
Cnnrnn fo, Junrcnr, AccouNTABrLrry, rNC.
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BY FAX: 212-416-8962 (31 paees)
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May 8, 20012

Assistant Solicitor General Carol Fischer
office of New York State Attorney General Eliot Spitzer
120 Broadway
New Yorlq New York 10271

RE: Docurnenhy Substantiation for Petitioner-Appellart's May l, 2002
Disqualifi cation/Di sclo sure Motion and Jurisdictional Statement in
Elena Ruth Sassower, Coordinator of the Center for Judiciat
Accountability, Inc., acting pro bono publico, against commission
on Judicial Conduct of the State of New york (NYCourtof
Appeals)

Dear Ms. Fischer:

Enclosed are two Inventories itemizing the documents I transmitted to the Court of
Appeals in substantiation of my May l, 2002 disqualification/disclosure motion:

(l) A 23'page Inventory of '[a] copy of the papers submitted on Doris
" sassower's 

.six attempted appeals", referred to at T5g of my
disqualification/disclosure motion;

Q) A l-page Innentory of documents pertaining to..merit selection,'to the
court of Appeals, as reflected by fl1t95 and ll5 of my
disqualifi cation/disclosure motion.

Should you wish me to furnish you with copies of any of the inventoried documents
not already in your possession, please advise and i will arrange to deliver them
forthwith.



Additionally enclosed is a S-page Inventory of the copy of dre record of my lawsuitthat I nansmiued to the court of Appeals in substantiation of my Ma5r l, 2wzJurisdistional Staterrent (p. 7,fn.6): uttrr ne record of the proceeding in Supremecourt/l'lew York county (#r0g55l/99) and in the Apieflate nlvision,'rirst
Deparfrnent(# 5638/0r). you have all such inventoried documents.

Assistant Solicitor General Fischer Page Two

Yours for a quality judiciary,

&a<ct

I01€{u8,2W2

ELENA RUTII SASSOWE\ Coordinator
Petitioner-Appellant prc Se

Enclozures

cc: New York State Commissisn on ludicial Conduct
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1r Attempt to Obtain Court of Appeats' Review
of Findingless, Hearingless, petitionless "rnierim" suspension order

l .

rhis appeal by leave was substanttated by a bound copy of the record
of the - Appllate Division, &cond Departmeniis 

'disciprinary

proceedings against Doris fussower. rhe separated fuarments
appearing in this bound copy are the same as those in File Folders ,,D-
I" - "D-6", transmitted to the court in support of Doris kssower's
reargument motion of her appeal of right andfor leave to appeal in the
Mangano Article 78 proceeding.

Doris sassower's Motion for Leave to Appeal (by David Goldsteiq Esq.), dated
July 18, l99l

Affirmation in opposition of Gary L. casella, chief counsel of Grievance
committee for the Ninth Judicial District, dated luly 24, l99l

David Goldstein's Affrrmation in Further support of Appellant,s Motion for
Leave to Appeal, dated August 23,lggl

Decision & order of the court of Appeals, dated september 10, l99l

3 .

4.

IITVENTORY OF' TRANSMITTAL

Appeal by Leave



?

1 .

2.

3 .

4,

5.

-_. _2d Attempt to Obtain Court of Appeels, Review
of f indingless, Hearingless, petitionless "rnierim' suspension order .

This appeal of right was strbstantiated_by a cow of the record ofthe Appellate Division, secord oip"rnii"ti 
" 
aiscipri*ry

prgceedings against Doris sassower, annexed to the 
'p*ti"i,

submissions. Further copies of this recordwere transmitted to the
Court ln yufWrt of Doris Sassower,s reargument motion of herqpryal of right andfor !r*, to qpeal n i,I,t*g*o Article 78proceeding. [File Folder ,,D-7,j-

Doris sassower's Notice of Appear, dated september 3, rggz

Doris sassower's Jurisdictional Statement, dated september 3,l99z

Irtter of Gary Casell4 Chief Counsel of Grievance Committee for the NinthJudicial District, dated September 16,1992

Doris Sassower's e{{avit in support ofJurisdiction for Appeal as of Right,dated October 14,lgg2

Decision & order of the court of Appears, dated November rg, rggz

II{VENTORY OF TRANSMITTAL

Appeal of Right



3

l .

