enbodied in the Resorution was merely arrstatement of intentrt,  presiding Justice Guy ttangano
ripped the copy of the Resolution embodying the Deal
out  o f  Appel lants '  Br ie f ,  he ld i t  up in  h is  hand and
sa id :

rrthis is more than a statement of intent ,
i t t s  a  d e a l r l

and that:

rrJudge Emanue1li and the others wil-I  have a
Iot more to worry about than this lawsuit
when th is  case is  over i l .

(d)  rn  response to Mr.  scheinkmanrs at tempt  to  cra im
that the Decisions rendered by in the castracan case
in the rower court and appett-ate Divis'1on, Third
Department were on the merits of the cross-endorsernent
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Deal and that the Appellants in the sady case were
col la tera l ly  estopped,  Just ice Thomas R.  su l l ivan poin-
ted out the difference in the part ies and the causes of
action, and further stated:

rrwhat the Third Department does is not
control l ing in the Second Department, we do
what we believe is r ight, irrespective of
whether the Third Department agrees with usr.

Yet, _overnight these candid views of the Appellate Division,
Second Department were submerged into a one-I ine decision thal
there was tt insuff icient proofrt to invalidate the nominations.
This rul ing was made by an appellate court whieh knew that there
had been no hearing afforded by the lower court at which to
present ttproof tt ,  and notwithstanding that, ds a matter of
elementary Iaw, "proof,t is irrerevant on a motion to dismiss,
which assumes the truth of the al legations and aII reasonable
inferences therefrom.

I{hen leave vras sought to take the sady case to the court of
Appealsr -Judge Richard Simon stated at the oral argument, of that
appl icat ion '  r r i t Is  a  d isgust ing deal r .  when Mr.  scheinkman
contended that since no money passed as part of the Deal, there
was no rrvaluable considerationt, Judge Si_mon replied:

rrA promise for a promise is consideration
under  bas ic  law of  contracts .  Why,  then,
wouldnrt a promise by the Democrats to
nominate a Republican for a judgeship in
exchange for a promise by the RepuUficais to
n o m i n a t e  a  D e m o c r a t  f o r  a  j u d g e s h i p
const i tu te tva luable considerat ionr  under  thL
Elect ion Law?r l

Nonetheless, the court of AppeaJ-s denied reave to appeal sady v.
Murphy, and dismissed the appeal as of r ight

After- the Sady v. Murphv decisions came down,
aphorism rrone call  does it  alIrr was heard a 1ot
the Westchester legal community.

the fanil iar
around town in

The man generally credited as the architect of the DeaI $/as
Samuel G. Fredman, former Chairman of the Westchester Democratic
Party, well  known as one of your earl iest backers who rdeliveredrl
a record vote.for you. in your L9g2 run. rn return, you rewarded
Mr. Fredman with an interirn appointment to the supr6ne Court in
earry  L989--a l though he had no jud ic iar  exper ience and was
approaching 65 years of age. rt is berieved that Mr. Fredman
laid the groundwork for his appointment via an rtarrangedrl
vacancy for  you to  f i r1 .  rn  1988,  wi th  the herp of  Anthony
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colavita, chairman of the westchester Repubrican partyr d1
incumbent Republj-can judge agreed to resign so as to cr6ate a
vacancy for Mr. Fredman to be named to by you. The bargained-for
exchange was the cross-endorsement by the Democrats of the
nomination of another incumbent Republican judge, then 69 years
old, for a further L4 year term. That manipulation bt the
judic iary ,  invorv ing a s ing le judgeship in  rg-ge,  enabled Mr.
Fredman to become an incumbent in 1999 via your interim
appointment--and laid the foundation for the Three-year Deal,
emerging later that year.

It was the Westchester County Surrogate judgeship which forrned
the cornerstone of the Deal--the most rrvaluable -considerationrl

t raded by the par ty  bosses.  His tor ica l ly ,  Republ ican hands held
that important off ice--control l ing the richesl patronage in the
county. However, Westchester t s changing pol i t ical dernbgraphics
nade it  apparent that the Democrats would- capture that fosit ion
in l-990 when the seat became vacant. ini= then was the
bargaining chip for the Democratic party leaders. Because the
party bosses did not trust each other suff iciently, they ernployed.
contracted-for resignations to ensure perforrnance of the Oelt.
Thus, Albert J. Emanuell i  was cross-endorsed in l-989 for a L4-
year term on the supreme court, subject to his commitment to
resign after seven months in off ice to create a vacancy for
another cross-endorsed candidate to f i I1. under the Deal-, Mr.
Emanue1li would then be cross-endorsed in l-990 as the nominee of
both part ies for Westchester County Surrogate.

Neither the party leaders nor their would-be judicial nominees
were troubled by the destructive inpact such resignations and the
consequent protracted vacancies would have upon l i t igants and the
back-Iogged court calendars. As was erninently foreseeable, the
irnpact of such musical-chairs has been devastal ing. rndeed, tfre
re??o{r why the courts are now in crisis is precisely because
polit icians have put their favorites on the court--withdut regard
to merit--no matter how lacking in experience or other juai6iaf
gual i f icat ions.  I l lust rat ive is  that  ne i ther  Samuel  Fredman nor
Albert Emanuell i  had any judicial experience for the exalted
judic ia l  o f f ices they obta ined through pol i t ica l  connect ions.
Mr. Emanuell i  never even tr ied--1et alone judged--a contested
case in westchester surrogate court. And i"t,  he was cross-
endorsed as the nominee for Surrogate.

