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DORIS L .  SASSOWER

, ao3 souNovlEw AvENUt . WHITE PL lNs. N.Y. IOQO6 . at4a',r ' l62' '  FAX; 91..,/66.'633.1

Bv Prior l ty MaiI

June  9 ,  1993

Edward OrConnel l ,  Counsel
House Judiclary Comnittee
Roon 207 r
Cannon House of f lce Bui ld lng
W a s h l n g t o n ,  D . C .  2 0 5 1 5

REi  Judlc la l  Accountabi l i ty

D e a r  M r .  o r C o n n e l l :

Thls letter ls lntended as a formal cornplalnt of nlsconduct by
certaln nenbers of the federal Judlclary. The serlous charges
hereln nade are fully documentable and arLse out of a case of
national portentr The asserted nlsconduct rests on a profound
abuse of  Judlc la l  power for  lmproper and retal latory purposes.

Such nlsconduct enconpasses a pattern of wllful and dellberate
perversLon and dlsregard of controll lng law by the District court
-udge sf t t lng l r r  Whlte Plalns,  New York,  including a f inal
decls lonr whlch was false and fabr icated ln f I I  nater ia l
respects.

The Distr lct  Courtrs decis io;n,  shown on appeal  to be without anv
factual  or  leggl  foundat ionz,  was, nonetheless,  af f i r rned by the
Second Clrcul tJ,  whlch rel led on a c la lned rr lnherent powerrr  to
l rnpose near ly  9100,000 sanc t lons  aga lns t  c lv i l  r igh ts  p la in t l f f s .

1 The Dlstr lct  Court ts decls ion ls repr lnted in the
Pet l t ion for  Cert lorar l  at  CA-28.

The factual  baselessness of  the Dis t r ic t  Cour t ts
decls lon was rnet iculously detal led,  wl th record references, dt
pp. 8-40 of  our Appel lants l  Br lef--and unrebutted by Defendants
l n  t h e i r  o p p o s l n g  B r i e f  ( s e e  A p p e l l a n t r s  R e p l y  B r i e f r  P P ,  t - 2 , 9 -
L2 ,  15-16  |  22-31  ,  The lega l  base lessness  o f  tha t  dec is lon  was
d iscussed a t  pp .  42-54  o f  our  Appe l lan ts r  Br ie f  and a t  pp .  L '2 ,
L2-L4 ,  16-18 ,  23-6  o f  our  RePly .

3 the Second Circui t fs decis ion is repr inted in the
Pet i t ion for  Cert lorar i  at  CA-6.
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The foregolngt was made the basle for a Petlt lon for Cert lorarl to
the U.S. Supreme Court--wherel"n $re reguested that Court to
exerc lse l ts  rpower of  supervJ.sLonr f  (a t  pp.  19,  281 to  summarLly
reve rse  the  Second  C l r cu l t f s  dec l s lon ,  wh lch ,  on  i t s  f ace ,
s imi lar ly  vLolates s tatutgry  and ru le  prov is ions,  as wel l  as
contro l l ing decls ional  law4.  

-

Fot lowlng denla l  o f  cer t lorar l -  by the Supreme Cour t r  V l€ f l led a
Pet i t lon for  Rehear lng and Supplementa l  Pet l t lon for  Rehear i .ng,
which we have Just  learned have a lso been denied.  Those two
documents--which we recommend as the start ing polnt for your
review--provlde the framework for thls most extraordinary case--
ident i fy lng the u l ter lor  and reta l ia tory  mot ives of  the Second
C i r c u i t  J u d g e s ,  w h o  f a i l e d  t o  d l s q u a l i f y  t h e n s e l v e s
notwithstanding they were obligated by law and ethical rules to
have recused.  themselves.

The subject  decls lons are comprehenslvely analyzed and dlscussed
in the mater la ls herein t ransmlt ted,  whlch include not only the
subrnissions before the Supreme Court, but those before the Second
Circui t  as wel l .  Such submissions should enable you to recognize
that an lrnrnedlate lnvest,lgatlon of the judiciat authors of those
decls lons ls mandated--sLnce fabr lcat lon of  fact  and perversion
of law ls not part  of  the Judic la l  funct ion.

This case cal ls for  your examlnat lon for  another reason: by l ts
denial of rrcertrr, th.e Suprene Court has now given the rrgreen
llghttt to the lower federal courts to use rrinherent powerrf to
overr ide congresslonal  lntentr  is  expressed in statutory and rule
p r o v l s l o n s - - s u c h  a s  t h e  F a i r  H o u s l n g  A c t ,  2 8  U . S . C .  S 1 9 2 7 ,  a n d
RuIe 1l--and to do so wlthout the s l lghtest  showlng of
rrnecessl tyrr  or  compl iance with due process regulrements.

