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Box 69, Gedney Station
White Plains, New york 1o6os

March  S ,  1996

Robert M. Morgenthau, Dlstrict AttorneyNew york County
L Hogan place
New york,  New york 10013

ATT!  Ass is tant .Dis t r ic t  At torney Thomas A.  wornomDeputy chief, special pr""!",-rf i ; ;= Bureau
Dear Mr. Wornorn:

This fol lows up our February 13, 1996 terephone conversation inwhich r aetafled tne--respects in which yor"--February 7thresponse to our January 3Lst le*er- is i ; -u.a-i l i in.
The f irst ingulry enurnerated in our January 3 r_st retter asked:

',r11!::_1f. anything__rhe Manhattan DlsrrictAttorney has done riittr--",r"--frirnin.f conplaintagainst the conmission ""-.rii i"iur condirct ofthe State of New Vortc__-fl].ea on May 19,1 9 9 5 . , r  ( a t  p .  1 )

::;"ril:8""1";""?""iXT# nothins. your February zrh retter
*the inforrnation contained in [ourJ crininalcornpla'nt is insuf f ici""t to warrant ors u p p o r t  a  c r i m i n a +  

. ; ; ; r e c u t i o n  o f  t h e
f i :#JiTi" 'on rudici i i  conauct u,,J i t=

l s  parpably  sp-ur . ious,  in  l ight -of  the fact  that  our  May 19,  1995; : it'"lf i B'ofxil'*, i; - ";' .�i:' 
" 
&*# F 

- 
&J.'" . :; ;^"^:. _ =Fin=destablished the conplicity by th; C;;i-=rion-o;-;"u#ffff*ffi*i n  c r im inar .  

.a ld  
-  

cor ru 'p t  
-  

conauc i " " ' i v  
^ ju_dges and jud ic ia lcandldates, whlch naa Uee'n the g"Ui1"9 

;o.f__misconduct compraints t"  t r , "  cornmissior,__ai=rnissed by r t ,  wi thouLinvest icrat ion,  in v ior i i iJ l  of  . r"ai" i i rv i i " '  s+; : i . - rs.r .h summarydismissars bv the commission, sh.own uv- lne Art icre 7B pet i t ion tobe part  ot  t  .  knowing-; ; ;^  
*r iu"r . iJ  pattern or piotecr ionisn,includins of  i ts  o"r-  r r ighest_rankins f"ai l l l i  ; ;#. .__sar isf iesthe essent iar-  e lernents ; f  * ;  ; ; i# ' ' " f r  uof f i " i " i ; i ;conducr, , ,  

asdef ined in  pena l  Law SfgS.oO.  Add i t i ; ;a '1y ,  as  to  our

,1
, l

.rr.c-
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District Attorney Dlorgenthau Page Two M a r c h  S ,  l _ 9 9 6

septenber 1g, 19g5 cornpl-aint ,  based on the cornnission I  sr i t iqat ion misconducL in-oui  Art ic le za nS.geeding against  i t  andconplicity in a f raudurelt 
-� iyas-m.-"! 

":t 
disrnissar , the recordestabr ishes addi tLonar "" i t "= cornrni t ted by tne-corni i==ion, interal ia , obstructing covernmental earini=trJtion iSJ, u . ou I throughPer ju ry  {sszro .o-s ,  z io . ioy ,  o i } " " i " i  .  Farse  rnscrument  fo rF i l i n g  ( s s 1 7 5 . 3 0 ,  r z s . l s l l  s e v e r a l  0 r  i r n i c n - " r "  " r . = .  E  f e l 0 n i e s .This is quite apart from ""iri"ir-";;r; i"acy.