What has been the result of this i lguantum leapn in the
pol i t ic izat ion of  the jud ic iary  in  the Ni ; th  ;ud ic ia i  Dis t r ic t?
Judges who do not honor their oaths of off ice and who aI1 too
often do not decide cases on the facts and the raw, but on
pol i t icar  considerat ions or  o ther  ur ter ior  mot ives.
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As an active practi t ioner for more than 35 years--nearly 2s of
which have been spent in westchester--I and bther practi t ioners
can document for you over and again the egregious decisions of
judges in this Distr ict for whom applicable law, the rures of
e v i d e n c e ,  a n d  f u n d a m e n t a l  d u e  p r o c e s s  a r e  d i s p e n s a b r e
commodit ies. rn this connection, r bel ieve ny own personal
experience can lend to the public discussion as to why our court
system is in such crisis that you and Chief Justice Wachtler are
l i t igatingr over budgetary cut-backs and why the Apperrate
Division, Second Department is currently seeking at feas€ rtf ive
more judgesr t .

Based upon my experience, the obvious solution is not more judges
fo! thg appellaFe courts, but better judges in the lower courts.
T h i s w i 1 I s h a r p I y d e c r e a s e t h e n u m b e r o f a p p e a t s @
lit igants who presently feer, with reason, that they got ra raiv
dealtt  in court. What is needed is a system of pre-nornination
screening panels in which the best quali f ied- lawyers are
recomrnended for judicial off ice--based on merit,  not poli t ical
af f i l ia t ion or  par ty  loyal ty

This conclusion is reinforced by a recent personal experience
which should be of part icular interest to you since it  iaises a
substantial question as to the judicial f i tness of your interirn
appointee to the Supreme Court, Samuel G. Fredman

shor t ly  a f ter  h is  induct ion to  of f ice in  Apr i l  l -9g9,  Just ice
Fredman used his off ice and diverted its vast resources to
fur ther  h is  po l i t ica l  anbi t ions and set t le  o ld  scores.  He
accepted a jurisdict ionally void proceeding brought against me
by Harvey Landau, Esq., chairman of the scarsdare Democratic
crub, then actively promoting Justice Fredmanrs candidacy for a
fulr L4 year term in November. Justj-ce Fredman used that
factually and legally baseless proceeding to accomplish a three-
fo ld  purpose:  (a)  to  reward h is  f r iend and pol i t icat  a l ry ,  Harvey
Landau; (b) to punish and discredit me, his former adveisary and
profess ional  compet i tor ;  and (c)  to  promote h imsel f  in  h i ;  b id
for ful l- terrn election. Consequently, Justice Fredman needlessly
caused the expenditure of hundreds of hours of judicial and lega-l
t ine on a minuscule matter which could have been disposed of in
an hourrs  cour t  t ime-- i f  not  summar i ly  on papers.

r invite an examination by your off ice of the matter brought
under  the capt ion Bres law v.  Bres law (#22597/96)  so that  you 6an
conf i rm the fu I I  extent  o f  Just ice Fredmanrs prof l igate use of
court t ime and faci l i t ies to wage a personal vendettJ against me
and to create for hirnself and Mr. Landau a media oppor€unity to
benef i t  the i r  mutual  po l i t ica l  ambi t ions.  I  would Lpeci f i " l f fy
request a review of the transcripts of the proceedings befor!
Justice Fredman, ds well as the nurnerous decisibns writt ln by hirn
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in  the mat ter r '  re f lect ing not  on ly  h is  in tense b ias,  but  h is
utter lack of judicial competence and outright disregard for
elementary legal principles and rules of evidence.

Between Justice Fredmanrs misconduct on the bench, as i l lustrated
by my own direct experience with him, and Justj-ce Emanuell irs
contracted-for resignation in August L990, the matrimonial part,
of the Suprerne Court, Westchester County--which Justice Fredrnan
in the summer of l-989 had publicly proclaimed would become rta
moder for the statetr, was effectively destroyed. you can be
certain that such destruction was repticated in the l ives and
fortunes of the non-po1it ical ly eonnected }i-t igants and lawyers
appearing before them.

Th" necessity of your investigating the foregoing is underscored
by the fact that, according to the local einnett newspapers of
May ?2, l-991-, yog were intending to nominate Harvey r,andau, Esg.
to f i I I  an interim vacancy on the Westchester suprene Court this
year. we can onry speculate on the source of that appall ing
reconmendation and trust that our submission documentl-ng hi;
unethical conduct in connection with the Breslaw matter eriabled
You to recognize h is  profess ional  unf i tness.  However ,  wi th  aI I
due- respect, the fact that his name could have been given any
serious consideration at al l  makes it  evident that you are outl
of-touch with |t the home frontrr.

rt  should be evident that this state can no longer afford
sguandering of the resources of our courts by incornpetent,
unsc rupu lous  po l i t i c i ans  tu rned  l ower  cou r t  j udges - -whose
decis ions are seen as a means of  fur ther ing the i r  pof i€ icaf  ends
and which are so outrageous as to leave l i t igants witn no option,
but to appeal.

Unfortrrnately, 1s shown by Petit ionersr experience in Castracan
v! colavita ald sady v. l- , Iu!phy, appellate court aecisTons rnay
also reflect improper poli t ical motivations. Those two casel
presented to the court of Appeals a historic opportunity to
reverse the poli t jcal impingement on the essentiat 

- inaependence

?nq. integrity .of the judiciary, which wourd have pronoted
judic iar  serect ion on mer i t ,  not  par ty  IabeIs.  rn  so dol_ng,  th ;
Court would have fulf i l led the intent of the framers of our State
constitut ion--who meant what they said when they gave rthe
peoplerr of New York the right to vote for their suprene court,
surrog'ate, and county court judges. rnstead, the court of
Appeals abandoned 'rthe peopletr of this State to the manipulations
of  po l i t ic ians who see the voters '  so le funct ion as I ' to  be a
rubber stamprr. These poli t icans have now gotten the rgo-aheadrl
from our highest court that they can freely commmit th; ncrimes
against the franchise[ which the Election Law was designed to
prevent.
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![tre Court of Appeals I refusal to hear those cases--affecting asthey did the l ives, I iberty and fortunes of nil l ions of people inthis State--says more about that courtrs commitment to ; q"i i i i ijudiciary and the true adninistration of justice--than aII itspublic posturing in justif ication of chief Judge wachtlerrs
current law suit against you.