Since the Congress is current ly consider ing proposed amendnents
to the Federal  Rules of  c lv l l  Procedure,  legls lat ive revl-ew of
th is case le part icular ly propi t lous at  th ls t i rne.  As set for th
Ln our  Pet l t lon  fo r  Cer t lo ra r i  (a t  p .  L4)  i

r rThl .s case ls a mlcrocosn of  the very issues
novt under study. ,  .  Ln connect, lon wl th the
proposed anendnents to the Federal Rules of
Ctvi l  Procedure--Rule 11, dlscovery,  and case
nanagenent. Those proposed amendment,s are
the product of  hundreds of  wr i t ten comments
from the bench, bar,  and publ ic over a three-
year  per lod  and o f  pub l l c  hear lngs .  Yet ,  ds
thls case i l lustrates,  the enormous ef for t

4 g concLse
appears at  pp.  4-6 of

sunnar l"zat ion of  such faclal  v io lat lons
the Supplenental  Pet i t ion for  Rehear ing.
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expended ln the rule-naking process ls al l
for naught if inherent, power ls to be
I fa l I -backt  for  federal  courts unwlt l lng
adhere to the text-based requLrements
those rules,  amended or not.  r l

Any obJect lve lnvest lgat lon of  th ls cae e wl l l  conf l r rn the extent
to whlch our th l rd branch of  government has obl l terated
const l - tut ionat and statutory safeguards by sheer usurpat ion of
povJer. Because - the suprene court has failed to perform lts
rnonitoring functlon where the lower courts f , decisibns do not
conform with law or the factual record, congrdss must step ln to
protect the publlc fron the destructlon of our constltutlonal
system by courts whlch have run anok.

we trust  that  th ls natter wl l r  be glven alr  due care and
considerat lon,  Upon requestr  w€ wlt l  be pleased to t ransrni t  to
you our submLssions before the District Court, J.ncluding our Rule
60(b)  (3 )  mot lon ,  re fe r red  to  ln  the  dec ls lons  o f  the  second
Circul t  and Distr lct  Court .  Sald not ion dranat ical ly highl ights
the extent of  to whlch Judic la l  of f lce has been rnisused to
pronulgate decls lons whlch are ln every way dlshonest,  decei t fu l ,
and dellberately defamatory.

Very truly yours,

W/L*-pdnrs L. 
'sAssovlnRs

a
to
o f

€&rza4ZM
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER

cc!  Char les Stephep Rals ton,  Esq.
NAACP Legal Defepse and Educatlonal Fund

Enclosures:  see annexed page

5 To counter the grossry farse and defamatory second
clrcul t  decls ions,  a copy of  my ciedent lars,  as last  set  for th in
Mart indale-Hubbel l ts Law Directory,  is  annexed hereto.  such
publ icat lon has given me l ts hlghest rat ing of  r rAvr for  aI I  the
years r was ln ny own private practlce. rt nay be further noted
that I arn also a Fellow of the Amerlcan Bar Foundation, an honor
reserved for less than one-hal f  of  one percent of  the pract ic ing
bar ln each State.
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subnisslons to the Unlted States suprene courL:

(1) Pet l t lon for
(2 )  Respopdent rs
(3)  Pet l t loners l
(4 )  Pet l t ion  fo r
(5) Supplemental

a l{rlt of Certlorarl
opposing Br ief
Reply Br ief
Rehearlng
Petlt lon for Rehearlng

Annel late submisslons to the Second Circui t :

( 3 )

( 4 )
( 5 )

(1.) Appellantsl Motlon to Vacate Judgnent
for Lack of Jurlsdict ion

(21 Appel lants t  nr ie f ,  Appendlx ,
and Supplemental Appendlx

Arnlcus Curlae Brlef of NAACP Legal Defense and
Educatlonal Fund

Appel leest  Br lef  and Appendlx
Appel lantsr  Reply Br lef  and Second Supplemental

Appendlx
(6) Appel lantst  Pet i t lon for  Rehear lng



f l fi  ' E

t"
J l

= o

o E -
u J  = 3
l I . 6 l J ; :
C : * i  6
k  E =  0
E ee,t

F IE$
9 e -
ITu
tu
E

rJl
(r
rtl

!Jt
c0

Plru
o
o*

I

wl

F$

I

R l t(.-,1 -
n l

I
u

|.
.b-
vt

I
I

I
I
I-1__

I-l*
l u

s  t E
6  t €
I  1 3

i, f :

I
o '
u

l ,  $ ,t . r
t o
l o
t €
t o
l o

t 3

, l I
I
I

o l
o l

l u  I

It
lEl
l d .

. l
, ' o l

us l

ritr
t f E

IFft

d . l
o l
E > l
' 6 1
* 6
o^

;ffi,
l 8 E

lFd

" {.1
@ l
O I
o l
u l

6

b
1 d , . ,

ril

I
I
I

t
I
I
I
I
I
I
I

4 : .
( . n " :

i r5
.t ;e:

se6l aunr 'ooge uloJ sd


