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March 13, 199a

Antoniec Galvao, Assistant Deputy Counsel
Office of Court Administration

270 Broadway

Hew York, New York 10007

RE: Oppositien fo Craco Report

Dear Mr., Galvao:

As discussed yesterday, when we met at the Conference on "Legal
Ethics: The Core Issues" at Hofstra University Scheol of Law, my
mother, Doris Sassower, filed latter-cpposition to the Craco
Report. That letter, dated November 15, 1995, enclosed a copy of
her cert petition te the U.S. Supreme Court in Sassower W,
Mangano, et al..

I provided you with a duplicate of +that cert petition vesterday.
Yor Your convenience, enclosed herewith is a duplicate of her
Hovember 15, 1995 letter. The pertinent discussion of her
opposition te the Craco Report begins in the last paragraph of
page 2 through the conclusion of the letter at page 4.

Should you wish to see all or part of the diseiplinary files
under AD #90-00315, please let us know. What those files
uneouivecally demenstrate is the utter corruption of this State's
attorney disciplinary mechanism by the Appellate Division, Second
Department--with the knowledge and complicity of MNew York's
highest Court.

fours for a guality judiciary,

SVena, L. s/

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Ine.
Enclo=sure

ce:  Chairwoman Helene Weinstein, Assembly Judiciary Committes
Louis A. Crace, Esq.
Dean Burnele Venable Powall
ABA Center for Professiocnal Respeonsibility
Institute for the Study of Legal Ethics
Hofstra University School of Law
Stein Institute of Law and Ethics
Fordham University School of Law
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BY PRIORITY MAIL

November 15, 19495

Court of Appeals
20 Eagle EStreet
albany, New York 12207-1095

Att: Donald Sheraw, Clerk

RE: Matter of Dorjs L. Sassower
A.0. F90=00315

Dear Mr. Sheraw:

Transmitted herewith is my Jurisdictional Statement Pursuant to
22 NYCER §500.2 in the above-entitled matter.

Sa as to obviate the need for any "gua sponte jurisdicticnal
inguiry" and teo expedite the Court's verification of the facts as
to the substantial constitutional gquestions directly involved--
there being a complete absence of any "adeguate and independent
state ground" to sustain the orders herein appsaled--I am also
transmitting the record before the Appellate Division, Second
Department, when it issued its subject June 23, 1995 Order and
its underlying February 24, 1995 order. For the Court's
convenlence, an inventory of the contents thereof i= annexed.

Since this is now the fifth time that T am bringing vp for the
Court's review the Second Department's June 14, 1991 "interim®
Order suspending my law license, the Court already has in its
possession wvirtwally the entire record of the disciplinary
proceedings against me under A.D.  #90=00315. That zreceord
astablishes that the June 14, 1991 "interim" suspensien Order is-
-as I have from the outset contended and showed it %o he--
netition-less, hearjpg=less, findipg-less, and easons-less,
entitling me teo this Court's jurisdiction as of right and Lo
immediate vacatur relief, Matter of Nuey, 61 N.¥.2d 513 (1984);
Matter of Russakoff, 79 N.Y.2d 520 (1992): and that New York's
attorney disciplinary law--as written and as applied--is
flagrantly unceonstituticnal.

It 1is respectfully submitted that this Court's extraordinary
four-time refusal to take dJurisdiction over the suhstantial
constitutional iIssues directly presented by my appeals--issucs
the Court plainly recognized when it tock jurisdiction over the
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appeals of interimly-suspended attorneys Nuey and Bussakaff--is
so0 egregilously wvioclative of my constituticnal rights as to bhe
explicable only as a reflection of this Court's bias against me
and its favored treatment and protection of the Justices af the
Second Department, who, as the record under &.D. FE0-00315
unmistakably shows, have utilized the disciplinary machinery of
our State for their own ulterior and political purposes. i
therefore, respectfully submit that the Court should recuse
itself to ensure that there i=s the actuality and appearance of an
appropriate independent and impartial tribunal te hear the
sensitive 1issues relating to this appeal--including those
relating teo this Court's subject matter jurisdietion. In light
of public awareness that for more than feur years this Court has
tolerated the Second Department's lawless suspension of my law
license--permitting, as well, its heinous subversion of the
Article 78 remedy in the process (cf., Colin v. Aopallate
Division, First Department, 3 A.D.2d 682 (2nd Dept. 1957))<1--such
recusal is essential to conform to the Court's ethieal duty to
establish, maintain, and enforce "high standards of conduct sao
that public confidence in the integrity and impartiality of the
Judiciary may be preserved." Code of Judicial Conduet, Cancn 1.

As reflected by Exhibit "D" to my motion for reargument/renswal
of the Second Department's February 24, 1995 Order, I have
commenced a §1983 federal action against, jnter alia, the
Justices of the Second Department for their demonstrably lawless,
retaliatory conduct, There can be no doubt but that it i= a
shameful and shocking state of affairs when--as reflected by my
Verified Complaint therein--our highest state court refiuses to
address fundamental constitutional issues, impinging on
federally-guaranteed rights--and in sc¢ doing, requires +the
intervention of a federal ecourt to take necessary protective
action.