We_ respectfully urge that the court records of both Castraean v.
egl=avi ta (AD, -3rd Dept.  #azn+1 and Sady v.  Murphy-- ioo,  2nd Dept.
#9L- .o_77 06)  be  requ is i t ioned uy- lour  counse l  fo r  y6 . r r
consideration.

Because of the refusal of our state courts--including the Courtof  -Appeals-- to_ adjudicate the i l legal i ty of  the Three year Dealand the fraud at the judicial 
-nomiirating 

conventions initimplemented it--the party readers of the uin€n Judicial Dist;i; i
have again thi.s year taken it upol themserves to by-pass it"mandatory requirements of the elettion !.r and "ng.g6a'ir, "F;
bartering of _judgeships. And once again, the sttte Board ofElection has becorne an active participint in the fraud upon thavoting public.

Now more than ever before, a special prosecutor is needed toinvestigate and halt the corruition in the courts which has
already tainted your adrninistration--and which is r&aing
steadily to the .co]lapse which has brought, our Chief Judge ini6
legal confrontation with you.

Unless and unti l that is done, public confidence in the Governor
of  th is State--not to ment ion his pol i t ical  appointees on the
bench and at the New York State noard of Elections--wil l be at avery low revel--hardly inspiring of support for a presidenii. i
race .

Very truly yours,

DORrS L. SASSOWER
Director, Ninth Judicial Conmittee

P.s. r shourd note ttrat r w3s. privileged to act as pro
bono counsel to the petit ioners in the case ofcastracan v. colavita frorn i-ts inception untir June L4,
l-991-, the date on which the Apperlate Division, second
Departrnent, issued an ord.er suspending me from thep r a c t i c e  o f  1 a w - - i m r n e d i a t e l y ,  i n a e i i n i t e r y ,  a n d .
unconditionalry--without eny evidentiary heariig ever
laving been had, and notwithitanding the proceedi-ng wa-jurisdictionarly void for fairure to coinpty ,itn dueprocess and other procedural requirements. ine order
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was issued less than a week after r announced in a New
York Tirnes rr l ,etter to the Editor, that r was taking-
Castracan to the Cour t  o f  Appeals ,  and,  l ikewise,  on ly
days after r transrnitted to you my sworn and documented
aff idavit concerning the poli t ical relationship between
Justice Fredman and Harvey Landau, Esq. and their other
unethical conduct in the Breslaw case.

The court of Appeals denied ny apprication to have ny
suspension order reviewed--part icularry shocking i i1
view of the fact that ny counser raised the seiious
issue that my suspension was retal i-atory in nature.
Review of the underlying papers would show there was no
other legit imate expranation for the suspension by the
cour t .  r  woul -d waive my pr iv i lege of  conf ident i l r i ty
in connection with that applicatlon so that you can
deternine for yourserf the comprete corrosion of the
rure of raw where issues raised touch upon vested
interests able to draw upon the power and protection of
the courts.

cc: Chief Judge Sol Wachtler, Court of Appeals
Hon. Guy Mangano

Presiding Judge, Appellate Division, 2nd Dept
Hon. A. Franklin Mahoney

Presid ing Judge,  Appel la te Div is ion,  3rd Dept .
Hon.  Angelo J .  fngrass ia

Adnin is t ra t ive Just ice,  9 th Judic ia l  Dis t r ic t
Hon. Christopher J. Mega

Chairman, N.y. State Senate Judiciary Comnittee
Hon.  c .  Ol iver  Koppel l

chainnan, N.y. state Assenbry Judiciary corumittee
Commission on Judicial Conduct
Hon.  Samuel  J .  S i lverman

Chairrnan, Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics
Fund for Modern Courts
New York State Bar Association
Association of the Bar of the City of New york
Westchester/Dutchess/Putnam/Rockland/orange Bar Associations
EII iot samuelson, President, Academy of uitr imonial Lav{yers

Enclosures: Three year Deal Resolution
The New York T imes,  June 9,  1991
New York Law Journal ,  October  22,  L97L
Mart indale-HubbeI l  l is t ing

DLS/ er



t l  fu r therance o f  a  mutua l  in te res t  to  p romote  a  non-

p a r b i s a n  j u d i c i a r y  p o p u r a t e d  b y  l a w y e r s  w i t , h  u n l v e r s a l l y

a c c l a i m e d  
. l i t i g a t i o n  s k i l l s r  u n b l e m i s h e d  r e p u t l i o n s  f o r

charac ter  and jud ic la l  temperament .  and.  d is t ingu ished c lv ic

c a r e e r s  '  a n d  t o  e n a b l e  s i t t i n g  j u d g e s  o f  u n i v e r s a l l y  a c c l a i m e d

mer i t  to  a t ta in  re -e lec t lon  to  t ,he i r  Jud lc ia t  o f f  i ce  w iLhout  the

n e e d  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  l n  a  p a r t i s a n  c o n t e s t r  t h e  l { e s t c h e s t e r

county  (Repub l ican)  (Democra t ic )  commi t tee  jo ins  w i th  the

W e s t c h e s t e r  C o u n t y  ( R e p u b l i c a n l  ( D e m o c r a t , i c l  C o m m i t t e e  t o

R e s  o l v e :

T h a t  f o r  t h e  G e n e r a r  E l e c t i o n  o f  r 9 8 9 r  w €  h e r e b y  p l e d g e  o u r

s u p p o r t ,  e n d o r s e  a n d  n o m l n a t e ' s u p r e m e  c o u r t  J u s t i c e  J o s e p h

J i u d i c e r  s u p r e m e  c o u r t  J u s t i c e  s a m u e r  G .  F r e d m a n  a n d  A l b e r t  J .