Even cursorv review of the misconduct. complaints annexed asExhibits ,gii tnrougn 
-,,lr,, 

to the--v.e._J:jL=d a-rli-.* 78 petitionrevears that corroborating docurnentuE=n oE the "rirni.nar acts wassubrnitted to the c"r*rJ=i:l;__yfi i^"i"orf"r" oi-- '-yet furthercorroboratlng docurnentation to support tne fired conpraints.
Thls 1s fur t r rer^tr ighr ighted at  paragraphs,,TWENTY_FrRST,,  

and"rwENrY-sEcoND" of 
-tn" -"".ifi!i 

i?ii'.r" 7B ;;;Iii"" (Exhibir
"3"J;""#ti:1, 

expricirrv: it-atea tn.t ",r"h 
- 

".,-u"t.ntiarins

, .  .  .  e s t a b l L s h e d _ r _  p r i r n a  f a c i e ,  j u d i c i a lmisconduct by tne _ J"Ag;s -onplained of orprobabre cause to uer i6ve tnat the judic iarmisconduct comprainea-oi 
- 
h"i"u""n committed. rl(paragraph ,,rwnNTy_sncolrol-. vv.r'rJ- u Le(r

The Addendum to our "uo.__1r,^ 1?.95 cr iminar complaint  to the
f:1ffi:?" 

Districr Attorievl further empnasizea--l-r,is pointr dS

r r f  f  there ls  the.  s l ightest  quest ion as to  theserious and criminal 
-nature -of 

the cornpiaintsf  i l ed  w i th  the  Comrn iss ron  on  Jud ic ia lConduct, the documentary evidence submittedto the Cornrn iss ion should be requis i t ioned.

Al ternat lve ly ,  we wl I I  expedi t ious ly  makeavai lab le to  you such documentary proof .estabr  ish incr  e i ther  ,prou i r i "  "  - I l i ,="  
,  roberi-eve that-the rni"i"a.[i "ornprained of hadoccurred or  the rpr ima fac ie,  e i r iden." . -

Addi t ional . Iyr  
.we wi l l  produce for  you scoresof  conpra inants whose 

-compraints  
6 i - " I r iou"nisconduct $rere sumnarj. ly^ aisrnissea ;; thecomrnission--wirhour 

,1ny ii"ai"g 
-;;- 

i i, tn.tthe complaints so-ais-rnissed il.r" f u"iuf fyrwithout merit | ,

See Exhibl t  rAr to our January 31, j .996 let ter .



Yet, you have eonfLr:ned that the Manhattan Dlstrlct Attorney dtdnot request fron the commission "tt Judicial conduct thecorroborating proof sre subnitted to suLstantiate the serious andcr in inal  a l legat ions of  ^gur nisconductcomplaints. you also confirmea tio-r-r"""i'*;i;not request frorn _us copies of those materiars or ask us toproduce other cornplainants, as vre offered to do. tnteedr ds setforth at page 2 of our January grsl retter ura-- detaired inExh ib i t  r rB '  there to ,  o l  .  Mar  2 i ,  r -995,  when r {e  b roughtapproxirnately 20 peopre to the t ' l 'anhuttun D.A. rs office, ready tofire their own -ornptaints against tne comm.ission, they hrerebarred from "::: entering the iwark-in'r complaint room, even on aone-by-one basrs.

r t  is  thus prain that  -1h".  .  Manhattan Distr ict  At torney-- inconcruding, wi thout speci f icat ion or t r re part iculars,  that  ourrrcriminar cornpraint is insuf f icieni Lo warrant or support acrininal prosecutionrr--has nq]! . onr.y lt! undertaken the mostobvious and fundamentar invEigati 'on' to verify our criminarcompraint of protectionism 
1rrd dorruption uy--tnt ctrnrnission onJ u d i c i a r  c o n d u c t ,  b u t  h a s  r " " ' i s t e d  u n d e r t a k i n g  s u c hinvestigatl-on.

$i-" letterr therefore, constitutes our formar demand that theManhattan District Attorney immediately r"q.ri"i i iol from thecomnission on Judiciar conaucE- tnf-GTioboriting do",rrentationthat we provided tt in connectlon with .tne rit iu'rt|-r"ritorious
conplaints annexed to our Articre 7g petrrron

As. r  emphasized in our terephone conversat ion,  the commission
failqd and refused to provide such corroborating 

-do"r."rtation

Dittt'let At,torncy lrtorgenthau Page Three M a r c h  5 ,  L 9 9 6

l:* _.1.,"^ :o-nlt_,-,:? _ -r"g:..r:."9. b.y, ..paragruph- ;r-wnwrv'_uiiiifi:';; -;;;

**+:1" Jt -?,::,r..tl"--(jgib1: :ilt ::rq'rit"ra;; l;; .J;':;:P e t r q !  q  u s

):II::, 
ro^.,lu1IT:rl^5uigl_1Jg rHE couRr PURSUANT ro cpLR ss40e,7804  (e )  ,  AND 22L4(c )  (Exh ib i t  , , 8 , , )  .