I would note that this appeal, challenging the constituticnality
of New York's attorney disciplinary law, i= particularly relevant
and timely in light of the legislative reform package now being
recommended by a committee created by the Chief Judge of this
Court, as reported in the Hew York Taw Journal, HNovember 13,
1835 (p.1l, cols. 5-6T, p.6, cols. 4-5). According to the Law
dJournal, the Chief Judge is awaiting public comment in the newt
90 days before acting on the reform proposals, which include
opening attorney disciplinary proceedings &as scon as formal
disciplinary charges are filed. The premise is that such chargas
are preceded by a "probable cause" finding. However, as
docupented by my Article 78 proceeding, Sassewar v, Mancano, et

1 A copy of the widely-circulated October 26, 1994 Hew
York Times Op-Ed advertisement "Where Do You Go When Judges Break
the Law" i= annexed hereto.
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al., filed with the Court of Appeals in 1994, this is not =o:
three bogus petitions having been filed against me commencing
disciplinary proceedings without any probakle cause finding and
without any compliance with the due process prereguisites spelled
cut in the Seccnd Department's own court rules, 22 NYCER §8%1.4,

I, therefore, raespectfully request that this letter and the
encleosed separate copy of my Petition for a Writ of Certicrari to
the U.5., Supreme Court in my Aartiecle 78 proceeding? be
transmitted to the cChief Judge for her personal attention and
recelved by her as my oppesition te her Cemmittee's proposal to

open up attorney disciplinary proceedings. Such Petition
highlights what the record in my Artiele 78 proceeding hefore
thiz Court empiricallvy deocuments, to wit, that this Stata's

attorney disciplinary mechanism iz corrupted and that opening
them to the public would only further the injury to innceent
attorneys, such as myself, who are being invidiously and
maliciously prosecuted under an unconstitutional s+tatute and
court rules,

Indeed, in support of this Ceurt's jurisdiction of my appeal, as
of right, in the Article 78 proceeding, my then attorney stated
in his March 14, 1994 letter:

"...review of the subject appeal by this
Court will also serve the timely purpose of
providing guidance te the Legislature in its
consideration of a proposzad amendment tao
Judiciary Law E§%0 to open attorney
disciplinary proceedings to the public. Ta
the extent that bkar groups faver such a
controversial amendment--which, by and large,
they do not--their support rests an  the
premise that initiation of disciplinary
proceedings rests on a 'probable cause!
finding having been made by the griesvance
committee. As this [Article 78] case vividly
and frighteningly shows, that premise is
incorrect--since there iz no 'probable cause!
finding for any of the wunderlying
disciplinary proceedings brought against
Appellant under A.D. #90-00315." (3/14/94 1ltr
of Evan Schwartz, Esg. pp. 18-19)

2 My Petition for a wWrit of Certiorari te the Supreme
Court 1is also annexed as Exhibit "C" to my motien ta
reargue/renew the Second Department's February 24, 1995 Order.
My Petitioner's Reply Memorandum is annexed as Exhibit "a" ta my
affidavit in reply and in further support of ny
reargument /renewal motion.
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I would note that the Assembly Judiciary committes-—which is
being sent a copy of this letter so that it also can have on file
my opposition €o the aforesaid proposal to open attorney
diseiplinary proceedings--is already in possession of a full set
of the papers that were before the Court of Appeals in my Article
78 proceeding, a full set of the cert papers te the U.8. Suprame
Court, and my own recommendations, as Director of the Center for
Judicial Accountability, Inc., for legislative action regarding
the uncenstitutionality of Hew York's attorney disciplinary law.

Finally, so that the Chief Judge's 1l6-member Cemmittese on the
Profession and the Courts may begin the necessary re-evaluation
of its proposal, I am sending a copy of this letter, together
with a copy of my cert petition, to its Chairman, Louis Craco,
Esg, with an invitation that he and the Committee members inspect
the full record of my aforesaid Article 78 proceeding.

Ci;%§hzijly F jﬁg{
S
i 'uiﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁlf{fL__w

DORIS L. SASSOWER
DLS/ar

Enclosures

cc: Gary Casella, Chief Counsel
Grievance Committee for the Hinth Judicial District
Attorney General of the State of New York
Solictor General, Department af Law
Louis A. Craco, Chairman,
Chief Judge's Committee on the Profession and the Courts
Helene Weinstein, Cchairwoman
Agsgembly Judiciary Committes
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Reprinted from the Op-Ed Page, Oct. 26, 1994, THE NEW YORK TIMES

Where Do You Go
When Judges Break the Law?

Far_-.u THE way the cuwrreni clectoral races are
shaping up, you'd think judicial cormption
isn't an issue in New York, Oh, really?

Om June 14, 1991, & New York State court
suspended =n attomey’s license 1o pracios law—
immediately, indefinitely and onconditionally. The
attorney was suspended with no notice of charges,
no hearing, oo findings of professionzl miscondec:
and no reasons. All this viclawes the law and the
court’s own explicit mles.