E m a n u e l l l ,  B s q .  o f  ! { h i t e  p l a l n s r  N e w  y o r k  f o r  e l e c t i o n  t o  t h e

S u p r e m e  C o u r t ,  o f  t h e  S t a L e  o f  N e w  Y o r k ,  N i n t h  J u d i c i a l  D i s t , r l c t r

and to  ca l l  upon and obLa in  f rom o l r  counterpar ts  in  Rock landr

O r a n g e ,  D u t c h e s s  a n d  P u t n a m  C o u n t l e s  s i m l l a r  r e s o l u t i o n s t  a n d

For  Ehe genera l  e rec t ion  o f  1990,  assun ing  t ,ha t  the  thd ;
;

Jus t ice  A lber t  J .  Emanue l l l  w i l l  res lgn  f rom the  Supreme Cour t

B e n c h  t o  r u n  f o r  s u r r o g a t e  o f  w e s t c h e s t e r  c o u n t y  a n d  t h e r e b y

crea t 'e  a  vacancy  ln  the  Supreme Cour t r  N ln th  Jud lc la l  D ls t r l c t

t o  b e  f i l l e d  i n  t h e  1 9 9 0  g e n e r a l . e l e c t l o n r  w €  h e r e b y  p l e d g e  o u r

suppor t l  endorse  and nomrnat ,e  county  courb ,  Judge Franc ls  A .

N ico la l  as  our  cand lda te  fo r  the  Supreme Cour t  vacancy  c reabed

b y  J u d g e  E m a n u e l l i t s  r e s i g n a b l o n r  a n d  t o  c a l l  u p o n  a n d  o b t , a l n

t r l
! : i l' t
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f r om our  coun te rpa r t s  i n  Rock land l  Orange ,  Du tchess  and  pu tna rn

count ies resolut ions and commitments Eo suppor t  Judge Franc is  A.

N ico la i  as  the i r  cand ida te  to  f i l l  t he  vacancy  ) r "u t "a  by  the
' t .

res ignat ion  o f  .Tudge Emanue l l l ;  and  t re  hereby  p ledge our

suppor t l  endorse  and nominat ,e  A lber t ,  i t .  Emanue l l i  as  our

c a n d i d a t e  f o r  W e s t c h e s t e r  C o u n t y  S u r r o g a t e  i n  t h e  1 9 9 0  g e n e r a l

e l e c t L o n .

For  the  genera l  e lec t lon  o f  199I  r  w€ hereby  p le i lge  our

suppor t ,  endorse  and nominate  Judge J .  Emmet  Hurphy ,

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  J u d g e  o f  t h e  C I t y  C o u r t  o f  Y o n k e r s ,  f o r  e l e c t l o n

to  the  counEy cour t  o f  t {es tches ter  county  to  f l l r  the  vacancy

ant ic lpa ted  to  be  c rea t ,ed  by  the  e lec t lon  o f  Judge Franc ls  A .

Nlcolai  to the Supreme Court  and iudge Adr lenne Hof,mann

S c a n c a r e l l i r  A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  i l u d g e  o f  b h e  F a m l l y  C o u r t r

I {es tches te , r  County ,  fo r  re -e lec t lon  to  the  Fami ly  Cour t ,

I . lestches ter County;  and

To require each of the above-named persons to pledge thatr
t ,

o n c e n o m i n a t e d f o r E h e s t a t e d j u d 1 c 1 a 1 o f f 1 c e b y . b o t h o f t h e

m a j o r  p o l l t i c a l  p a r t l e s ,  h e  o r  s h e  w l l l  r e f r a l n  f r o m  p a r t l s a n

po l i t i ca l  endorsements  dur lng  the  ensu ing  e lec t lon  canpa ign  and l

t h e r e a f t e r ,  w l l l  p r o v l d e  e q u a l  a c c e s s  a n d  c o n s i d e r a t l o n r  i f  i t r y r

to  bhe recommendat lons  o f  the  leaders  o f  each major  po l l t l ca1

par ty  in  connect ion  w l th  p roposed Jud ic ta l  appo in tment .s .

.rii i'{ 0c0  53



l l e  a re  reso lved and agreed tha t ,  the  fo rego lng  Reso lu t ion  and
p ledges are  in tended to  a i rd  sha l r  be  b ind ing  upon the  respec t ive

commi t tees  o f  bhe t ,wo major  po l i t i ca r  par t ies  dqr . ing  the  years

1 9 8 9 '  1 9 9 0  h n d  t 9 9 r  a n d  s h a r r  n o t  b e  a f f e c t e d  b y  a n y  a c t i o n  o r
p r o p o s e d  a c t i o n  o r  c o u r t  m e r g e r  o r  c o u r L ,  u n i f i c a t i o n .
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Cross-Endorsement:
Questions of Protection

; r lghts.I No Inlormailon wasr\o tnrormailon was glven as to the
Een2sts of the Nlnth Judlcial Commlt_

tlhfr+q,k.F|h.h_

. ' I.he story on the hlghly conlrover_
srat cr<lss-endorsemenls case l,, l .aw-yer.to Pursue Sult on Cross-Endorse-
ment," May l9l glves rlse to serious
_questions: who^ls being protected, by
wnom and.why? There are signlficani'errors and omlsslons, even omlssion

lof the nanle of the case, Castracan v,j Colavita, now headed for the Court oirAppeals 
.based on lssues Includlng

ico-nslltutionally protected votin!

sive credentials in law reform. No
reference was made to the ethlcal
mandates of the Code r_rf Judlcial Con-
duct, requirlng a judge to ctisquali iy
hlmself "ln a pro-ceeding wher.e hii
tmparilality might reasonably be
questloned" - clearly the sltriation
wher€ three of t lre five judges who
oecroed tne appeal falled to disclose
tl lelr own cross-endorsemenls,

