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RE: Responding to the Mandate of Appellate Divisioq sffid
De'parhent Presiding Judge Gail prudenti to "'make s,'e *Eft
acting fairty and equitably when dgaling wifi an rtto-.y'r fu
to practice"' ('committee to study Discipline process", &
York Law Journal, 11126102) 

W
Dear Mr. Ikmins: _

Purcuant to my January 27,2003letter, tansmitted herewift are two cartons
containing I copy of the files of the Appellate Division, Second Deparfinent's
disciplinary proceedings against Doris L. Sassower (A.D. *iO-OO:tS;,
combined with her responding Sassower v. Mangano, et al. Article zg
proceeding (AD. #9342925), including her atemptJin each to secure review
by the Cornt of Appeals.

These files are chonologically organized in folders according to the date of the
Appellate Division and goott of Appeals decision/orders. Roughly speaking
the color-coding of the folders is as follows:

R'ed folden denote sua sponteAppellate Division decision/orders
rendered without notice to Doris sassower and opportunity for
her to be heard;

Blue folders denote Appellate Division decision/orders relating
to the Appellate Division's so-called June 14, l99l ..interim-
order suspending Doris Sassower's law license;
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Green folders denote Appellate Division decision/orders relating
to initiation and prosecution of new jurisdictionally-void
proceedings against Doris Sassower;

orange folders denote post-Article 28 proceeding Appellate
Division decision/orders ;

white folders denote post-Article 78 proceeding Appellate
Division decision/orders on Eli Vigliano's motions to withdraw;

Purple folders denote court of Appeals decision/orders.

Please note that the colored folders for the first 19 Appellate Division orders in
the disciplinary proceeding against Doris Sassower are identifed as..Ex .D-1,,,
- *Ex. 'D-19"' because they were Exhibits "D-1" - *D-19,' to Doris Sassower's
January 24, 1994 iurisdictional statement to the Court of Appeals in support of
her appeal of right from the Appellate Division's September zo, tggl
decision/order dismissing the sassower v. Mangano Artiile 7g proceeding.
[porple folder #3]

The Appellate Division's September 20, lgg3 decision/order dismissins the
Sassower v. Mangarzo Article 78 proceeding is the 20th decision/order-in a
sequence that continues to 27 decision/orders in the disciplittary proceedings.

An inventory of the contents of the color-coded folders in the two cartons is
enclosed: 27 Appellate Division decision/orders, 6 Court of Appeals
decisior/orders, along with a folder of fianscripts and a referee report.

In a separate redweld is a copy of appellate submissions before the Second
Circuil Court of Appeals in Doris Sassower's subsequent Sassowerv. Mangano,
et al. federal action (94 civ. 4sl4 (JEs)t. The record on appeal includes the

t Further portions of Doris Sassower's appellate submissions before the Second Circuit
Cornt of Appeals re contained in the appendix to her cert petition, transmittod to you under my
January 27,2003 coverletter. Sbe, in particular, A-221-24l,containing Doris Sassower's line-
by-lirp aralysis of the appellate panel's September 10,lggT summary -det * the appeal, which
was part of her October 10, 1997 motion to vacate it for fraud.
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cert papers in the Sassower v. Mangano Article 28 proceeding [A-303439; A-
M044|' A4434s31.

Should yorl the subcommittee on Attorney Discipline, or the second
Deportnant Comnittee wish to review any of the referred-to documentation not
herein transmitted, please let me know and it will be furnished forthwith.

Thank you.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

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

Enclosures (as inventoried)

cc: Appellate Division, second Deparfinent Justice Nancy E. smittl
Doris L. sassower, Director, center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.
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DECE}IBER 14. 1989 DECISION & ORDER ON APPLICATION:

Exhibit "rFlt to the Jurisdi"tion.r statement

This ex parte Order was never served upon
DLS, who also was never given notice of the
application i t  purports to grant. The July
31, l-989 committee report, which the Order
purports to be the basis for the Appellate
Divj-sion, Second Departmentrs authoiization
of discipl inary proceedings against DI-S, is' an ex parte communication, never provided to
DLS nor seen by her.

In the Attorney-Generalrs dismissal motion in
the Art icle 78 proceeding, Assistant Attorney
General Sull ivan, hrho made no claim to having
read the report, nonetheless asserted that
said report t t implicit lyrr rel ied upon . the
r a r e l y - u s e d  e x i g e n c y  e x c e p t i o n  o f
S 6 9 L . 4  ( e )  ( s ) ,  t h e r e b y  p e r m i t t i n g  t h e
Grievance Cornnittee to dispense with the pre-
petit ion reguirements of writ ten charges and
hearing that DLS was never afforded.