As to the second inguiry enumerated in our January 3r_st retter:
.whether- - l f  a t  a l r - - the Manhat tan Dis t r ic t
Attorney made a determlnation as to his duty
to in tervene,  on behar f  o f  the pubr ic ,  in  ihe
A r t i c l e  7  B  p r o c e e d i n g ,  b i s s o w e r  v .
cornmissionr ds requested in our Aprir-To,
t -995 Not ice of  Ri th t  to  seek rnte ivent ion, ,
( a t  p .  1 ) ,

your  February ] th  response is ,  ?gainr .parpabry spur ious.  rndeed,your  c la im there in that  a  uaecis i -on not  to  in tervene'  isref rected by a June 23,  1995 af f i rmat ion is  be l ieJ uy that  verydocument  (Exhib i t  I 'c f ' )  r  which-nas notn inq whatever  to  do wi th  ourrequested intervention by the ltanfiattan Distr ict Attorney on

$
$.
$

,$,t

[]
l{
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Dlstrlct Attorney Morgenthau Page Four March 5 ,  Lgg6

reiterate
Attorney

f

inquiry as to
determined that
,  in our Art ic le

our
ever

Comrnission.

.  Such fact was even pointed out__expressly-- in our January 3r.st r .cter J-see p. r  and fn. 4.
Consequently, we
Manhattan District
intervene,
against the

As to the third inquiry enumerated in our January 3r-st letter:
)rwhat-- i f  anything--the Manhattan Distr ictA t t o _ r n e y  h a s  d o n e  w i C n -  o u r  c r i m i n a l.  compla int ,  f i led 

.  o l  Septernber  19,  1995__requesting him to take stlps @ro protect the public rfon. a aErnotEtiaUryfraudurent and dishonesc 
-  

decis ion of  theSupreme Court dlsrnissing il" SeEEgr^rer v-Comrn iss ion  Ar t i c le  Ze  pro6" "drng , ,  (a t  p .  3 ) ,
your February-7th letter gives no response whatever. rnstead, byyour advice that we consi-der ""a?rt-"fi-"g an appear, you reave it,t o u s t o c o n t i n u e r d S w e h a v e , f u , t o p r o t e c t t h e
public' This is totarry outrag.ofi=ffi inappropriate--since thatis the job of the l,ta'nhattan- oistrict Attorney and the otherpubl ic of f ic ia l -s and governnent ug.n. i .=,  whic i  n ive resourcesand staf fs paid-for by 

- taxpayer 
dol lars.

rt would appear that the Manhattan District Attorney has notcompared Justice cahn I s decision disrnis.sing the Articre 7 8proceeding with the court, f ir;, 
--r"qJ"it ionet 

;;;r_ rhe countycrerkrs of f ice.  Had he dgn. io_,- t : , ;  wourd have been abre toaddress the demonstrabry fraudurerit nature of tustice cahnrsdecis ion,  which was not "nrv aetai iea i1 or l r  January 3lst  ret ter ,but '  which r . : .  t l l  subject ,  of  our i$ternuer 19, 1e9s cr i rn inalcompraint to the Manhatfan oistrici eJt-orr,"y.

Because of the danger to _the public represen-ted by a corruptedcommission on Judiciar conductr'rtt i"rr n-ow i= the benleficiary of ademonstrabry fraudurent decision ;; ; i=rissar f ,. 
'-n.*r" 

ar-readytransmit ted dupJicate copies 
-  

" t  
- i t te-^ 

r i ie 
- i i  

t ; " '  Art icre 7Bproceeding to . both l,tavor ciurianl and to uanrraltan BoroughPresident Messinger--witn
secure a cr iminar invest igat ion " t - in l  iornnissioir .  

