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September 19,2002

Russ Hoyle, Editor
New York Daily News
450 West 33'd Sfieet
New York" New York 10001

EXPEDITING AND FACILITATING REMEW:
of the documentary proof that the NYS
Commission on Judicial Conduct is CORRUPT

Dear Mr. Hoyle:

Thank you for advising me that you have directed Larry Cohler-Esses to review
the file of my public interest lawsuit against the NYS Commission on Judicial
Conduct - and to provide you with an assessment of its significance.

In view of your statement to me that it might take Larry a month, if not more,
to complete his review (because, additionally, he is busy with other
assignments), I again reiterate my offer - and, indeed, my request - to
EXPEDITE and FACILITATE such review by meeting with him to explain the
three categories of evidence, encompassed by the lawsuit, establishing the
Commission's CORRUPTION. These categories are:

(l) the law, especially, Judiciary Law $$44.1 and 44.2 andthe comission's
self-promulgated ruIe, 22 NYCRR 97000. 3 ;

(2) copies of faciatly-meritorious complaints filed with the Commission,
dismissed by it w ithout inves tigation;

(3) files of lawsuits against the Commission" brought by complainants
whose facially-meritorious complaints were dismissed by the
Commissi otr, w i t hout inve s ti gati on.
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Each of these three categories of evidence are summarizedby my October 26,
2001 letter to Senate Minoriff Leader David Patterson. with whom I met on
October 17s of last year fo, p".rrposes of obtaining his assistance in securing a
Legislative hearingr/investigation of the Commission. A copy of that leffer is
enclosed, with astericks highlighting the discussion of the three categories of
evidence.

Please be advised that with my assistance, it would take Larry NO MORE
THAN AII HOUR OR SO to independently wrderstand with his own eyes and
brain that the Commission has been the beneficiary of FWE fraudulentjudicial
decisions without which it would NOT have survived three separate legal
challenges - including my own. What could be more worthy of a media expose
than the EVIDENCE that the state judiciary - all of whose judges are under the
Commission's disciplinary jurisdiction - are covering-up for the Commission
and keeping it a comrpt fagade.

Thank you.
Yours for a quality judiciary,

&aqg?{W
ELENA RUTH SASSOWE& Coordinator
Center fu Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)

Enclosures
cc: Larry Cohler-Esses (By Fax: 212-643-7831)

P.S. I have again checked my diary. There is NO notation that I
telephoned Michael Goodwin following our August 29, 2002
conversation - and I have No independent recollection of having
communicated with him since my September 13, 1999 fax to him.
This followed the Daily News' publication of my sharply-
expurgated Letter to the Editor, under the title "Who Judges the
Judges?". Copies of that fax, my published Letter, and my original
Letter responding to the Daily News editorial, "Mirror, Mirrof', are
enclosed .. as they are as relevant today as they were then.

I This Surday, Sefiember 22th, marts FIFTEEN YTARS since thc kgislature held its tast
oversigh hearing of the Commission, which was on September 22,1987. A copy of the Notice
of that hearing is enclosed.
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W iliiir,

SUBJECT:

PURPOSE:

NBW YOBK STATts ASSEIATY

STANDING COMUTTTEB ON JUDICIABY

NOTICE OF PUBLIC TIEARING

Stgte Commission on Judicial Conduct

To explore the-policies, procedures and practices of the New york state
Commission on Judicial Conduct.

llth Floor Hearing Room

The present Commission on Judicial Conduct of the State of New york was created on April1 ' 1 9 7 8 p u r s u a n t t o S e c t i o n 4 2 , p a r a g r a p h a o f t h l . l u o i c i a r i r . a w . l . . - - - - � � � � � � � �

Since the Commission has been in existence.for 10 years, tt is approprlate to lnquire into t1emanner in which it is eondueting its affairs and t6 determine-whether any ct*g"s-riyUirequired in its mandate, procedriies or operatlon. It is arrJ irporiant to ascertain whdtherthe publie, the bar and tie bench believe that Judicial conduet ir t;d;rlt;;"iil."d:;;supervised.