The Ninth Judicial Cotnmlttee ls a
nonpal' i lsan group of lawyers and
other clvlc-mlnded clt lzens, con-
cerned with improying the qualitv of
tlre judiciary ln Wdstchestei and-the
tout' other countles of the Nlnth Judl_
clal Dlstrlct. I 'he commlttce conle
Into belng ln lg8g as a response to the"' l 'hree-Year Deal', between the

jWestchester Republican and Demo-
I cratic party leaders and thelr judicial
lnomlnees, which effectively- dlsen-
I franchlsed voters In all f ive counties
i and furthered polit lcal control of the
lJudiciary. Your reporter failed to dis-
cuss the essential terms and crimlnal' rami f icat lons 

of  the deal :  the t rading
of seven Judgeshlps over three yearsl
the requlrement that iudlcial candi-
dates agree to early ieslgrrations to
create and maintaln protracted va.
cancies;  d ivvy ing up Judic la l  patron.
age atong pollt lcal l lnes.

' was an extenslve Assoclated press
story by a piize-wlnnlng Journalist. released natlonally two weeks before
last year's electlon, but which The
Times dld not see flt to print.

, The article's reference to ..a per-
sonal court case', in which I was

' Involved before Justlce Samuel G.
Fredman two years ago suggested
tnat my concern for the transcendent

. lssues of Castracan v. Colavita was
personally motivated and of recent
origln. In fact, my concern wlth the
meth.od ol selectlng judges is long-
sranotng. I began my legal career 3b
Igars ago by worklpg lor New jersey
Chlcl Justlce Arthur T. Vanderbllt, L
leader In court relorm. More than 20 '
years ago the New York Law Journal
publlshed my artlcle about my expe-
rlence on one of the ftrst pre-nomirra_

. t lon judiclal screening panels. Fnrm
1972-198q I served as the first woman

, appolnteu to the Judiclal Selectlon
Commlttee of the New york State
Bar Assoclatlon.

Justlce Fredman - a former Dem-
ocratic Party chalrman - was identl-

, fied only as haVing been cross-en-
<lorsed as part of the l9g9 deal, with-
out stating that he was not named as
a party to the Castracan v. Colavita
cross-endorsement challenge. The re-
porter's garbled verslon of the pro-
ceedin! before Jusrlce Fredman (sti l l

, undecided more tlran one year after'
f inal submlsslon to him)- failed to
reflect a true or accurate story. 'I 'he

. reporter dld not check her '.facts"
wllh me. Indeed, a pr.oper report
would deplct what occurs when parfy
bosses become Judges.

, The Inaccuraie, slanted, inade-
quate coveragc shows that The Tirnes

,has not mtt lts journalistic responslJ
. bil i ty to fully and fairly repoir rhe
Iacts - or lo make any independent
Investigation of its own.

It is shocklng that your newspaper
repeats the sel[-serving statements of
politicians like Richard Weingarten
and Anthony C.olavita that political
parties "do a better Job of picking
candldates" than merit-silectioi
panels and that their handplcked can-
dldates are a "maJor step toward
nonpartisan election of iudges," with-

iout giving the committee an opportu-
nity to put the lle to these claims. The
reporter, who had the relevant appel-
late records, should have 6xposed the
trypocrisy of politlcians who pro-
fessed disappolntment that .,the iub-
stanual lssues in the case were not'reached," 

when they and the cross-
, pndorsed sitrlng judges Involved In
lhe deal fought vlgorously to prevent
them from being addressed.

. Unless the publlc is lmmediately
, ppprised o[ what ls taktnB place, thb .
. pross-endorsed judicial nomlnations I
. representing, the third phase of the I' deal will proceed as scheduled In the I
,1991 electlons. DORIS L. SAssowER

Pro Bono Counsel
Ninth Judlctal Committee

suNDAy, IUNE 9, pg|

l ,  6 L , , , r r J  u r  r r r c  l r u n n  J u o t c l B l  U O m m l t _
l i tee, lts purpose, the credentlals of tts
I chairman, T,l l Vigliano, a lawyer of 40
f,Years standing, or to nty owlt exlen_
I

*-'t'e\

There was no mentlon that the low-
er court's dlsmlssal wag without any
hearing and lgnored tlre uncontra--
dicted documentary evldence of Elec-
tion Law vlolations at both Republi.
can and Democratlc Judlclal ioml-
natlng convenllons, Nor was there
any reference to t.he content or eflecl
of the long-delayed appellate dccl-
s.ion. l3y not ruling on the cross.eD.
dorsernent issue but Instead affirm_
ing ihe disrnissal on technical obJec.
t. ions by the public officials sued,-the

, Appellate Dlvision did not consider'thc public interesl and the horrerr-
dous hnpact the deal has had orr al-
ready backloggert coult calendars.

Your reportcr. skewed thc article
by pcrsonalizing this nrajor legal pro-
ceeding as if i t wer-e- ,,Mr-s. Sas-
sower's case." Overlooked wer.e the
pet i t ionels:  Dr ,  Mar io Castracan,  a
registered Republican ln New Castle,
and .P_rof. Vincent Bonell i, a regis-
tered Democrat lrr New Rochelle iho
teaches government.

The New York Tirnes has clone its
best to bury the story. In Octobcr i9ft0
It dtd not see fit to print that the New
York State Leagueof Wonren Vrlters
had issued a staiewide aler.l. tu voter.s,
urging thc Appellate court to revlew
tlle case before Election Day; or that
the statutory preference io which
Eleclioit Law procecdings at.e enti-
t led was denied after being vigor.ous-

r ly opposed by the judicial rrninlnees
defendlng the case. The Tlnrcs falted
to . report that In February the
N.A.A.C.P. Legal Defense and Educa-
tional Fund was granted perntission
to fi le an amicus brief. Aiso ignor.cd

Whlte Plains
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An Exercise in Futilitv? Judicial-selection Panels
By Dorlr L. Sairowcr

- Hop€s wcrc 'retsed recenUy for lmprovement ln tlrc proccrr of
choosing our Judges. In earty Septcmber, readerc ol tlrc Nny yonr
LAw JouBr\'AL leanred that a nine-membcr tmparttal psncl hrd.bcan
formed by tlo commlttec to Roform Judicdal.'sclosttoe to.racqurrcnrl
rhc clght most guallficd cqni[dater tor Strtc Bup&mo Cotut t!