D L S  I  C r o s s - M o t i o n  i n  t h e  A r t i c l e  7 B
proceeding ( ! [n33-47,  51)  demonstrated the
f a l s i t y  o f  A s s i s t a n t  A t t o r n e y  G e n e r a l. 
sulr ivanrs craim that the Grievance committee
had  p roceeded  under  SGg l , . 4 (e ) (5 )  and  sough t
d i scove ry  (n f l 48 -so )  o f  t h ;  

' j u l y  
31 ,  r5ag

reportr ds weII as the sirni larly ex parte
comm.ittee reports upon which the appettate
D i v i s i o n ,  S e c o n d  D e p a r t m e n t  t h e f e a f t e r
authorized the discipl inary proceedings under
the January 28,  1993 Pet i t ion (nD-15rr )  and
March 25, 1993 Supplemental petit ion ( t ,D-
1 6 t r  )  .

Assistant Attorney General Olsonrs spurious
and bad-faith opposit ion to discovery of
those committee reports was demonstratea by
DLSr 7/19/93 Af f idav i t  in  suppor t  o f  her
Cross-Mot ion ( ! l ]20-3r- )  and point  VI  o f  her
Memorandum of  Law (pp.  j -5-18) .

Discussion of the December L4, i-9g9 ex parte order can
be found in DLS t. 1,r/19/93 Di-smissarTsurnrnary Judgment
Mo t ion  and ,  spec i f i ca l l y ,  ! [ ! [ 12 - ] -3 ,  A6 ,  19  ,  23 -4 ,  85 ,
undersco r ing  tha t  t he re  were  no  , f i nd ings r r  o f
professionar misconduct on which the July 3i, t_989
report was based since there was no hLaring, Do
recommendation for prosecution based thereon, but only
unsworn accusations, controverted by DLS



OCIOBER 18. 1990 DECTSION & ORDER ON UOTTON:

Extribit "D-2" to the Ju-isdi.tioral Stat.m.nt

Order  can be found,  in ter  a l ia ,  a t  f l l t29-3L of  DLSI
L L / L 9 / 9 3  D i s n i s s a l / S u m m a r y  J u d g m e n t  M o t i o n - - t h e
accu racy  o f  wh ich  Case l l a  I  s  Dece rnber  7  ,  l - 993
Aff innation in Opposit ion did not dispute. Such
speci f icat ion anpr i f ies the descr ip t ion of  sa id order
appearing at fn. Lo of the Jurisdict ionar statement:

r r . . . t he  Oc tobe r  1_8 ,  l _990  Orde r . . . con ta ined  a t
Ieast seven pivotal errors--f ive of which
srere designed to cover-up the fact that there
was neither personal nor subject matter
jgr isd ic t ion for  the October  18,  L99O Order ,
with the two addit ional errors palpably
p re jud i c ia l  t o  Appe l l an t r s  r i gh ts  under
s 6 e 1 .  r - 3  ( b )  (  1 )  .  "

PAPERS UNDERLYING THE ORDER:

(1) caser' la I s order to show cause, signed s/g/go, for DLs I
irnmediate suspension or court-ordered nedical 

.examination

I  uns .uppor ted  by  the  requ i red  pe t i t i on
showing the application was authorized by the
Conmittee--which was disputed by DLS and' never docurnented by the Committee by any
proof  thereof l

(2 )  V ig l i ano rs  Cross -Mo t ion ,  da ted  6 /7 /gO,  fo rs
(A) Disrnissal of Casella I s Order to Show Cause

fo r :
( i )  lack of  personal  jur isd ic t ion i
( i i )  lack of  subject  mat ter  jur isd ic t ion;
( i i i )  res jud icata and/or  co l la tera l  estoppel ;
( iv )  inv id ious se lect iv i ty ;
(v) a false, misleading and/or deceptive

AND 
presentation by the Grievance Committee;

'  (B) Alre-d.iscipl inary hearing on the subject of
unconst i tu t ional  inv id ious se lect iv i ty ;  and/orrdouble jeopardyt ,  res jud icata and/or  Lo l la tera l
estoppel .

(3)  CaseI Iars  Af f i r rnat ion in  Opposi t ion,  dated 6/L3/9O

(4) Dr,s I Reply Aff idavit in support of cross-Motion, verif ied
6/  2s/  eo



ITO\IEI.IBER 1, 199O DBCTSION & ORDER ON }IOTION:

Exhibit tD-3i to the Jurisdictional Statenent

lfhis ex parte Order, appointing Max Galfunt
a s  s p e c i a l  r e f e r e e ,  a f f o r d e d  D L S  n o
-opportunity to contest such designation
before i t  was made.