There has been some er.iticism of the Commlssion, notably by Sol Wachuer, Chlef Judge of
the state of New York, in commenting upon the commtssi6niAnnual neporl gr[ v""t]1i"committee on the Judiciary believes i puutic hearing is botJr timely and appropriati.

Perso-ns. wishing to present- testimony to the Committee at the above hearing should
complete and return the reply lorm by September llth. It is important that the relty form
be fully eompleted so. that individuals- may be notified in the uveni oi ;r;genat
postponement or cancellation. 

l
Oral testimony will be limited to ten (10) minutes duration. Twenty (ZO1.seri., of any
prepared testimony should be submitted at the hearing registration deik for distnibutien ti)
Committee members.

W-itnesses are requested to dlrect their testimony to the guestions llsted on tre reverse slde
of this hearing notice.

G. OITVER KOPPBLL
Member of Assembf,y

Chalrman, Committee on Judlelaqr

PUBLIC HBARING BBPLY FOBU

Persons wishing to present testimony at the pubUe hearing on the Commission on Judicial
Conduct are requested to complete tlris reply iorm by SeptJmber 11th and return it to:

Rita Gordon
Office of Assemblyman G. Oliver Koppell
2?0 Broadway - Room 1506
l!qw. !91k, New york 10007
(212) 385-6650 

:.
Complete information is essential so that persons may be notifted ln the event of emergency
postponement or eancellation.

NAME:

i . j , :
li:,. :
l : : :
l ,;:

I

I
I

I

IORGANIZATION:

ADDRESS:

TELEPHONE:

New York City
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October 26,200I

Senator David A. Paterson
Adam Clayto_n, Powell, Jr. State Office Building
163 West 125ft Steet, Suite 932
New York, New York 10027

RE:

Dear Senator Paterson:

cJA's Request for Legislative Hearing/Investigation of the
Ngw York State Commission nn Trrdiniql /-^-,r,,^+

Thank v:i,?q],}t|l ,*l* the time from your busy schedule to meet last Wednesday,
October 17- with me and your constituenf Yashua Amen Shekhem'El-Bey, as well ashis former New York City corrections officer colleagues, Donald Winldeld and Zaimah
El' All fourof us were impressed by your already substantial knowledge of the issues
we presenled_for investigatiol and by your readiness to work with Asseitrvrn* iria
kight to build a coalition of legislators to undertake legislative inquiry. we are alsograteful to Assemblyman kight, who, on virtually no n-otir., sent his assistan! SanOra
Hawkins, to be present at the meeting.

e 
As discuss-ed, our non-partisan citizens' organization, the Center for Judicial' Accountability, Inc. (CJA), calls upon you and-Assemblym* kight to take steps tosecure a legislative hearing on the New York State Commission on Judicial Conduct
and/or a legislative investigatio-n.- 

fyvious legislative hearings on the Commissiorg forpurposes of "oversight", were held in 1981 and lg87t - but'not in the ".*ty iiy-.*,
since. An oversight hearing is long overdue for the Commissiorl *hos" cunent U.ragetis $2,000,000. such hearing should be a predicate to - and component of - a legislative
investigation of the Commission. This, because of the readity-.veriJiable evidentiary

I Copies of the initial transcript pages from the l98l and lgST legislative hearings, reflecting their
Prupose of"oversight", are contained in the blue file folder. Annexed hereto as Exhibit..A,, is a revised"Inventory" of the contents of that blue folder, a-s well as of the yellow, purple, and manilla folden I leftyou-- correcting errors in the "Inventory" provided on october l7th.



proof that the Commission is a comrpt fagade, inter alia,(l) that it has rewritten the
duty imposed upon it by th9 Legislature to investi gatefacia'lly-meritorious complaints;
Q) that it is dismiss]ng s-uch/4cially-melitgrious rornptuit trl without investigation; (3i
tttat it thwarts litigation challenges brought by complainants whose complaints have been
unlaurfrrlly dismissed by subverting the judicial process with litigation dirrooduct, rising
to a level of fraud; and (a) that is the benefiiiuw of fraudulint judiciJ decisions -
without which it would not have survived the litigation challenges-against it.