(Conttnucd)
thet thc Reform Democrats kcpt
thelr commitment to the pancl to
endorse only those candldatcr the
panel approved. As tt became clea,r,
no such commitment had been tc-
cured from the regularr. It would
tberefore be less than felr to cdn-
demn them for not lollowlngi r
similar course.

Yet, can they not be foul'led tor
not having inltiated a prnel ot
the{r ourn o,r Jolned ln ilrc commit-
ment to Ble one,torrned under the
wl,ng of the Rel0mers? Thc con.
monly understood puryo!€ of urch
p8nell belng to take t}lc ludldory
out of polittcalhend!, the lnfcrrelrce
lr t}rat tlre Regular Dernoorartr had
no wilh to do so. The lart tr tlat
deals for the Judiclal plumr vcrc
made before t}te Dcmoqctts Jud-
cial Nomlnatlng ConventJor whlc.b
dtly ra.Uded 8 for€gone oorcludm
among ttrose ln .ttre polltJcat lrncw,
a^! fa,r as the contest€d vapancier
w'sre ooncerned.

fite rnrrnerlcal dil'kton of wtal
&mong tle dclcgaftes to tltre Demo-
cratjc Judtdal Nryml,nj&ttnS Oon-
vcntlqr rtricuy on lntra-paity po.
lltJcal llnes, Begulrrs v. Re6oror.
er!, made tt obviouc tlat tlrc Re-
tormeru' efort to change the counrc
o( Judtdaf pourcr politncs on trlre
rtate Sr.prnemc Oourt lsrael war
hopeleqg, at leart thls tlmc lsqud.

Is there a lesrqr to be lamed
ftom tlds expertecrce? Doe! tbe
Judtclail pre-selectlon pauel ofcr a
viable meani o! achlcving q better
Judiciary?

Dlrcouragc tbc llact
On tih,e plur side ls the tsct t.het

those who came bgfore'our paoel
wer€.a,lmort uinllormly of tho Ngh-
elt callbre,, many of the mort brtl.
lient lchols.rr of the prrcdeslon, otrr
rctp.eetsd JudgBs, oua firorc !rrc-
cessful larryeru.. Il, tt!€q our

ilcteening p&n€,1 drd no mo,ru tbao
I ofer recognlHon end noqr rbatur to
thoge .ca[r'dldates lt r.ecommorded;
tlat w,odd be enough to Jurtity it,
tor, In tlm.e, tldr might lerd to
tlrclr ultlmgte elev!,tlen to tlrc
B€ncih. The inhqrent rr{rtuc od e
well-constttuted ponel l! ttr tdtd-
e{rcy to drcourage t}rc pollUcal
hack, the medlocrtty, or tibc hw.
yer whose rle esset 1r "ft{cndr ln
tJte rlght 'plaoel."

The gucstlon ts ho\rr thorc acnu.

h€ly ooacctnod wlth thc tmprove- 1
ment ot our Judlcdal proccu c&n I
r^rsurrr tlre rclectlqr of tlrc former r
over thr lattrn Onc mtght ako I
queey whether Ure devlce ol e I
rcrcenlng palcl can be made firnc-
Uonel. Thtr asrume! that one doer
oot wtsh to do awey with party-
doniqpted tudioial convenrtions aJ-
togctba. There a,rc tlroae r#ho con-
teDd thof the tcdenarl systern ot
lgpolntm€nt 1r thc ruperior cre
and. prt'ducor Judger ol higher
guality.

Thlr lr a reasonable cxpectaltlon
wbcn appotatmmlr are ma.de by
r puHic ollclal amuntable to the
pcople. Yet trtrc e,ppointlve hand
nsy dto be vutrnef&blc to polittel
Dca!'ura end not ntoeeoarlly pdnt
to quelltlcrtlo ddrc. Stl,U lt lc
bCt f th.4 r rydonr wlrtch prc'
t€cd. t&rt: thc publlc clcctr o'ur
ttdscl wbctt Ln tarclt' t&e cftotoc ls
precdalned ro t[gt rvhst we harc
lr etppdolturcnt by.r cllquc o! party
lcdrm not dre0y rcrpocrrlblc to '
t.bc pnbtlc. I

CdlJaV, r Dcttc tudidery 1
qould rrrult tnmr wldee u.n of i
rcrcenlry prrcb lnd,'oono{nltalt-,
ln rdoptloo. od thetr recomrnenda- I
tionr by tiorc nakrtng tlte appoi,nt-
mcrbr.

Vftr,l Frpton
Tbc €xporl@oe ot t,l|lr pa.oel ln

dlca,te! ,that thc vrprkeblltty ol a
pne-relectlon pan€l del,€ndr on two
baslc loptog:

(1) The oomporlttoar of the panel
$ould bc u brosd-b8rcd an pos-
rlble, .tncludlng rcprerontalfrer
tttom maJor county B&r e,rsocl&-
Hoos . tr wcll ar oomm'untty or-
genlz&tldu;

(2) Adrnnpc Frblic assuranc€ by
ptlttt lecdas (rcad appotntlng
rutborltser) tlut they wlll choore
only lnotn lmorg tJre panel'r rec-.
qnmendatlfic.