-a 
"opy of  thehand-der ivered ret ter  of  t ransmit tar  to Mayor Giur iani ,  datedFebruary 20, L996, is enclosed

so that the }lanhattan District Attorney does not, have toreguis i t lon the readlry-avairar i ; -"" ; ; - f i r_e or reguesr access tothe fi le vre have proiided to th; ltuv"r and Man-hattan BoroughPresi-dent,  hre encrose u aupr i .ut" ' * t r" t  of  papers--wi th theexcept ion of  the Art icre 78 Fet i t ion--s ince he already has two

whether the
he would not
7B proceeding

" l i's



*

*

1il
#
I

$

$
, l

i.l

fi

fir
fir
$
fr'
?.'

L

fl

#
ilr

fij

Distrlct Attorney Morgenthau Page Five M a r c h  5 ,  1 9 9 6

copies Ln hls possession--and the mot ions of  c i t izen intervenors.
we berieve that- !n.. Mayor, the Manhattan Borough president, andthe Assenbly Judiciary tomrnitt"" ri i i-f," p..t icurarry interestedin knowing the extenC to which oi=ii i .t Attorney Morgenthau hasbeen personalry invorved in tne-alc i" i " ; - ; ;k i " ! ' i "n"rding ourcriminar complaint against the commission ana our request for hisintervention in the Articre 78 pr""-"Jing. arthouln page 5 ofour January 3Lst retter expressty r"q""-ila tn"T^l-#ormation--aswell as information as to-6tner p?oceaurar *ati"r=I-iour February7th letter conspicuously gives "b ,"rf"r=".

under the circumstances, we strongry reiterate the rast paragraphof our January 3Lst letter:

rrln view of the gravity of the issues and theinrnediate threat-ro th! pubric ;"p;;;"; lea bythe crlrnlnar conduct of the puufic oii i ..r=invorvedr w€ expect this retter to be deartwith on an emergency basis, with the directpersonal involvement, of 6istrict etiorney
Morgenthau. rl

Yours for  a qual i ty judic iary,

tCeno, <rc
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center  for  Judic ia l  Accountabi l i ty ,  fnc.

Enclosures

cc: Assenbly Judiclary connittee
Mayor Rudotph Giul iani
Manhattan Borough president Ruth Messinger
united states attorney for the southern oistr ict, of New york



TWENT' -FTRST:  eop ies  o f  the  a fo resa id  e igh t
complaints are annexed hereto as Exhibits rfCil through rJr,
without the voruninous supporting exhibits and evidentiary proof.
Pursuant to cpLR $409 and $2804 (e) ,  pet i t ioner requests that
Respondent fite with the court a certif ied transcript of the
record of the proceediDgs, incruding the original complaints
fi leh by Petit ioner, together with the exhibits and evidentiary
proof suppried by petit ioner in support thereofr so that the
court may further verify the substantiar and documented nature of
her complaints

TWENT'-'ECOND: That the supporting exhibits and
evldentrary proof supplred and proffered by petit ioner in support
of  her aforesaid complaints estabr ished, pr ima facie,  judic ia l
misconduct by the Judges conplained of or probabre cause to
belleve that the Judiclar misconduct comprained of had been
conmitted. ,

'  TWENT'-THTRD: That the judicial misconduct alleged
and documented by pet i t ionerrs aforesaid eight eomplaints was of
a profoundly ser ious nature r is ing to  the level  o f
cr in inal i ty,  invorving corrupt ion and misuse of  judic ia l  of f ice
for ulterior purposes rnandating the urtirnate disciprinary
sanct ion of  removal .  pursuant to Art ic le Vf,  S22.a of  the New
York  Sta te  Const i tu t ion  and S44.1  o f  the  Jud ic ia ry  Law,
petlt ioner was constr-tutionatly and statutori ly entit led to
investigation of such complaints.
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supREUE eouRr 
9I_THE srArE oF NEW yoRKCOUNTY OF NEW YORK

