
NIMTII JUDICIAL COI,II,IITTEE

Box 7O, Gedney Station
White Plains, New York 10605-0070

Tele: (914) 997-8105 / Fax: (9r4) 684-G554

By Fax: 694-5018

December 3, 1992

Mil-ton Hoffman, Editorial Page Editor
Gannett Newspapers
1 Gannett Drive
White P1ains, New York 10604

RE: Your September 6, 1-992 Editorial-:
rrO I Rourke Belongs on the Bench Nowrl
"...Don't Play Politics with Judges"

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

We have received no response from you, as Editor of Gannettrs
Editorial Page, to our November Llth l-etter and our proffered
Guest Column.

We did receive a curt Novernber 13th letter frorn Mr. Beaupre--
which indicated you as a recipient. Does that mean that
Editorial- Page decisions are actual-l-y made by Mr. Beaupre?

Please also appri-se us whether you share Mr. Beauprers view that
(1) our critique of Mr. OrRourkers judicial qualifications
constitutes nothing more than ttIour] opinionsrr; and (2) Mr.
Tagliaferrirs November 2nd article is rran appropriate storyrr.

To facil-itate your response to our latter question, w€ enclose a
copy of our November l1th letter to Mr. Tagliaferrj---the complete
accuracy of whj-ch Mr. Tagliaferri has not denied.

As to the question which precedes it, you require only our
critique--a copy of which you made for yourself in the Gannett
xeroxing room on september 23rd, following our meeting together.

we remain ready and willing to meet with the members of the
Editorial Board. we would be most appreciative of such belated
opportunity.

j udiciary,
tf\54".!.sc,Qia/

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER
Coordinator, Ninth Judicial- Committee

Enclosure
cc: Gary Sherlock/Lawrence Beaupre/Editorial Board

Yours for a

i&r7ri
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NrNTH iruprcrAl eouilIgIEE

Box 7O, Gedney Statlon
White Plains, New york 10605-0070Tete: (9J_4) 997_81oS / Fax: (91/f) 684_6554

By Fax: 694-5018

November IL, 1"992

Mr. Ed Tagliaferri
Gannett Suburban Newspapers
One Gannett Drive
White Plains, New York

RE : Your November 2 nd story, ttO I Rourke
Listed Onl-v 3 Cases for Senaterl

Dear Mr. Tagliaferrj_:

This l-etter confirms your statements to me on October 27l-in and
Novernber 2nd as to the limited extent of your investigation
relative to your story: ttorRourke Listed onry 3 cases for
Senaterr. In the event you disagree with any of the statements
beIow, please indicate same by return fax.
YOUR REVIEW OF FILES:

(a) You examined the fil-es for onry one case: Tappan v. vol-vo.
Your examination of the westchester county clerkrs files
confirmed the finding contained in our critique: Mr. OrRourkers
lower court victory was reversed on the facts and the l-aw a year
before he became County Executive (critique, p. l-6-:-.7).

(b) You did not review files for Surlak v. Surl-ak--which were
available at the westchester county clerkrs office. Nor did you
review the files for Pereira v. Hometi-te--available for review at
the Federal Records centers in Bayonne, New Jersey via the
accession number we had obtained and provided to you (Exhibit
ilsil).

(c) You did not forrow up on our suggestion to you (1,0/2/92 rtr)
that you request Mr. orRourke to show you his files--the ones
upon which he stated he relied in response to the senate
Judiciary committeers question calling for his rt10 mostsignificant 1j-tigated matters which Ihe] personally handledn(Exhibit rrArr ' p. 8-9)



Ed Tagliaferri Page Two November 11, L992

INTERVIEWS CONDUCTED:

(a) You did not call anyone connected with the Ninth Judicial
committee until october 27th--when you only sought to speak with
me. I irnrnediately of fered to arranqe a meeting and to upaate you
on recent developments. You refused, saying that Mr. Beaupretold you to write only a rrshort storyrr about trthe three casesrt
and that the story was almost done and would be printed in a dayor two. Indeed, approxj-rnately an hour after our conversationl
when I ca1led you to add to my earl-ier comments, you told rne thestory was rralready intf .

You asked me precisely two questions:

(1) rrWhat is the significance of the question asking
for rten most significant litigated mattersr?rl

(2) rrWhat is the status of your mother, f s she still
suspended?rl

(b) You made no attempt to speak with Doris L. sassower,
Director of the Ninth Judicial Comrnittee, al-though you were toldthat: (1) she personally revj-ewed the files and conducted theinterviews reflected in the critique i (2) she--not r--possessed
1ega1 expertise and background in the f iel-d of judic j_al_
selection; (3) she was willing to speak with you.