Such Order, not rendered until almost elght
months after DLS f i led her Verif ied Answer to
the February 6, l_990 petit ion, reflects the
f?"\ of exigency with which the Appetlate
Div is ion,  second Depar tment  v iewEd th is
matter and the fact that, contrary to
Assistant Attorney General John Sull ivanrs
fa lse c la i rn  in  h is  S/ I2 /93 mot ion to  d ismiss
the Art icle 78 proceeding, the Grievance
Committee was not proceeding under the
ex igency  excep t i on  o f  S69  j . . 4  (e )  (5 )  .  (See ,
in ter  a1 ia,  DLS'  Z/2/93 cross-mot ion in  the
Art ic le  78 proceeding,  , In33-47.)



JI'NE ]-2, 1991 DECISION & ORDER ON I'IOTI0I| :
JI]NE 12, ].991 DECTSION & ORDER ON I.IOTTON:
JI,NE I-4. 1991 DECISTON & ORDER oN uoTroN: 'rMfERrui susPENsIoN

Extribits iD-4r' iD-Sr. and rD-6i to tlre Jurisdictlonat statenent

These three orders were highlighted at 123 of Dr,sr 7/2/93 cross-
Motion in the Art icre 78 proceeding as disposit ive of the
necessity fol recusal/transfer of the Art icle 78 proceeding since
cornparison with the underlying papers show them to be fa6tually
?nd regal ry  unfounded.  (see,  a1so,  1 ,L/Lg/93 d ismissal /surnmar|
judgment  mot ion. ,  j l32-34) .  The reta l ia tory  mot ive for  the
Appellate Division, second Departnentrs ordeis--none of which
made any f ind ings-- is  descr ibed in  DLSr 6/2o/gL Af f idav i t  in
support of vacatur/nodif ication (at ! t ! t12-13)

PAPERS I]NDERLYTNG THE ORDERS:

(1 )  case r ra r  s  o rde r  t o  show cause ,  s igned  L /2s /gL ,  t o
innediately and indefinitely suspend DLs for i , fai lure to
complyrr  wi th  the October  18,  LggO Order  ( , ,D-2t r1.

[unsuppor_tgd by the required petition showing
the  .  app l i ca t i on  was  au tho r i zed  by  the

' Cornmittee--which was disputed by DtS and
never documented by the Comrnitteel

Viglianors Order to Show Cause, signed L/29/gt, to:
(A) vacate the Appelrate Div is ion,  

'second'Departmentrs

october 18, j -990 order , for  rack of  suujei t  matter
jur isdict ionrr i  .  and (B) to discipl ine Casel la for  "br inging
on an unauthor ized and void [May 8,  ] -9901 rnot ion. . . resul€in6
in. . .  [ the]  jur isdict ional ly 

-  
aetect ive order dated october

18,  L990.  .  . r r  I in te r im s tay  s t r i cken]

casel lars Aff i rmat ion in opposi t ion,  dated 2/s/gL, to DLs
Order to Show Cause

( 2 1

( 3 )

(4) caser lars Mot ion,  dated 2/s/9L, for  sanct ions against
Vigl iano

(5) Viglianors lrtemorandum of Law, dated 2/r2/gr, in support of
his order to show cause and in opposi t ion to caserrars
Order to Show Cause

(6) Viglianors Affirmation in further support of his osc and in
Opposi t ion to Casel1ars OSC, dated Z/ iZySZ

(7)  Case l la rs  A f f i rmat ion ,  da ted  2 /L3 /gL

( 8 )  v i g r i a n o t s  s u r - R e p l y  A f f i r m a t i o n ,  d a t e d  2 / 2 o / g L ,  i n
Opposition to CaseIIars Order to Show Cause

( 9 )  v i g r i a n o r s  .  o p p o s i n g  A f f i r m a t i o n ,  d a t e d  2 / 2 0 / g L ,  t o
Casella I s motion for sanctj_ons against him



JULY 15. 1991 DECTSTON & ORDER ON I{OTTON:

This Order denied, without reasons, vacatur
or modif ication of the June L4, t-99 j- interim
suspension Order (rrD-6rt) notwithstanding DLSr
stated willingness to submit to an iranreaiate
nedical examination (12 of her support ing
af f idav i t )

The Order made no comment upon the political
motivations behind the suJpension of DLSI
I icense, stemrning from her att ivit ies as pro
b o n o ,  c o u n s e l  f o r  t h e  N i n t h  J u d i c l l J
Connittee--set forth in DLS| motion as part
of a request {ot recusal/transfer (!t ! t12-14
of  DLSr suppor t ing af f idav i t ) .

