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Cnrvrrn p, JwrctnAccornvrmrlrry, rNc.
P.O. Box69,G&tcy Stdbl
Whit Ploins, Ncty York I06051NM9

Elaafufi Sossow,Cmfrrulu

BYHAND

October 6, 1998

Td (ero42r-1200
Fax (914) 42b4994

E-Mail: judgMh@Lun
llel site: wvwjutlgMdtorg

Cr€rald Stern, Administrator
New York State Commission on ludicial Conduct
801 Second Avenue
New Yorlg New York

RE: Judicial Msconduct Complaint against Appellate Divisioq Second Department
fustice Albert M. Rosenblatt and against his co-defendant Appellate Divisioq
Second Department justices in the fussower v. Mutgoto, a, al. federal
civil rights action

Dear Mr. Stern:

Trursmitted herewith is a copy of the Center for Judicial Accountability's October 5, 1998 letter - to
the State Commission on ludicial Nomination -- whictu at page 8, expressly identifies that it is being
filed withthe Commission on ludicial Conduct "as yet a further facially-meritorious complaint agoinst
Iustice Rosenblatt"r.

As set forth thereiq the basis for our instant complaint against Justice Rosenblatt is two-fold: (l) our
belief, for reasons paniculuized at page 4 of the letter, that Justice Rosenblatt committed perjury in his
responses to Questions #30(a)-(b) and #32(d) of the Commission on Judicial Nomination's

I We nole from your enclosed perspective colum4 "Judicial Independence Is Alive and Welf'
QIYIJ 8f2098),which twice invokes Judiciary Law $44.1, that you are quite willing to recognize the controlling
significoce of that *amory prwisio - u/h€n it sewes your purpose to do so. Perhaps the Commission on Judicial
Nomination will be able to elicit from you an explanation as to the basis upon which our Septernber 19,1994,
October 26,1994, and December 5, 1994 facially-meritorious complaints'against Justice Rosenblat and other
Secqtd DeprtnurtJu$ices, including Justice William Thompson, a Commission membcr, were nonetheless, each
disnissed b!, the Commission, without investigation or reasons., by letters dated December 13, 1994 and January
24, 1995 As you know, your refusal to answer that question led to our Article 78 proceeding against the
Comlsslon,wttidt mn€trcdoopiesoftlnsecomplaints and dismissal letters. Supreme Court Justice Herman Cahn
ttm protected you and the Commission by his fraudulent dismissal decisioq as most graphically particularized in
"Restraining 'Liars in the Courtroom' and on the Public Payrolf'. Gxhibit 

"D" to our letter to the Commission
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questionnaire; snd (2) Iustice Rosenblaff's collusion and compliclty - and that of his codefendant
Second Departnrent judicial brethren - in the litigation fraud of co-defendant counsel, theNew york
State Attorney Creneral n fusw'er v. Mangon, el a/. Such litigation fraud is particularized in our
nrysea cert petition thereiq which is also transmitted, together with our supplemental brief (S. Ct.
#e8-106).

Erporyassed bytbis frcially-moitorious complaint qgainst lustice Rosenblatt is a frcially-meritorious
oomplairn agtinst his cedefendant Second Department justices based on the kssaner v. Mangano, et
4/. fed€ral actioc Needless to say, upon request, we will promptly transmit to the Commission a copy
ofttre record ofthe disfict court ard Second Circuit proceedings (S.D.N.Y. 94 Civ. 4514;2ndCk. #96
7805) so that you can verify the brazenness with which these Second Department justices not only
afgaged in corduct "prejudicial to the admini*ration ofju$ice" [t{YS Constitutioq Article VI, g22(a)i,
but wilfully obstructed'the administration ofjustice" on the federal level.

As in the past, you rnay be assured of our complete cooperation

Yours for a quality judiciary,

Enclos.rres

cc: NfS Commission on ludicialNomination

€Cc-aq€^aM
ELENA RUTH SASSOWE& Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.
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