To recap, the evidentiary proof of the Commission's comrption is readily-verifiable as
follows:

Senator David Paterson Page Two October 26,200I

For your convenience, all these provisions2 are included in the manila
file folder.

I t

,ffi (r)' 
It . Whereas l"di-ury I,"* ga+.l requfues

the Commission to investigate each judicial misconduct complaint it receives,
except where it "determines that the complaint on its facelacks meif,,22
NYCRR $7000.3 converts this mandatory investigative duty to o discretionory
option, unbounded by any standord. As such, 22 NycRR $2000.3 is
irreconcilable with Judiciary Law g44.1 and, pursuant to Judiciarylu* $42.5and Article M, 22(c) of the New york statc constitution, was not bvkury
promulgated.

* n investigation. By the Commission's own
statistics, it has received over 27,000 complaints in thl more than 25 years of
its operations - and has dismissed upwards of g0% withoutinvestigation3.

2 The language of Judiciary Law $44.1 defrning the Commission's duty to investigate faciayy-meritorious complaints PRECEDED the two constitutional amendments creating the Commission. Suchlanguage survived, intact, the two emendations of Judiciary Law 2A that followed each of those
constitutional amendments. The high praise of Judiciary Law 2A by the Commission's Administrator andCounsel, Gerald Stern, in his testimony before the Legislature at G tqgt and l9g7 hearings is reflected
in the transcript pages included in the blue file folder.

t See the Commission's 2001 Annual Report, table of cumulative totals at page l3g. The yearly
percentages of dismissals,without investigation, as reported in the past decade of the Commission,s Annual
Re'ports are as follows: !991 Annual Report (at p. l): 827o; l99i Annual Report (at p. l): 83.5%o; 1993
Annual Report (at p. l): 87.6%";1994 Annuar Reporr (at p. r): ez.s/@ @tp.2):855%; 1996 Annual Report (at p. 2): 87y"; !997 Annual Report (ut p. z), s@ (ut
p.2):88o/";1999 Annual Report (at p. 2): 857o; 2000 Annual ieport (ut p. Z).. g3" Tellingly, the
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Because Judiciary Law 945 makes judiciar misconduct complaints filed
with the commission statutorily confidential - and contains no provision
for any audit by the Legislatue or other govemment branchis, either
separately or in combination - the commission has successfully avoided
scrutiny of its handlingof complaints4. To overcome this, cJAlong ago
b_gg* building an archive of duplicate judicial misconduct complainis,
filed with the commission" most obtained directly from complainantss.
Jhis includes copies of the commission's letters oiacknowledgment and
dismissal, as well as of subsequent corespondence betlveen the
complainant and the commission based ttrereon. Such archive
documentarily establishes that the commission has been violating
Judiciary Law $44.1 by dismissing, without investigati on"faciaily-

Cmmission's 2001 A4n]lal RsDort (atp.2)cites no specific percentage or raw ngrnber of disnissals. Frun
tblrc table at page 136 of that Report, it would appear that l,0il of 1,288 complaints were dismissed without
investigation - amounting to 83.37o.

a Please be advised that in 1994, the Commission improperly obtained authorization from the State
Archives and Records Adminishation to desfoy, after a fiue-year retention, its files ofjudicial misconduct
mmplaints, dismissed, without investigation. [t ttrus destroyed the accumulation of thousands of such
complaints from the prwious 14 years - and has thereafter continued to desfioy uninvestigated mmplaints
after a five-year retention.