PAPERS IINDERLYTNG THE ORDER:

(2)  casel la 's  Af f i rmat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 6/2L/9L

(1) viglianors order to show cause, dated 6/2o/9L, to vacate or
modify June 14, 199L inter in.suspension order (rrD-6r;  an-
other relief I interirn stay strickenl



COURT OF APPEALS: SEPTEMBER 10, 1991 DECI$ON & ORDER IN
MATTER OF DORIS L SASSOWER

Appeal by Leeve

lst Attempt to Obtaln Court of Appcels'Rwiew

l. Doris Sassower's Motion for Leave to Appeal (by David Goldstein, Esq.),
datedJuly 18, l99l

2. Affrrmation in Opposition of Gary L. Casell4 Chief Counsel of Grievance
Committee for the Ninth Judicial District, dated July 24, l99l

3. David Goldstein's Aflirmation in Further Support of Appellant's Motion for
Leave to Appeal, dated August 23,1991



APRTL 1' 1992 DBCTSION & oRDER oN APPLTCATION'
: -

PAPERS IINDERLYTNG THE ORDERS:

(1 )  Case l l a rs  March  6 ,  1992
Presiding Justice Mangano

These gx narte orders were specificalty highrighted at
t19 of DLs '  7 /2/93 cross-Motion in the 

- 
Art- icle 7Bp r o c e e d i n g  a s  e v i d e n c i n g  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  f o r

recusal/transfer:

, ,  .  .  .  by i ts  two Orders dated Apr i l  L  IL992. . . the Second Depar t rnent ,  sua sponte,  and
without any statemenL of reasonl usurpea the
delegated funct,ion of the Grievance coinnittee
of the Ninth Judicial Distr ict by overriding
the unaninous vote of the conrni{tee to hold
prosecution of the February 6, 1990 petit ion

l i r  abeyance r  du r ing  the -pe r iod  o f  IDLSr ]
interirn suspension and miJrepresented- tha€
t h e  G r i e v a n c e  C o m m i t t e e  s o u g h t  t oI supplement I the February 6, l_990 Fetit ion
and rprosecute addi t ional  a l Iegat ions. . .  fn
fact, the Grievance Cornmittee made no such
application to tsupplementr and rprosecute
addit ional al legationsr r ds i ts uirderlying
March  G ,  L992  l e t te r  p la in l y  showed . . . i
(enphasis in the original) 

-

As set forth in DLs I LL/Lg/gi dismissal/surnmary
judgrrnent  mot ion (x59) ,  the apr i r  L ,  Lgg2 Decis ion and
Order  1ng -9 t t )  :

,provides a fortuitous glirnpse of what is
t a k . i n g  p l a c e - - t o  w i t ,  i t n e  A p p e I l a t e
Division, Second Department' i1 extr idrdinary
r e a d i n e s s  t o  a u t h o r i z e  d i s c i p l i n a r |
prosecutions against IDLS] even whLre, a;
reflected by the ex parte March 6, Lg92
I  e t te r ,  I  t he  Gr ievance  Cornmi t tee  ]  had
provided it  with absolutely no evidentiary
basis on which to do so. r -(emphasis 

in tha
or ig ina l  )

ex parte letter addressed to



JIJNE 4. I-992 DECISION & ORDER ON ilOTTON:

T h i s  O r d e r ,  w h e n  c o m p a r e d  w i t h  t h e
accompanying Order of the same date, is
inconsistent.

PAPERS UNDERLYING THE ORDER:

(1) 4/L5/92 DLSr letter to presiding Justice Mangano

(21 4/20/92 caselrars let ter  to presiding Just ice uangano

(3) 5/L2/92 DLSr let ter  to presiding Just ice Mangano



il]NE 4. ]-992 DECISION & ORDER ON UOTION:

This ex parte Order appointed Max Galfunt as
special referee, with nb opportunity afforded
DLS to contest such designation before i t  was
rnade.

llthough the Order refers to being based uponI  th_e.  papers f  i led in  suppor t  o f  the
appl icat ion ?rrd the respondent 's  papersr ,
DLS had not by that date ansvrered or-noved
against the Supplernental petit ion dated Apri l
9, 1-992. fndeed, the accompanying June 4,
L994 Order  ( t 'D-1ot t1 ,  re f lects  that  iact .



JULY 31. 1992 DECISION & ORDER ON UOTTON:
NovEltBER 12. 1992 DEcrsroN & ORDER oN ltorroN: sua sponte

These Orders, which, without reasons, denied
Dr,s I rnotion for vacatur of the f indingress
June L4, l_991_ order of interim =rr"p"i- io''  (rrD-6rr) and imposed upon her rnaximum Losts__
n o t w i t h s t a n d i n g .  h e r  s u s p e n s i o n  w a s  a
fort iori  to that in Russakoff, vacated by the
court of Appeals--are described at ! [1-9 oi tne
Jurisdict ional Statement.