DoRrs L. "oSroilii;------- ---------x

Pet l t loner ,

NOTTCE
nsaaBq#

I

eor{urssrolr g*^guDrcrAl coNDucr
, oF THE STATE roF nnw-vo'nivrl,uu'

;-;;-;-----;--:---. -----*:T::313:---' - - -x

PLEASE TAKE NoTIeE that on the return date ofR e s p o n d e n t f s , d l s n i s s a l  
m o t i o n ,  t o  w i t r  o D  J u n e  1 2 r , t g g s r  y o u  a r e

i '

required, pursuant to cpLR ss409 i  zao4(e) and 22r.4 (c) . , , , tb furnishthe ful1 and complete record.before Respondent as to al tcornpl.aints f i led by petit ioner, 
together with all of thedocumentation submitted by her in support thereof and to certifysame as the true and cornplete record.

please be further .advisedr that your
accordance 

litn 
this request nay resulL in

Respondent I s 
,rnotion 

and other sanctions.
I

,=  Dated:  Whi te-pIa ins,  New york- { , , ,  
*  J u n e ' 9 ,  1 9 9 5 '  

- ' v w  r . , r l r
l .  r

bE 6ii Yours, etc.
_t-C)
F - . , r

Ytl-= L:- DoRrs L. sAssownRe7*?'. cn , p"ii[iJ""i-ii]"i!
ft# * 

t1?-!":naviEw-avenue
:_::o- =) i "1i!: prains, ii", york 10606{ : r - ' t n o ( 9 L 4 ) 9 s 7 - I 6 7 7
i f ,b: ' 'At torney General  of  

, thg State of  New yorkAttorney 
-For nesponaent

1,2o Broadivay ,.---
New york, U6w york ]:O2ZL

-against-

I
I

- - ' , . - . - - ' - , - - . . .

;fr-mtrf.n/L-bi",ru;,i:
JUil 9 O;;;

kdrf,,@*.
9 5 - 1 0 9 t  4 L

+c  "8 "
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SUPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW

t l

OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
YORK: TAS Part, 49

R e t .  D a t e r  i  l 7  1 9 5

DORIS L.  SASSOWER,

Pet i t ioner ,

GEORGE SASSOWER, individually and on :
behalf of the STATE OF NEW yORK and :
IhE GRAND JURY OF NEW YORK COUNTY,

EOMMISSION ON JUDTCIAL EONDUCT OF THE :
STATE oF NEw YORK; WILLIAU c.  THoMpSoN;:
Hon.  DENNIS c.  VACCO; Hon.  CARL McCALLi :
Hon. ROBERT MORGANTHAU [sic] i  OFFICE :
OF COURT ADMTNISTRATION; ETHTCS :
COMI''IISSION FOR THE UNTFIED coURT :
SYSTEM; and THE DEPARTMENTAL :
DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE,

x

INDEX No.
9  5 - l _  0 9  L 4 1

Ass igned  to
Hon. HERMAN CA}IN

'  fntervenor,

-  against

Respondents.

Marc Frazier Scho}I, an attorney duly admitted to practice law

in the courts of  th is state af f i r rns,  under penart ies of  per jury,

tha t :

1.  f  an an Assistant Distr ict  At torney, of  counsel  to Robert

M. Morgenthau, Distr ict  At torney, county of  New york,  state of  New

York.  I  submit  th is af f i rmat ion in connect ion wi th what r

understand to be a pet i t ion and not ice of  mot ion,  by George

Sassower,  to intervene into a matter brought by pet i t ionerrs wi fe

that is pending before th is court .  From the pet i t ion and the

not ice of  rnot ion,  i t  appears that  sassower seeks not only to

intervene, but,  in addi t ion,  to add Distr ict  At torney Morgenthau as

r i

l
I

I+C "C"



a respondent and to .orn* pi"tri"t Attorney Morgenthau to
communicate to a grand_ jury certain arregat ions by pet i t ioner
relat ing to rnisconduct in connect ion wi th a previously dissolved
ent i t y  known as  pucc in i  c lo thes ,  L td .