The Commissiol has relsed to respond CJA's questions regarding this destruction, set forth in
a May 17 , 2000 letter to it, including: *whether, in seeking authoization in I qq+ from the State Archives
and Records Adminishation to destroy uninvestigated, dismissed complaints over five years old the
Commission ever ndifiod the legislahue." As to this particular inquiry, iJA', May IT,2000 letter noted:

*As yot, know, the Legislature held trro public hearings on the Conrmission in lggl and
1987, following yhich it did not legislate any statute of limitations for investigation ofjudicial misconduct complaints or authorize expungement of judicial miiconduct
complaints from the Commission's files, notwittrstanding these issues were presented to
it by spokesmen forjudicial self-interest." (at p. l l).

The substanti+g,Fllte reference to the hearing transcripts was as follows: "See, inter alia,
tramcript of the Dece$fter 18, 198 I public hearing on the Commission on Judicial Conduct before tl* NyS
Senate and Assembly Judiciary committees: pp.T2,76-79, g4-5; 90-92 ,94-96,99-101, I I l-l 12, 163,
199-200,201'202l; and the transcript of the September 22,1987 public frearing before tfr. f.ryS Assembly
Judiciary Committee:pp. 102, 157-8, 264,266.-

t CJA's archive of dupticate mmplaints is described at pages 3-4 of my testimony before the fusociation
of the Bar of the City ofNew York at its May 14,lggT triaring on the iommission, u .opy of which is in
the yellow file folder' It-klry lacribed by me in the 1996 e A B investigative report by bit Kurtir, *eud
Judgments" - a copy of which I left with Ms. Hawkins.
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meritoriousjudicial misconduct complaints and its abusive and dishonest
teatment of complainants who ask legitimate questions about the
disposition of their complaints.

Illusfrative samples of unlawfully- dtsmissed, facialty meri torious
complaints from CJA's archive are included in thi appeitate papers in
Elena Ruth sassower, coordinator of the ceiir for- tidicial
Accountabiliqt, Inc., acting pro bono publico v. commission on Judicial
conduct of the snte_9f New york (Ny co. #99-108551)u - a copy of
which I gave to Ms. Hawkins. A furttrerjudicial misconduct compiaint
is annexed as Exhibit "J" to cJA's February 23,zoo}letter to Governor
Pataki, contained in the pqpte file folde/.

. Ther.r@
Article 78 proceedings against the commission based on its dismissals,
without investigation, of facially-meritorious complaints, in violatior, oi
Judiciary Law $44.1, presents an identical scenario: the commissiorf
having No legitimate defense, subverted the judicial process by litigation
misconduct of its attorney, the State AuorneyGeneral, and *as re*irde4
T ..u9h case, by a factually fabricated and iegally iniupportable judicij
decision - without which the commission *orrld not have survived. Most
far+eaching of these three lawsaits, Ereno Ruth sqssower, coordinqtor of
the centerfor Judicial Accountability, Inc., acting pro bono pubtico v.
conptission on Juliclgl conduct of the state oy uw yori (Ny co.
#108551/99), physically incorporates the trvo otier lawsuits, 

'Doris 
L.

ssssowerv. commission onJudicial conduct of the state of New yori

6 See my Appellant's Appendix for the two judicial misconduct complaints that generated the lavrs'it:(l) my October 6, 1998 judicial misconduct [A-57-83], dismissed by the Commi-ssion by letter datedDecember 23,1998 [A:9:]' and; (2) my February 3, 1999 judicial misconduct complaint [A-97] - whichthe Commission has neither acknowledged nor determined;
See-$yAppellant's Appendix for the May_2L,1999 complaint against Justice William Wetzel,fifed by gadlly journalislc.layton Tiffany [A-266], as well as the comriission'r-il "-uo 14, rgggdismissal leftet [A-278]. This cornplaint and its dismissal is described at pp. 29-30 of C-fe;s February 23,2000 letter to Governor Pataki [purple file folder];

' See Exhibit "E" to m}' August 17. 2001 motion for an illustrative sampling of George Sassower,s
ilany, many complaints.