(c) You interviewed Mr. orRourke, but did not investigate the
truth of his statements to you.

(d) You never contacted Mr. LoCascio, whose name is mentioned inyour story--and whose White Plains telephone number was included
in Exhibit rrlrr of our critique.
(e) You made no attempt to speak with Mr. Surlak--whose telephone
number in Yonkers we provided to you in our october 2nd l-etter.
THE ARTTCLE UNDER YOUR BY-LINE:

(a) You do not identify that the Ninth Judicial Comrnitteers
crj-tique was the source for your story or that our critique
focused on Mr. orRourkers responses to the senate Judiciary
committee questionnaire--with the first 20 pages specificarry
devoted to the question of I'the 10 most significant litigated
mattersrr.

(b) You did not include my response to your question as to thesignificance of the question calling for €he "1b most significant
ritigated matterstr. Nor did you discuss its significance, apart
from my comments to you.



Ed Tagliaferri Page Three November II, 1992

(c) You report--without direct cornment--Mr. orRourkers excusefor why he courd only supply three cases. Ample refutation iscontained at pp. 3-6 of our critique and Exhibits |tcrr, ilHil, rrJr,
llsr.

(d) You report--without contradiction--Mr. OrRourkers statementthat the ABA and city Bar rrunderstood the problemsr. Amplerefutation that no I'probremtr existed is contained at pp. 3-6 ofour critigue.
(e) You state that Mr. LoCascio rrmoved to Florida and back to
New Yorkrr without identifying that such statement--if made byMr. orRourke--contradicts the inference created by hirn when hastated in his Senate Judiciary Committee questionnaire that Mr.Locascio had rrreft for Florida" (Exhibit -4rr. p. g i pp. 5-6 ofour critique).
(f) You report--without verification--Mr. OrRourkers statementthat Mr. Locascio hadrrlost, misplaced or thrown out, hisrecords. Mr. LoCasciors White Plains address and telephone
number was set forth at Exhj_bit ilI'r to our critique.
(g) You report--without contradiction--Mr. orRourkers statementsthat trhe didnrt recall that one of the three cases was overturnedon appealrr and that rrhe did not handre appeals for his firm'.Both statements are rebutted by the Exhibits to our critique:
Exhibits rrN-2 rr, rrPtr , ItQrr, rrRrr .

(h) You identify my mother as tra lawyer appealj-ng her suspension
from practicing lawrr but do not mention any of her credentials
relevant to the issues of judicial sel-ection which are set forthin the Profile at the end of our critique--and which f discussed
with you in our October 27th conversation.

rn regard to ny motherrs suspension, you stated in our october27th conversation that you were not interested in seeing any
documents establishing the truth of my statements to you that hersuspension was unjustif ied, retal-iatory, unJ-awfu1, andunconstitutional .

It shoul-d be mentioned that in light of my expressed. concern thatreference to my mothert s suspension wourd be needlesslyprgjudicial, You stated you would speak to your editor aboulonitting same--or onitting ny motherls name entirery from thestory. However, after th; s€ory appeared with such 3electively
included information, you refused to answer who your editor wal
and what helshe had said on that subject.



Ed Tagliaferri Page Four November 11, L992

(i) You included no retraction of your erroneous September 2oth
article which reported that Mr. OrRourke had submitted rrbriefstl
to the Senate Judiciary Committee--although you confirmed to me
that Mr. orRourke adrnitted to you that no briefs had been
subrnitted by hin.

As reflected by your story, you had no interest in depicting the
political background to Mr. OfRourkers nornination, which we
discussed--nor any interest in the failure of Senator DrAmato and
President Bush to answer our documented queries as to Mr.
O I Rourke t s gualifications.

Although you tord me that Mr. orRourke admitted that the only
cases he supplied the ABA and city Bar were the same 3 cases
that he submitted to the Senate Judiciary Comnittee, you did not
report that fact--or the scandalous irnport of same. rndeed, you
not only ignored our critiquets demonstration as to the failure
of the screening process, you permitted Mr. OrRourke to deflect
questioning by showJ-ng off the ABAlCity Bar ratings which we
documented as insupportable.

Finally, despite your reputation as a prize-winning investigative
reporter, You expressed complete satisfaction with your November
2nd article when I explicitly asked you about its adequacy.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

€2, n ci €4:G!i.,, r':'. Qi't,,/
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER
Coordinator, Ninth Judicial Cornmittee