z. District Attorney Morgenthau opposes the relief "*rn-* o,
pet i t ioner.  First ,  there is good reason to ber ieve that___-- . - -
pet i t ioner 's appl icat ion is an ef for t  to bypass a previously
entered  in junc t ion  en jo in ing  pe t i t ioner  f rom f i r ing  compla in ts
re la t ing  to  the  d isso lu t ron  o f  pucc in i  c ro thes ,  L td .  wh i re
District ' Attorney Morgenthau does not have a copy of that
ln junct ion,  i t  is  c i ted in a recent federar distr ict  court  decis ion
in which other,  federar bars l rere i rnposed on pet i t ioner.  rn
S a s s o w e r  v .  A b r a m s ,  g 3 3  F . S u p p ,  2 5 3 ,  z d .  ( s . D . N . y .  1 9 9 3 ) ,  J u d g e
Peter K. Leisure wrote,

The New york Supreme Court
subsequent ly granted the mot ion andentered orde,r pernanently
enjoining Raffe and sadsower f rom
fi l ing any cornplaint  or  proceeding
relat ing to puccini  d issolut ion i ;state court .  See fn re Barr ,  fndex
N o .  0 1 8 1 6 / 9 0  ( N . y . S u p . C t . ,  N . y . C o .
January  23 ,  L9B5)  (Exh ib i t ,  24)  ;  see
a_l_S_A fn re Barr ,  fndex No. Of-efe/8O
( N . Y . S u p . C t . ,  N . y . C o .  M a r c h  i r ,t - 9 8 6 )  ( E x h i b i t  2 5 )  i  r n  r e  B a r r ,  r n d e x
N o .  - 0 1 8 1 6 / 8 0  ( N . y . S u p . C t . ,  N . y . C o .
l ' tarch 1eB7) (!T!ibit zo) ; -I_n__:ee__eaEt,
I n d e x  N o .  

. O 1 g 1 6 / 8 0  f l l . V . S u p . C t . ,
I : I . co .  Sep tenber  2 ,  i gae l  l n in iU i i27]�

3.  second, and, in any event, ,  what pet i t ioner seeks is to
contror the discret ion of  a pubr icry-erected prosecutor in deciding
what nratters are appropriate to investigate for purposes of

' i
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t r

potent lar  prosecutron.  As set  for th  ln  sect ion ,no.uu l - i )  (c)  o f  the
Crlnina_l  procedure Law, the publ ic prosecutor:

may subnit !o a grand jury any
avai lable evidence 

-  
conceining ; , t

offense prosecutable in the _c6urtsof  the countyr or Concerning
misconduc.t ,  nonfeasance or neglec[ .  -
in pubt ic of f ice by a puff ic
servant,  whether cr in inal
otherwise

(enphas is  supp l ied) .

4 '  The r ight  to al locate the resources of  the prosecutorrs

of f ice in the manner perceived best by the erected Distr ict
Attorney of  any county is a r ight  necessi tated by f in i te and
l in i ted prosecutor ia l  resources. Thus, the publ ic prosecutor is
elected to decide how and in what manner to invest igate and
prosecute c la i rns of  wrong-doing. r f  the publ ic is dissat isf ied
with the choices made by the publ lc prosecutor in the exercise of
his or her discret ion,  the pubt ic wi l l  nake that dissat isfact ion

known at  the bal lot  box.

5.  r t  is  not  for  any s ingle,  unelected indiv iduar to

an act ion to compel a prosecutor to exercise discret ion

part icular nanner. fndeed,  forc ing a prosecutor  to  devote

resources to one end necessar i ly  neans that other invest igat ions

and prosecut ions wi l r  not  be pursued. rn such instance, i t  becomes
the  s ing le ,  une lec ted ,  ind iv iduar  who exerc ises  the  d isc re t ion  and
the pubr ic in the form of the voters.  rn short ,  pet i t ioner has no
r ight  to arrogate to hinsetf  a pr iv i lege to contror of  the pubr ic
prosecutor,  s discret ion.

4 .  Moreover ,  pe t i t ioner rs  e f fo r t  i s  no th ing  more  than an

a-
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attempt to have the judiciar branch or f*rnment interfere in the

discret lonary determinat ions reserved to the execut ive_branch. The
fundamentar separation of powers doctrine requires that that effort

be  re jec ted .