In crrcrcc, thb ontrlls a lelln-
qutihrndfrt d powcr by those In
Irowcr. Somc peoDle me.y feel it ts
uarerllrt$ to expect tblr to take
plroc. Ferhatpr tlrc tlay whc(t trhc
Jnillciary tr uaholty dilvorood trorr
polltlcal lliucnoc can bo lsen only
ln thc cycl o( vtrtmar{e. But uri-
rclcntlog publtc' lDtctstt ond the
gluc of publlolty locurcd otr cv€c.'1y
tuddrl v5lurcy oaar meke tlrat
dry conr F@tr.

Judicial-Selection Panels:

l{anhattan and .thc Bronx.
rhese it was thought that threc
vouldgtnerge as the nomineer at
;h Democratic Judicial Nominating
lonvention.

fn retrospect, disappointmant to
,hc ultlmatc efiect ol thc recon.
nendatlonr of this pancl mtgbt
rave been anticipate& A prenoml.
ratlon rcreening pancl under the
)halrmenshlp of Judge Bcna,rd
3otein was set up in 1988 ln con
tectlon with the unprecedented
rumber of new Judgeshtpr crcatcd
ry thc New York State Lcglsleturc.
Ldvance assurg,nce! were lecured
rom the party leaderr that nomlna-
,ions would be ltmited to those
upproved bl.thc panel. Thlr war
rot the cas€, howcv6r. A! !ub!e-
luent cventr prgved, thc party
eaders falled to honor thelr bl-
)artlsen commltmcntc.

Despite thc rour cxperiencc ol
he Botein Commlttee, we agreed
o servc believtng that ruch pqnelr
rertorm a genuine rervlcc to thg
rubltc and the Bar,

The candidate! camr to u!, ottc
)y one, each thc embocllment ol
,he popular beltef thet "evcry

awyer wantr to be !, Judge."

Meetlng rhoct cvcry rifuht ovcr
a ifteeu-day pcriod, IrtcnrtEqdng
lovcral dozen candldates, tntcn-
slvely revtcwlng and lnverttgating
their crcdenUab, th. pancl faccd
tl1s dtcsult dcclrion ol clroorlng
smont thcm Glght who would cerry
t$c banncr ol "prelcrrdd.,, Thc
Rcfornr Dcmocratl had plcfgcd to
Gndorrc trom thet numbcr thocc
who would lll thc tlucc portflonr.
Ilourr of dvaluatlon, dlrcuulon and
tbcn, otucke-agrcemcntt

Thc teck douc, wc wcnt our rc-
rpectlvc weyr,. ratlricil wr hed
done our consclantloua bett, gratt.
fled that thosc choccn rcfleqtcd
thelr own mcrlt, not thGlr perty
servlc?; thclr outrtrnallng guall!.
cattogr, rot th.tr "conncottonr.D

lllmdtcr Oonrllcrrcil
There war romc conrlderation

glven tlu ldea ol Judicld rcprc-
sontatlon for our dlradvantagcd-
tlrc.blacks, Puerto Rlcanr end other
mlnorltler, as well a,r tor e, woc-
firlly uader-reprerented maJorlty-
womcn. Tho pancl afbcr all, not un-
lrrtentlonally, rcflectcd thcro dl-
vergont group!. Tru!, too, tlat thc
soclal phllolophy ol thc varlour
appuoe"ntr who cama bctorc ur prc- 1
occuptcd u! tn lomc me8,!u!r tn our j
delibcratlonr. I

But competcncG purc anil rlmple,'
aheer worth und[utrd by potltlcal
lnvolvemcnt remalned our unal-
terablc gutdepostr.

.It muct be ratd to thelr crcdlt
(Oontlnpil orr gog. 8, oohtttttt 6l

Dorle I'. Socsoroer ir c
lonnor presiilent ol thc New
York .Women'E Bar ,4sso6+
atloit and aerteil, ou, the nine-
member jwdiclal selootlorr
cotntnlttec d,iscucseitr lrt thl,
article.
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DORI,S T. ,SA,S,SOWER, P,C,
wssrcn Esr4n ru w mcittz 1ENTER

50 MAIN STREET
WHITE,ELAINS, NEW YORK 1A606

Telephone: 9 I 4_692-2Ul
Other.Wrc- Plalns Offtce: 283 Soundvicw.Avenue. Tclephoner

9l+997-1677,
Matrlmonial, _Real Estdte,,.Commercial, Corporate, Tnnts dndEstates, Civil Rights,

.^p-onrs 11. sAssowER, ggll ,ry-.* york, N.y., Septemoer 25,1932; a_dmiued .to bar, rcg_N1w voi(; 
-ii3i, 

uls. S"ir._iC_ourt, U.S. Claims Court,.U.S, CourtloiiMitiiary nppeals anJU. S. court of 
' 
In ternation gl 1gq9. E7u;;i;;;' D;6"1i'yli .c}r.ii

(8.{., gympa cum laude, t954); hi;*-"Y;i'[iniuersitv ir,D.; ;u;I gude,, I 9_5 5). Phi Beta K_appa, Ff ot.n.L Alien- 5.i, ota r.. l"* A;ir-
11'll llj; Ajlon vlt oificg, .sourh-ern niit.i.i-ol-'N.* Tor[,
ry)+-tyJ); uhlet Justicc trt!,lf T. Vanderbilt, Supreme Court ofNew -J_ersey,_ 1956-1957., presidirit, phi fieta-kapb" Aiu;;; i;
New Ygt\, 19'10-71. Presrdent, New york Wo..fs n"r-Ass;i;-t ion, I968-69. President, -Laiyos;,c;;p-ot'nr*Hi-"'d;i[g.Alumni -Assoli ation, ! 963-65.' Reciirienti 

-Otstin 
g"irti6J W".fiAward, Northwood Institute, Midlind, Ul"tigui, 1976. Speciai