Today, more than thrée years later, the sus-
pension remains in effect and the coun refuses even
1o provide a hearing as o the hasis of the suspension.
Mo appellate review has been allowed.

Can thisreally happen bere in America? Itnot
only can, it did,

The attomey is Doz L. Saszower, renowned
natinnally as s pioneerof equal rights and family law
reform, with & distinguished 33-vear career at the
har. When the court suspended ber, Sazsower was
probono coungel 1o a landmark voting rights case.
The case challenged a political deal invalving the
“eross-cndorsement” of judicial candidates thatwas
implemented at illegally conducied nominating con-
VETLLHOmS,

Cross-endorsement 15 a bartering scheme by
which oppozing politcal parties nominate the same
candidates for public office. virmlly puaraniesing
their elecion. These “no const” deals frequenty
involve powerful judgeships and turn veders inlo a
rubber stamp, subventing the democratic process. [n
Mew York and oder states, judicial cross endorse-
ment 18 & way of life.

Cmea zuch deal was acmally put into wridng in
1949, Democratic and Repoblican party bosses dealr
outl geven judgeships over a tiree-vear perid. "The
Deal” also included a provision thzl ooe cross-
endorzed candidate wounld be “elecied™ 1o & 14-year
judicial term, then resign cight months afler waking
the bench in orderto be “elected™ toa different, more
paronzge-rich judgeship, The resull was a musical-
chairs succession of new judicial vacancies for otber
cross-endorsed candidates o fill,

Dworis Saszower filed a suil 1 swop this scam,
bur paid a heavy price for her role as 2 jodicial
whistle-hlower. Judges who were themselves the
products of cross-eodorsement dumped the case.

" Oiher cross-endorsed beethren on the bench then

vicioosly retalisted apainst ber by suspending ber
law license, puttiog ber cut of buziness overnight,

Chur stace law provides citizens & remedy b
cosure independent review of govemmental mos-
condoct. Ssssower purzoed this remedy by a s2pa-
rate lawguit apainst the judges who suspended her
licenss,

That remedy was destroved by those judges
wha, oncs again, disobeyed the law — this time, the
law prohibiting & judge from deciding & case o
which be is & party and in which he has an inler2gl.
Predictably, e judpges distassed the case agains
themszlves.

Mew York's Attorney General, whose job
includes defending state judges sued for wrongdo-
ing, argued fo nur state’s highest court thet tiere
should be no appellste review of the judges” sell-
interesied decision in their own favor

Last moath, our stae's bighsst court — on
which cross-endorsed judges sitl— denied Saszower
any rightof appeal, turning its back on the most basic
legal principle that “no man shall be the judge of his
own cause.” In the process. that court gave iis latest
demonstration that judges and bigh-ranking st
oifficialy are aboye the law,

Thres years apo his week, Doris Sassower
wroe  Governor Cuomao asking him to appoint 2
special prosecutor to investipate the documented
evidence of lawlezz conduct by judges and the refal-
tatory suspenzion of ber license, He refuscd, Mow,
ull state remedies have been exhausted,

There is still time 1o the closing days before
the election to demand that candidates for Governar
and Aromey General address the issoe of judicizl
corruption, which is real and rampant in s sLate.

Where do you oo when judges break the Jaw?
You po public.

Comtact us with horror stofies of your owm,

CENTER &
JupiciaL
A ccounTaBILITY

TEL (914} 421-1200 + FAX [214) BO4-£E554
E-MAIL probans@deiahl.com
Sow 58, Giedneny Station = Whita Flains. NY 10608

The Centar for Judiciz! Aecounisbility, Ine. 5 a natianal, non-parmasen, not-far-greft ciizana’ organizsbian
rafzing putlic conscicusmess aboul how judges break e law and gel away Wit i1,
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Casella's HNotice of Motion to Confirm the Report of +the
Special Referee, 12/13/94

Ltr of Eli Vigliano, E=sg., 1/4/95

DLS COpposing Affidavit, 1/6/55

Casella's 1tr to Appellate Division, Second Department,
1712795

Appellate Division, Second Department's Decision & order on
Motieon, 2/24/95

DLS MNotice of Motion for Reargument, HRenewal, Leave to
Appeal to the Court of Appeals, Leave to Appeal on Certified
Questions of Law, and Other Relief, 3/27/95

Ex. "C": DLE Petition for Writ Certiorari te the U.s.
Supreme Court in Article 78 proceeding,
Sassower v. anog, &t al.

Ex. "D": BSummons and Complaint in §1983 federal

action, Sassower v, Mangano, et al,

Casella's Affirmation in Opposition to Respondent's Motion,
4/4/95

Hotice of Right to Seek Intervention, 5/1/95

DLS aAffidavit in Reply and in Further Support of Motien faor
Reargqument, Renewal, Leave to Appeal and Other Relief,
5/1/95

Ex. "AY: DLS Reply Memorandum to the U.S. Supreme
Court in Article 78 proceeding, Sassower v,
Mangano, et al.

Appellate Division, Second Department's Decision & ordsar on
Motion, 6/23/95