23,1999, against Justice Wetznl, filed by former New York City conections officer and Vietnam VeteranCamou Bey - and the Cgmmission's Seplember l7 and September 28, 1999 letters of dismissal thereof aresummarized at pages 29-30 of cJA's February 23,2000 ietter to Governor pataki.
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(NY Co. #109141/95) andMichoel Mantell v. New york State Commission
on Judicial Conduct (NY Co. #103655/99). This 3-in-l lawsuit is now
on appeal in the Appellate Division, First Deparhnent and includes an
August 17,2001motiorg inter alia, to sanction the Attorney General and
Commission for their appellate misconduct.

4.opy of the appellate briefs and August lz, 2001 motion in
Elena Ruth Sassower v. Commissionwereprovided to Ms. Hawkins.

As discusse4 CJA long ago prwided Governor Pataki and Chief Judge Kaye with
copies of the lower court record in each of these three lawsuits it suppit of iequests
91 9.v initiate an investigation of the Commission's comrption - b. it^Uv appoinfinent
of a Special Prosecutor, an investigative commissioq or a Spiciat Iospecto, General. We
received no iesponse from Governor Pataki. As for Cfrief Judge kuvr, her counsel,
Michael Colodner of the Unified Court Systenr, threw the issueio theiegislature:

*The Chief Judge has no jurisdiction to investigate the State Commission
on Judicial Conduc! which is an independentitatutory body created by
the Legislature."8

Due to time consfiaints, I was unable to discuss with you - but did summarize for Ms.
Hawkins - the fact that appellate disposition of Elena Ruth Sassower v. Commission
may make legislative investigation, including hearings, even more exigent ttran it is
presently. This would especially be true if the appellaie tribunal disposef of the appeal
on grounds of "standing" - which is what the Attorney General, on behalf of the
Commission' is currently urging, relying on the AppellateDivisioru First Deparfinent's
fragdufent appellate decision in the Mantell uppeut, where, unsupported by ANy legal
authority, the Appellate Division, First Department hetd, ;'petiti^oner lacks standing-to
assert that, under Judiciary Law $44(1), resgonlgnt is requred to investigate all facijly-
meritorious complaints ofjudicial misconduct"e. Plainly, if the judiciiy - which has
a self-interest in keeping the Commission a comrpt fagaie - is going to 

"erect 
a barrier

of "standing" to insulate the Commission from the far-reurt ittg digation challenge
represented by the Six Claims for Relief in the Verified Petition[A-f7<S1, ttre

" &e purple file folder containing Mr. Colodner's March 27,2000letter, which also contains CJA,sMarch 3,20001ett€r to C.hlef Judge Kaye and pages l-5, 29-35 of our February z3,z}wletter to Governor(ttre omitted pages essentially duplicating the reciiation that appears in my Appellant's Brief). please note:the frrll letter is annexed as Exhibit "F" to my August tl,z6il motion in tt e appeal.
' A cqy of theMantell rypellatedecision is anne,:<edto CJA's December 1,2000 notice to theAttorneyGeneral and Comrnission, contained in the manila folder.
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Legislature's duty to examine those Six Claims that the judiciary will not entertain.

The consequence of a comrpt Commission is that the People of this State - 300,000 of
whom are your constituents and 60,000 of whom are Assemblyman Wright's
constituents - are deprived of a means to discipline and remove unfit staie judges -ih.r.
being No other state agency charged with such important duty. That is wiry *he1yo*
constituents firrn to you with complaints against New York State judges, you necessarily
refer them to the Commission. It is the only place for them to go witf, misconduct issues
relating thereto. Moreover, as Elena Ruth Sassower v. Commisslor demonstrates, an
inevitable consequence of the Commission's comrption is to enable sitting judges who
would otherwise have been pubticty disciplined, yrot removedfro* ofirr,to be re-
electe4 re-appointed, and even promoted to higher judicial officls.

Negdless to say, it is themilgtity community - whose constituents largely comprise the
29th Senate District and 70th Assembly District - that is hardest t iiUV unfit';udges,
particularly of the biased variety. "Black Robes, I|rhirc Justice',,the powerfut UooiUy
former Supreme Court Justice Bruce Wright -- Assembly-an Wright's father -- makes
this clear.