{1a.rd'for- outstanding achievcments bn Ucti|f 
-tt' 

i"",i ri-i"?
chrldrenr" National Organization for.Women_NyS, lggl: Newxort( women'B Sports Association Award "asichampion of ecrual
!g!-ts,l _l e8 t. Diiti n guished- _Al umn, A""rd, i;;iiil 6"iii[::
1973. Named Outsta-nding young,Woman--ot America, State ofNew York, 1969. Nominaied as d',ididate toi New Vo.( Cor.t oi
Sppeals, 19.72. Columnis!:. ("Feminism and the taw") ;;; il;:ber,. Titorial Board, Womari's Life Magil;e-, l9'gi. eutt on
Fook Review, Separatton Agreements and iioiiiii c"it*;;,'fii
Magazine, - October, I 987; Suppirt- nir-iiiii. ige Journat, Oct-
ob:r, .1986; Anatomy of'a Siitlement agreemint Divorce Law
Fduction Institute l982."clim8x of, a cuitody'eiri,; LliigoTii,
S-ummer, 1982; 'Finding i Divorce Lawyer yoii crn f.uJt,l'S"oir1
dale^Inquirer,'May 20,-t982. ls ftris aii-\ir;t i" Run An Eteb.
tron( Arnertcan Bar Associatlo!1 J-oyrna\ August, l9g0; The Dis;posable Parent: The Case_foi Joint Custo;y,',frirtit"tagd;;;
April, 1980.- "Marriagei in Turmoil: The La;t'e; as nbctor,; loui-
nal ol_Psychiatry and L.aw, Fql.l, 1979. "Custody's.Last 

StandiTrial Maga-zine, 
- 
-sepremb-er, t fir; rsji ti;afi ";ii;-H;;;. j'o

Know It When You See It," Aiieiican nar isiocliatton Seiiio,i'if
I n d ivid.ual . Ri ghts and Responsibilities lVerrterer, Sum.;"it?e"sex L,rscnmination and The Law,, Ny Women,s l/eeh Novembei
8, 197ft Yomen, Power and the Law," Amterlcan nai *soiiatiii
Journal, _May, _1976; The Chief fusticc *orj a Red Driss,;
Woman In the Year'200O,iArbor House, lgZ4;;Wor.n ana ihc
Judiciary: Undoing the Law of the CreatorJ Juhicature, Februari,
1974; "Prostitution Reviewi.Jrllls Oocroa': febiuary, i974; ",N6-
Fault' Divorce and Wonren's property'iightl,f lV?w york inle
Bar J_ournal, November,.l973; "M;ritai ntiCsr,fiil Divorce D; Li;Part," Jurrs Doc tor, April,, I 973; 1*orn;n';- il giri;,i"' riidi; Ei*
g.utign,' Current, Nov6mber, t 972; "Women .n"a-ii,c tawi thc Un.
finished Revolution," nunqn_ftg,hrs, fail,,iSiZ; lM"tr1-oniut
Law Reform: Equal Property Rigfts for Womeri," 

'Nr;-/;;i 
i;;i,r.ar J_ournal, October, 1972, Tudicial Selection panels: An Excr-

-cj-s9 in Futilityf, New york Law.Journal, October 22, l97l:'Women in the Law: The Second Hundred Veiii,;.-imiti";'i;',
Association Journal, April l97l;_"The Role of LawyerJ in Wom-
en's Liberatios,'.lVew ioyk Law',Iournal, Di"i.U., 50, f sio; "rirs
Legal Righfs.of -Professional Women,, Conteiporary iauiotiii,
February, !9_7-2;'Women q4d the Legal,profeisi'on,, Sndent Lai-yer Jo_urnal, November, 1970; ''lilomEn in ttrJFioiessi;;;,;'fi;;-
en's Role in Contemporary Society, l9Z2; *fhe-tl"l,i;ofdion
and Women'g Righti,' Ritgers taw Review, Fa[, igZO: ;wh;;{
Wrong With Women l,awyers?",, Trial Magazine, October-
November, 1968.'Address to:iThe National C6nference of Bar
Presidents, Congressional Record, Vol. I l  j , No.,24 E 815-6, Feb-
ruary 5, 1969; The New York Womens Bar.Association, Congres-'sional Record, Vol, l14, No. E5267-8, June ll, 1968. Direitor:
New.York Univerli_ty Law Alumni Association, 1974; Interna-
tional Institute of Women Studies,. l97l: Institute on'Women's
Wrongs, 1973; Executive Woman, l9?3.'Co-organizer, National
Conference of Professional and Academic Women, 1970. Founder
and Special Consultant,' Professional , Women's Caucus, 1970.
Trustee, Supreme Court libraiy, White plains, New york, by ap-
pointment of Governor'Carey, 1917-19g6 (Chair, l9g2-l '9g6).
f.lected-Delegate, White tlouie Conference on Small Business,
1986. Member, Panel of Arbitrators, American Arbitration Asso-
ciation. Member: The Association of Trial Lawyers of America;
The Association ol the Bar of the City of New york; Westchestei
pounly, New York State (Member: Judicial Selection Committee:
Legislative Committee, Family Law Section), Federal and Amerij
can (ABA Chair, National Conference of Luwyers,irnd Social
Wgtl:rt, 1973-1974 lvlember, Sections on: Famiiy Law; Individ-
yl_n!e.h1s and.Responsibilities Committee on Riltrts of Women,
1982; Litigation) Bar Associations; New york Statl Trial Lawvers
Aisociation; American Judicature Society: National Association of
women Lar*,yers (9-Ificial Obscrvir to t6a U.N.; 1969:1970); Con.
sllar Law Society; Roscoe pound-American Trial Lawyers; Fouri.
dation; American Association for the International Commission of
Jurists; Association of Fiminist Consultints; Westchester Associa-
tion of Women Business OwnerS; Anrericair Womens' Economic
Development Corp.; Womens' Fbrum. Feilow:tAmeri"un-Acad-
emy of Matrimonial Lawyers; Nerv york Ilar Foundation.
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