5.  Further,  because what pet i t loner seeks is to contror a
discret ionary act ,  i t  is  not  even cl 'ear*what jur isdict ionar basis
he has  to  b r ing  h is  ac t ion .  A f te r  a r r ,  as  a  p roceed ing  under  a
theory of nandamus, petit ioner can only "".r--1o comper a
min is te r ia r  ac t .  The fundamentar  de tern ina t ions  o f  a  pub l i c
prosecutor over what to present to a grand jury, what

invest igat ions to pursue, and how to pursue thern s impry are not
minister ia l .  Nor is th is an act ion grounded in prohibi t ion s ince
pet i t ioner 's theory is that  a pubr ic prosecutor is not act ing as
the pet i t ioner would have hin or her dor 'not  that  the prosecutor is

act ing in excess of  h is or her Jur isdlct ion.

6.  I f  the court  desires th is response to be in a di f ferent

form, i t  is  respectful ly reguested that the court  grant Distr ict

Attorney Morgenthau a reasonable time to prepare such.

WHEREFORE, i t  1s respectful ly requested that the rer ief

requested in the pet i t ion be denied.

Dated:  New york,  New york
J u n e  2 3 ,  1 9 9 5

To:  George Sassower
l-6 Lake Street,
Wh i te  p la ins ,  Ny  10603

Dor i s  L .  Sassower
283 Soundview Ave.
Wh i te  p la ins ,  Ny  10606

Fraz  i e



Dennis Vaeeo
Attorney General  - -
Departrnent of Law

New York State

1-2O Broadway
N e w  Y o r k , . N Y  L O 2 7 L

Attn: Any Abranowitz

il
.J

5



l l  r ' ! r ! ' ry

:
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Vc,r"n. Ceeltt ,  being dury sworn, deposes and says that:
r  a in not a party to the wi th in act ion,  and r  am over eighteenyears  o f  age.

on 'June 23 ;  1995,  r  served a  copy  o f  th is  A f f i rna t ion  onpart ies and persons berow at  the addressLs below, bt-

t  I  der iver ing the " .pv to said persons r isted personarry

t  f  del iver ing the copy to. the of f ices of  said persons and leaving
i t  wi th a sui table person in each of f ice or in I  -"nrpicuous prace
therein
Ix ]  ma i l ing  the  copy  in  the  un i ted  s ta tes  Mai ls ,  in  a  f i rs t -c Iass ,
postage-paid vrrapper,  addressed to said persons

George Sassower
16 Lake Street,
Wh i te  P la ins ,  NY 10603  

,

Dor i s  L .  Sassower
283 Soundview Ave
W h i t e  P l a i n s ,  N y  1 0 6 0 6

Dennis Vacco
At torney Genera l  - -  New york State
Departnent of Law
1,2O Broadway
New York ,  NY LO27L

Attn: Amy Abranowitz

Sworn to before me
J r ^ g  ? 3  .

,aa1e { t

ALAN GADLIN..
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DORIS L. SASSOWER,

Pe t i t i one r ,

GEORGE SASSOWER, ind iv idual ly  and on
behalf of the STATE OF NEW YORK and
the GRAND JURY oF NEw YORK coUNTY,

fn te rvenor ,

-  against

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT OF THE
STATE oF NEw YORK; WILLTAM C. THOMpSoN;
Hon.  DENNTS C.  VACCO; Hon.  CARL MeCALLi
Hon.  ROBERT MORGANTHAU [s ic ] ;  oFFTCE
oF couRT ADMTNISTRATIONi ETHICS
COMMISSION NOR THE UNIFIED COURT
SYSTEM; and THE DEPARTMENTAL
DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE,

Respondents.
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AFFIRMATION
o  q - L 0 9 1 4 l "

=================================================:=====:==

ROBERT M. MORGENTHAU
Dist r ic t  At torney

New York County
One Hogan p lace

New York,  New york 10013
( 2 r 2 )  ,  3 3 5 - 9 0 0 0

Marc Fraz ier  SchoI I
Ass is tant  Dis t , r ic t  At torney

Of Counsel
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