Crystallizing howjudicial misconductinvolving racial, ethnic, and class bias plays out
at the Commission level, is a January 16, 1987 judicial misconduct complainf Cg*r,iuit"B-1"), whose recitatton of intemperate and injudicious behavior Uv u iti-i"al Court
Judge, included the following:

"While 32 black and Hispanic defendants were lined up, like cattle against
a wall awaitrng their cases to be called, [ttre] Judgi...intemrptJo trre
proceedings so that attorney Jack Lifinan and his infamous client, Robert
Chambers, could have Mr. Chambers' disorderly conduct case heard -
with patienge an-d kindness by the otherwise rude and abrasive judge.
While all other defendants who received fines were yelled at by"a court
office to 'Step 

guJsiqg and pay 'le fine,' [the] Judge made special
provision so that Mr. Chambeis could exit through a side door where the
clerk would accept his $20.00

In other cases she was nrde, abrasive, impatient and contemptuous of the
defendants- I also detected a distinct difference in the way she neated
white and minority defendants.
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If her conduct 
919ther days is the same as her conduct on December 15,

1985, she should be removed from the bench, io -y opinion.,,

Suchfacially-meritorious complaint was filed by a man whose ..opinion,,'as to properjudicial conduct should have counted for a great ieal -- M.L. Henry, Jr., then Executive
Director of the Fund for Modern Court, who, additionally, *ut u'.ldisinterested,,
observer of the judicial misconduct he had witnessed, and wtro'naA given his ..opinion,,
on the matter a full month's reflection before filing the complaint. 

-

Nevertheless, the commission's response to Dr. Henry was that:

"[Jpon carefi.rl consideration, the Commission concluded there was
insufficient in_dication ofjudicial misconduct to warrant further inquiry"
(Exhibit *C-2").

Assuredly, to the extent the commission conducted any ..inquiry" on Dr. Henry,s
complaing it was because of his position and promin.rr..t0 -iust ur yo* own position
and prominence may be presumed to have been a significant factor in the Commission,s"inqui4y''into your own long-ago filedjudicial misconduct complaintrt -*hor. ultimate
disposition you stated was so unsatisfactory that it compelled you to sp.nJ ,everal years
tying to secu'e a legislative hearing on the commission.

Tlre prima facie evidence of the Commission's comrption discussed at our meeting
furnishes ample grounds for you to renew your prior efforts to obtain such legislativ!
hearing - and to do so with increased vigor, in roulition with Assembry; Wright and
other members of the Legislature who share a commitnent to making government work
for the People of this State.

Finally, as you review the appellate papers rn Elena Ruth Sassower v. Commrssion, you
will see that the lawsuit exposes a serious level of dysfunction at the New york State
Commission on Judicial Nomination - the body which nominates ..well qualified,,
candidates for appointrnent by the Governor to the New York Court of app.ufs. your

to 
- - q' Henry was a witnesl at tfe 1987 legislative hearing on the Commission, whtlre, surprisingly, heseid nothing about his direct, ftst-hand experience with the C6mmission. Even more r**t* his writteirstaiement interpreted the leldi]r decreasing,numbers ofjudges publicly disciplineJ bf tie Commission(from58 ln1979'50in 1980,32in l98l,24inl j8l,zoinlqgi, 24rnlgg4',tain tgas,toonly 16in1986) to its success in deterring misconduct - q1y.,g absolutely no regard to thi fact that throughout theseyears the number of complaints being received by the Commission was on its way to doubling.

n As mentioned, I rvould appreciate a copy of the record of your complaint for CJA,s archives.



eminent fatheE Basil A. Paterson, is a long-standing member of that body, including
during the fall of 1998 when the Commission on Judicial Nomination included, among
its "short lisf' of nominees, ttren Appellate Division, Second Departrnent Justice Albert
Rosenblatt - thereafter appointed by the Governor and con{irm.a Uy the Senate. Thatis not to say that your father knew of CJA's October 5, 1998 *ritteo presentatio' to theCommission on Judicial Nomination in opposition to Justice RosenUfutt 1a-61], filedwith the Commission on Judicial Conduct ai afaciatly-meritorious judicial misconduct
complaint [A-57]. Indee4 it is entirely possible that the Commission on JudicialNomination's counsel, Sfuart Summit, withheld same from the members, as, likewise,CJA's subsequent November lg, l99g letter [A-36].