PAPERS T'NDERLYTNG TTHE ORDERS 3

(1)  Dr ,s  I  order  to  show ca_u.se,  s igned 6/L6/g2,  to ,  in ter  a l ia :
(A)  renew Vig l ianots 6/2o/9L order  to-Show Cause to vacate
6/L4/9L suspension order ;  (B)  vacate 6/L4/gL suspension
Order  based on Russakof f ;  (C)  vacate Orders 'o f  6 /L279L and
Lo/r8/got (D) direct an irnnediate discipl inary invesLigation
of  casel ra i  and (E)  i f  not ion is  denied,  lea ie to  appear  to
the Court of Appeals

(2)  casel rars  Af f i rmat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 6/ i ,Bt /92

(3) Dr,sr Aff idavit,  dated 6/22/92, in Repry and in further
support of rnotion to vacate 6/L4/9L suspension Order and
other rel ief

(4)  casel lars  Af f i rmat ion in  Fur ther  opposi t ion,  dated 6/26/92

(5) Dr,sr  let ter ,  dated 6/30/92, ln response to caselrars 6/26/92
Affirmation



NOVEITBER 12. 1992 DECTSTON & ORDER ON }IOTION:

Exhibit "D-14r to the Jurisdictional statement

This. Order, combines two separate notions,
hereinbel-ow inventoried, DLs | 6/Lg/g2 motion
to disrniss and her z/3/92 motion to str ike.
Said order is identif  ied at f ! t12 and l-3 of
the Jurisdict ional statement as refrecting
the Appellate Division, Second. Departmentfsr r r e f u s a l . . . t o  f o 1 l o w  t h e  l a w  a s  t ojurisdict ion in !h"_ 

runderrying disciprlnary
proceedingr. Indeed, the f ictual rec6rd and' control l ing law reguired, inter aIia, the
granting of DLS ' 6/L8/92 aisrnissaf rno{ion__
much as it reguired the granting of her
s u b _ s e q u e n t  L I /  L . 9 / 9 3  d i s r n i s s a 1 / s u m m a r y
j u d g m e n t  n o t l o n  ( C f  . ,  L L / L s / g 3
dismissal/sumrnary judgrnent rnotion, jl!lt26_2i )

PAPERS UNDERLYING THE ORDERS:

MOTION TO DTSMISS:

(1)  DLS|  Mot ion,  dated 6/Lg/92,  to :  (A)  d ismiss
Petit ion and Apri l  9, LggZ Supplemental
v a c a t i n g  A p r i I  L ,  L g g 2  O f d e r s ;
disclosure/discovery pursuant to CPLR S4Og,
another Judicial Department

Febmazlz 6, 1990
Pet i t ion ;  (B)

(  c  )  g r a n t i n g
(D) t ransfer to

(2)  casel lars  Af f i r rnat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 7/2/92

(3) DLsr Affidavit, dated 7/22/92, in Repry in Further support
of Motion to Dismiss and Other Relief

MOTION TO STRTKE:

( 1) DLS I Motion, dated 7 / 3 / 92, to : (A) str ike supprernentalpet i t ion 
.  dated 6/26/s2 i  (p)  grant  d isc losur" i^a i=-o; ; ; t

pursuant to CPLR S4o8; (C) direct an immediate discipl i"" i i
invest igat ion of  Casel la ;  (D)  sanct ions

(2)  casel lars  Af f i r rnat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 7/7/g2

(3) Dr,sr Affidavit in Reply and in Further support of Motion toStrike and other Relief, dated 7/22/92



NOVEI.IBER 1?, 1992 DECTSION & ORDER ON UOTTON:

This eX parte Order is purportedly based upon
a committee report dated July B, j .g92. bf,S
nas never given notice of the application i t
purports to grant.

The JuIy 8, L992 report was never furnished
DLS, but was transmitted ex parte to the
Appellate Division, Second Department and
m a d e  t h e  b a s i s  f o r  p r o s e c u t i o n  o f
discipl i lary proceedings agalnst her, with no
opportunity afforded DLS to be heard with
respect thereto.

It may be noted that at the tirne of the JuIy
8, L992 committee report, DLS was alread!' suspended from the practice of law. Under
such circunstances, there could be no claim
o f  ex igency  under  S691 .4 (e )  (5 )  so  as  to
pennit the Grievance Committee to dispense
with the pre-petition reguirernents of wr-itten
c h a r g e s  a n d  h e a r i n g ,  w h i c h  i t  d i d .
Nonetheless, by this Order the Appellate
Division, Second Department authorized the
disc ip l inary proceeding that  becarne the
January 28, L993 petit ion and denied her the
pre-petition due process to which she v/as
ent i t led.