CJA trusts you will rise above this clear and painful potential conflict of interest so asto discharge your transcendent duty to your constituenL, as likewise to the people of thisstate by virtue of your leadership position as Deputy Minority Leadei of the StateSenate.

AgauU thank you.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

Senator David Paterson Page Eight

Assemblynan Keith W.ight
Blair Horner, Legislative Director, NypIRG
Yashua Amen Shekhem'El-Bey

October 26,2OOl

&aq
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)

' _ , : r : - . w
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Daily News
Michael Goodwin, Editorial Page Editor
450 West 33d Street
New Yorlg New York 10001

RE: AI{SWERING YouRQUEsTroN "14'ho Judges the Judses?', Datly
News title of my Letter to the Editor, Sundall Sept. l2d

Dear Mr. Goodwin:

Albeit my proposed Letter to the Editor was sharply expurgated, I do thank you for publishing it
in yesterday's paper AND recognizing its importance by featuring it in a box under the thougnt-
provoking title"lV'ho Judges the Judges?".

I would, however, apprecide your advice as to who, on the news sidg I should turn to for a follow-
up story answering the critical question your title raises, "ll'ho Judges the Judges?". This would
require examination of the government agency, financed by taxpayers, to judge judges, the New
York State Commission on Judicial Conduct - all reference to which was e*cised from my
proposed Letter.

I believe that a member of the Dail), News staffis married to the Deputy Administrator of the
Commission. I certainly would not wish to unwittingly, and futilely, waste valuable time in
fielding the story of the Commission's comrption - identified in my proposed Letter to the Editor
as presently the subject of a lawsuit in which a sanctions motion is pending against the Attorney
General for fraudulent defense tactics -- to a reporter or editor constained from purs.ring it for that
illegitimate and possibly undisclosed reason.

Thank you.
Yours for a quality judiciary,

Cceroe"42_-W
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)
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1,,,,^,. yhg i1dges the judges?
White Plains: your 

{rS,. ig editorial ,,Mirro4, 
mirror,, about At_torney Generar eriot sfritze.;;;;;fir of ,,a speciar unit to com_bat governmenr corruptiglrl l, ;',ghl_in saying that Spitzershould ,.lead bv "*urnpfu;,.ii-fr"*"ri, 

lp^grur:glne public cyni_
:fifl;ff I t pi tzer shouid u Iro'6" iti'Tri'r abou t his,.pubri c i nteg_

It is not newrv crea!'gd. It is arready more than seven thonthsold. On Jan.2T,i *r* tfr"."-*hln"J;i,day, I am creatins a typligj;i"ri,rr, "r',",..l1?lllfiH,tffi_tion throughout t"he srate." r the; i6o**"0 that the unit exam_rne the lirigation ,.i:{"^r^:lioiir".t "",:g in defendins stateJudges, but there has been no-r".ponrl. Elena Ruth Salsower
Center for Judicial-_-_ Accountabilih.
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45{l W. 33rd St., llew Yodr, ll.V. 101001

MOKilMER B. ZUCKARMAN , Chairwan & Qo-hfrWhzr
FTTED DRASNA& Chinf Executioe Qfiter & Qo-PublLsher '

TIAROIJ EVANS. We Qho.imran & Edltorial Dlrector

" DEBBY SENEK., Editor L cry3l
ED\ryARD KOSNEIL Sundav Editor

IUSSHOYLE, DeputU Sunday Edltor MICHAELX.RAME& Sundny OphlnnEdiCor
JANrE FREIMAN Sundag Features Edllor LOU PAAAJAS Sundnu News Edltor

Mirror, mirror
State Attorney General Eliot Spiker had some wise words the oth-

er day after he created a special unit to combat governmenl colTup-
tion; zCynicis m with respect to government these doys derives from
the belief that there is q lack of integnty in governmenL Unless we
can show the pulttic thqt government csn in factbe runhonestly ond
forthrtghtly, we cannot overcome cynicism."

The attomey general should lead by example: He can fess up
about his messy campaign frnances. That would remove one cause
of our clmicism.

I

J ,

AItTIIIJR BRO$rl'{E. Seninr Illanaging Edttor
MCHAbL C,OOD\VIN, E ditorial Pas e E ditor
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August 31, 1999

New York Daily News
Letters to the Editor
450 West 33d Street
New Yorlg New York 10001

RE:

Dear Editor:

Your editorial, uMirTor, Mirrof'(Aug. 29), about Attorney General Spitzer,s creation of ..a

special unit to combat govemment comrption'is right in saying that Mr. Spitzer should ..lead by

example" if he wants to overcome public cynicism. However, Mr. Spitzer should begrn by being

truthful about his "public integnty unit" -- as to which no press release has wer been issued by his

office' The unit is not, as your editorial implieq newly-created. Ratheq it is already seven months old

Enclosed is a copy of my proposed Letter to the Editor. The transcript of Attorney General Spitzer,sJanuary 2fl announcement olhis "public integrity unit" and my public exchange with him is annexed
as an exhibit to the referred-to sarrctions motion against the Attorney General in the case of Etena RuthSassower, Coordinator of the Center for Judtial Accountabiliry, Inc., *rirrg p- bono pftlico,
against the Commissim on ,hdicial Condrct of the State of New fo* CN.y Co.-*gq-f OS55l). Uponre3lest, I will speedily provide you with a copy of the sanctions motion - and, indee4 of the full fileoI tne case.

P.S- I have once before had a Letter to the Editor printed by the
Daily News - vihich featured it in a *voice of the people;' box. ALpy
of the Letter, "o'Rourlce's Appointment was llte[ap (2i13l9g), is
enclosed for your convenience.
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- with a record showing it to be a fraud upon the publig covaing up govennnental comrption, starting

with the Attorney General's own offiere.

On January 27h,Iwas in the audience at the Association ofthe Bar ofthe City ofNerr yorlq

when Mr. Spitzer annourrced, "as of todaS I am creating a public intggrity unit...to root out comrption

throughout the state". In the question and answer session that followed, I requested that the unit

oramine the ftaudulent titigation tactics ofthe Attorney General's office in defending state judges and

the State Commission on Judicial Conduct, sued for comrption. Mr. Spitzer replied, ..anything that

is srbmitted to us we will lmk at'- at which point I pubhcly presented him with a letter setting forth

the relwant details and transmittin& in addition" evidence ofthe comrption ofthe judicial appointment

process to our state's highest court.

Despite innumerable follow-up phone calls and voluminous correspondence to Mr. Spitzer,s

office, in which I emphasized that the unit cannot "credibly'clean up' comrption elsewhere in state

government without first 'cleaning up' the comrption ofthe Attorney General's office,,, neither Mr.

Spitzer rpr his "public integrity unit' reqponded. Meantimg in a new lawsuit, Mr. Spitzer is defending

the Commission on Judicial Conduct withthe same litigation misconduct detailed in myhand-presented

January 27h l*ter. This is documented in a motioq panding in New york Suprane Court (N.y. Co.

#99-108551), seeking sanctions against Mr. Spitzer, personally. The motion is a *must rrad,, for

anyone wanting to see the clearest mirror reflection of the truth behind Mr. Spitzer's rhetoric and his
"public integrity unit".

I
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tQns@dU-ea-
ELENA RUTH SASSOWE\ Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)