Discussion of this ex parte order, which is internally
inconsis tent ,  can be found,  in ter  a l ia ,  in  DLSI
LL /L9 /9  3  D isn i ssa l / summary  Judgrnen t  Mo t ion  and ,
s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  f ! t L 2 - i . 3 ,  L 7 ,  L d ,  2 3 - 4 ,  7 0 .



cou4T oF APPEALS: NOvEMBER tE, rss2DECrsIoN & ORDER
N

Appeal of Rlght

2nd Attempt to Obtaln Court of Appeals'Rwiew

1. Doris Sassower's Notice of Appeal, dated Septenrber 3,l9g2

2. Doris Sassower's Jurisdictional statement, dated september 3,lgg2

3. Letter of Gary Casell4 Chief Counsel of Grievance Committee for the Ninth
Judicial District, dated September 16,l9g2

4. Doris Sassower's Affidavit in Support of Jurisdiction for Appeal as of Righg
dated October 14,1992



ITARCII 17. 1993 DECISION & oRDER oN ITIOTIoN:

.  This ex.parte Order is purportedly based upon
a conrnittee report dated becernber L7 , l-gbz.
DLS was never gj-ven notice of the apprication
it purports to grant.

'  
The December L7, L9g2 report was never
furnished DLs, but was tranJrnitted ex parte
to the Appellate Division, second oepartment
and made the basis  for  prosecuf , ion of
discipl inary proceedings again-st her, withoui
DLS being afforded an oppoitunity to be heard
with respect thereto.

At the t ine of the December L7, L992 report,
DLS was already suspended from the praltice
of law. Under such circumstances, there
c o u l d  b e  n o  c l a i m  o f  e x i g e n c y  u n d e r
S 691 .  

 

(e) ( S ) so as to perrnit the crievance
Comrnittee to dispense with the pre-petit ion
reguirements of written charges ind irearing,
which it  did. Nonetheless, by this Ora"i,
the Appellate Division, Second Department,
authorized the disciptinary proceedfng that
became the March 25, L9t3 Supple-rnental
Petit ion and denied her the pre-pefit ion due
process to which she was entit led.

Discussion of this ex parte order, can be found in DLS'
l L /L9 /93  D is rn i ssa l / summary  Judgmen t  Mo t ion  and ,
spec i f i ca l l y ,  ! t 112 -L3 ,  L9 ,  Z5 -A ,  13 - -75 .



APRTL 22. 1993 DECTSION & ORDER ON MOTION:

This Order is described at ! t ! [ ] .9-20 of the
,furisdictional statement as demonstrating the
invidiousness and rnalice with which the
Appellate Division, Second Department has,
notwithstanding l, tatter of Russlkoff, denied
DLs a hearing on her interim suspension and a
final order--thereby preventing review by
the Court of Appeals

PAPERS TINDERLYTNG THE ORDER:

(1) DLSr motion, dated L2/L4/92, for: (A) reargument, renewar,
a n d  r e c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  A p p e l r a t e  o i v i s i o n ,  s e c o n d
Departmentrs .  sua sponte November L2,  rgg2 order  ( rD-13t t1 ,
a m e n d i n g  _ i t s  J u l y  3 L  ,  L g g 2  O r d e r  ( , , D - 1 2 ; ,  )  a n i ,
alternatively, (B) directing an irnmediate post-suspension
hearing as to the basis of the June L4, fggr susiension
order  ( t rB-6t t ) ;  (c)  cer t i fy ing as a guest ion of  law to the
Court of Appeals whether Russakoff controls the case at bar
so as to require vacatur.

(2)  casel rars  Af f i rmat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated L2/24/g2

(3)  DLS|  Reply  Af f idav i t ,  dated 2/24/93

(4) Dr.Sr Supplenental Aff idavit,  dated 3/g/93



ITIAY 24. ]-993 DECTSTON & ORDER ON MOTTON:

(1)  DLSr not ion,  dated 2/22/93,  to  vacate
the January 28,  l_993 pet i t ion for
jur isd ic t ion

This Order, improperly cornbining two separate
and unrelated notions, is distussed, inter
a l i l r  _ a r  n j 4 7 - 4 e  o f  D L s ,  t i y t f ; s t
dismissal/surnmary judgment motion.

PAPERS IINDERLYTNG THE ORDER:

MOTION TO VACATE PETITION DATED JANUARY 28, 1993:

service and disrniss
Iack of personal

(2)  casel rars  Af f i rmat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 3/2/93

(3)  DLS!  Reply  Af f idav i t ,  dated 3/8/93

(1) DLs' motion, dated 4/14/93, to vacate service and dismlss
the March ?5, L993 suppremental petit ion for rack ofpersonal  jur isdict ion

(2) caselra 's Aff i rmat ion in opposi t ion,  dated 4/22/93



SEPTEIIIBER 2O. 1993 DECTSToN & oRDER oN ItIoTIoN:

Extribit "D-19r to the Jurisdictional statenent

T h e  i n d e f e n s i b i l i t y  o f  t h i s  O r d e r  i s
sumrnarized, inter aIia, at t� l47-49 of DLS I
IL/L9/93 dismissal/summary judgrnent motion.

PAPERS UNDERLYTNG THE ORDER:

(1) Dr,sr motion, dated 6/14/93, for reargument and renewar of
the l {ay 24,  1993 order  ( r tD-r -8rr ) ,  and o iher  re l ie f  ,  incrudint
recusar/transfer to another Judiciar Department

(21 casel lars  Af f i rmat ion in  opposi t ion,  dated 6/23/93

(3 )  DLSr .Rep ly  A f f i dav i t ,  ve r i f i ed  7 /9 /g3



!?o,::P-"1:]I1}:llnTsrgllllcqND_Dr_p4RrMrNr"ssEprEMBER

t . Doris sassower's Notice of petition and verified paition, dated April 2g,
1993

Attorney General's Notice of Motion to Dismiss the petition, dated May
12, 1993, with Affirmation by Assistant Attorney General John J.
Sullivan)

Attorney General's Memorandum of Law in Support of Dismissal Motioq
dated May 13, 1993 (by Assistant Attorney Geniral John J. Sullivan)

Doris sassower's order to Show cause with TRo/Affidavit in opposition
to Attorney General's Dismissal Motion and in support of 

-dmnibus

Cross-Motion, dated July Z,1993

Attorney General's Memorandum in opposition to petitioner,s cross-
MoJion,_ dated July 12, 1993 (by Assistant Attorney General carolyn
Cairns Olson)

Doris Sassower's July 19, lg93 Affidavit in Further opposition to
Attorney General's Dismissal Motion and in Further Supporrof omnibus
Cross-Motion for a Stay and CIher Relief

Doris sassower's July 19, 1993 Memorandum of Law in opposition to
Attorney General's Dismissal Motion and in Support of Her cioss-Motion

3 .

4.

5 .

7.



1"90
DISCIPLINARY PETITION:

9/27193
e/28t93
9t29/93
t/rr/94





121 J$uARy?!r1??a pEcrsroN sMrssAl/survrumy
JI]DGMENT MOTION:

Underlvinq Peoen

(l) Doris Sassower's ll/lg/g3 motion for dismissal/summary judgment & other relief

(2) Compendium of exhibits supporting motion for dismissal/summary judgment

(3) Casella's l2fl /93 opposing aflirmation

(4) Sassower's l2ll0/93 letter to presiding Justice Mangano



Underlvins Peoers

(l) Vigliano's order to show cause, signed on l/10/94 by Justice William Thompson,
with TRO stricken, returnable lllS/g4,with Vigliano's supporting affrrmation and
affidavit of Doris L. Sassower

(2) Vgliano's supporting memorandum of law,ll9/g4

(3) Casella's lll3l94 opposing affirmation



l .

2.

MAY t4,1994 DECTSTON & ORDER rN

Appeal of Right

Doris sassower's Jurisdictional statemen! dated January 24,l9g4

Attorney General's letter, on behalf of Respondents, dated February I l, 1994
(by Assistant Attorney General John J. Sullivan)

Letter of Evan S. Schwartz, Esg, attorney for Doris L. Sassower, dated March
14, l9g4

3.



#24 MAY 16. 1994 DECISION & ORDER ON MOTION:

Underlvins Paners

(l) Vigliano's 4/8/94letter to Martin Brownstein, Clerk, fiansmitting his motion and
supporting affidavi! returnable 4/21 /94

(2) Martin Brownstei n's 4Dll94letter to Doris L. Sassower

(3) Martin Brownstei n's 4l2l94letter to Vigliano

(a) Casella's 4122/94letter to Referee Max Galfunt

(5) vigliano's faced 4/29/94letter to court, ATT: Mel Harris, Deputy clerk

(6) Mel Harris' 4/29/94letter to Vigliano

(7) Casella' s 5 l4lg4responding affrrmation

(8) Sassower's 5/10/94letter to Court, ATT: Mel Harris



Underlvins Paoen

(l) Vigliano's6/30/94letter to Martin Brownstein, Clerlg transmitting his motion and
supporting affirmation, returnabl e 7 / | 5 /94

(2) Casella's undated responding afFrrmation

(3) Doris sassower'sTlls94letter to presiding Justice Mangano



(l) Casella' s 8ll5/94 letter to Vigliano

(2) Casella's 8/18/94 letter to Vigliano

(3) Doris Sassower's 8/22/94letter to Casella

(4) Casella's 8D2194 letter to Sassower

(5) Sassowe r's 8/22/94 letter to Casella

(6) Transcript of August23,1994 hearing before Referee Garfunt

(7) Casella's8/25/94letter to Vigliano, with Vigliano's hand-written instructions to
Elena Sassower

(8) Elena Sassower's 8126/g4letter to Referee Galfunt

(9) Casella's9/23/94letter to Referee Galfunt

(10) Sassower's 9/30194letter to Referee Galfunt

(l l) Casetta's 10/5/94letter to Referee Galfunt

(12) Martin Brownstein's I l/16194 letter to Vigtiano

(13) Sassower's ll/28/94letter to Brownstein

(14) Vigliano's ll/30/94letter to Brownstein

(15) 12/5/94letter of Appellate Court Clerk Linda Clerk to Doris L. Sassower,
enclosing ll/7/94 Report of Referee Galfunt

(16) Vigliano's ll4/95 letterto Brownstein

6



ggtlBTor APPtsALs: SEPTEMBER 2s,rss4 DEcIsIoN & ORDER rN

Rcargument of Appeal of Right/Leave to Appeat

{t Attcmot to Obtaln Court of Aopealst Review

Doris Sassower's Notice of Motion for Reargurnen! Reconsideration, Leave
to Appeal, and Other Relief, dated July 19, 1994

Attorney Ge,neral's Memorandum of Law in opposition (by Assistant
Attorney General Abigail I. petersen (of counsel), Solicitoi General Jerry
Boone, dated August 4,1994

Doris Sassower's Affidavit in Reply and in Further Support of Motion, dated
August 8, 1994

l .

3 .



#26 FEBRUARY 24. 1995 DECISION & ORDER ON MOTION:

Underlyins Panerl

(l) casella's 12/13/94 motion and supporting affrrmation, returnable l/6/9s

(2) Doris Sassower's I 16/95 opposing affirmation

(3) Caselta'stltZlgS letter to Martin Brownstein



#27

Underlvinq PeoeE

(l) Doris Sassower's 3/27/9s motion with supporting aflidavit

(2) Casella' s 414/95 opposing affirmation

(3) Sassower's 5lll95 affrdavit in reply and further support

(4) Sassower's 5/1195 notice of right to seek intervention



coU.RT or APPEALS: FEBRUARY 20, rss6DEcIsIoN & ORDER rN

Appeal of Right

St Attempt to Obtain Court of Appeals' Review

l. Doris Sassower's I-etter of Donald M. Sheraw, Cterk of the Court of Appeals,
ddedNovember 15, 1995

2. Doris Sassower's Jurisdictional statemen! dated November 15, 1995

3. Mr. Sheraw's letter to Doris Sassower, dated November 27,lggs

4. Doris Sassower's Letter to Mr. Sheraw, dated December 6, 1995

5. Notice of Motion to Dismiss Appeal of Matthew Renert, "of counsel to Gary
L. Casella", Chief Counsel of Grievance Committee for the Ninth Judicial
District, dated December 6, 1995

6. Doris Sassower's Afiidavit in Opposition to Paitioner-Respondent's Motion
to Dismiss Respondent-Appellant's Appeal of Right, dated December 26,
l99s

ltr
l5l

ffi
il



couRT oF APPEALS: JrJhtE rl, rss6 DEcrsroN & ORDER rN

Reargument of Appeal of Right lLeaveto Appeal

6t Attempt to Obtatn Court of Appeals' Review

l. Doris Sassower's Notice of Motion for Recusal, Reargument, Reconsideration,
and Leave to Appeal, dated March 27,1996

2. Notice of Cross-Motion of Matthew Renert, "of counsel to Gary L. Casella.',
Chief Counsel of Grievance Committee for the Ninth Judicial bistrict, datei
April 8, 1996

3. Doris Sassower's Affrdavit in Opposition to Cross-Motion and in Further
Support of her Motion, dated April 18, 1996



(Second Circuit Court of ,l@

(l) Appellant's Brie{ tlt}/97

(2) Record on Appeal

(3) Defendants' Brief, 3/4/97

(a) Appellant's Reply Brief, 4/t/97

(5) Appellant's Petition for Rehearing with Suggestion for Rehear ing In Banc