3d Attempt to Obtain Court of Appeals'Review
of tr'indingless, Hearinglers, petitionless "Interim, suspension order, ett

ls qpeal of rtgh was wbstan-tiated by the record of the
Mogano Articrl 7g proceeding that wasirft* iie ,l,ppettate
Division, second Department -7 "opy of which was transmitted
to the Court - alongwith a copy of Dorii kssowrri i;rAr;;;t,78 dismiswl/summary iudgment motion, made to the Appeilate
Division, second Department. [referenced in Doris sassower,s
March 2, I9g4 letter to court's-cierk, annexed as suppremental
Exhibit "1" to March 14, Igg4 letter of hu oii*y, Evan
Schwmtz, Esq.l

Doris Sassower's Jurisdictional Statement, dated January 24, rgg4

Attorney General's letter, on behalf of Respondents, dated February 11,l9f,4(by Assistant Attorney General John J. Suliivan)

Letter of Evan s. Schwartz, Esq, attorney for Doris L. Sassower, dated March14, lgg4

Decision & Order of the Court of Appeals, dated May 14,1994

3 .

4.

IATVENTORY OF TRANSMITTAL

(Mangono Article 78 proceeding)
Appeal of Right



L

Doris Sassower's Notice of petition and verified petitioq dated April 2g,1993

Attorney General's Notice of Motion to Dismiss the petitioq dated lv{ay
12, 1993, with Aff'mation by Assistant Attorney General John J.Sullivan)

{ttorney General's.Memorandum oflaw in Support of Dismissal Motiorl
dated lvlay 13, 1993 (by Assistant Attorney General John r. Sullivan)

Doris sassower's order to Show cause with TRo/Affrdavit in opposition
to Attorney General's Dismissar Motion and in Support of omnibus
Cross-Motion, dated July 2,1993 

rr -

,Altorney General's Memorandum in opposition to petitioner,s cross-
Y$oq^-aated July 12, 1993 (by Assiitant Atrorney General carolyn
Cairns Olson) 

J -

Doris Sassower's July lg, rg93 Aflidavit in Further opposition to
Attorney General's Dismissal Motion and in Further Support of omnibus
Cross-Motion for a Stay and Other Relief 

' r

Doris sassower's July 19, 1993 Memorandum of Law in opposition to
Attorney General's Dismissal Motion and in support orH., cross-Motion

Decisioru order & Jy{sment of Appellate Divisioq Second Department,
dated September 20, l9g3

Doris L. sassower's November 19, 1993 dismissal/summary iudgmentmotion with compendium of exhibits

Affrrmation-in opposition of Gary casellq chief counsel of Grievance
committee fortheNinth Judiciar Dirtrict, dated December 7, rgg3

Doris Sassower's December 10, 1993 letter to Appellate Division, SecondDepartment Presiding Justice Mangano 1no response t"..i*ol

Appellate Division- second Department Decision & order on Motioqdated January 28, l9g4

1 .

2.

3.

4.

5 .

6.

7.

n

l .

2.

3 .

4.



_t

l .

- 4t Aftempt to Obtain Court of Appeals, Reviewof Findingless, Hearingl"rr, Petitionless "Interim" Sorp"nrion Order, etc.

&e annexed iwentory of the substanttating rccord of the ApperateDii si on, & cond De4arlmylb di s cipti i ry"p;;;;;; rs, )goi,,, t Dori s&ssower - a copy ofwhtch Doris ilrron* transmitted to the court in":go!!:d seprate File Folders to correspond to &hibits ,,D_1,, _uD-Ig" to her January 24, 1gg4 .furtsdictionar st"t"iiit _ arong witha copy of four transcripts of proceedings ned AnEi the AppertateDivision, &cond Deprtmeit;s dismis;il oy tn" ioiloio Article 78proceeding [referenced at \2g of Doris"Arronii;?-July 19, 1994moing afrfuU

Doris sassower's Notice of Motion for Reargumen! Reconsideration, Leaveto Appeal, and Other Relie{, dated July 19, 1994

Attorney Genera|s Memorandum of Law in opposition (by AssistantAttorney General Abigail I, petersen (of counsil), s;il;r General JerryBoone, dated August 4,lgg4

Doris sassower's Affrdavit in Reply and in Further support of Motion, datedAugust 8,1994

Decision & order of the court of Appears, dated September 29, rgg4

3.

4 . '

IITYENTORY OF' TRANSMITTAL

u.
(ManganoArticteTs@

RearEument of Appeal of Right/Leave to Appeal



RECORD OF APPELI}ITE DIWSION SECOND DEPARTMENT'S DISCIPLTNARYPROCEEDINGS AGAINST D)NS t. iissovtn organized in selnrate Fire Forders toconespond to F-xhibits "D-.r" - ,,D-|g,, 
to ier"Jiii"ry"ze, 1994 JurisdictionalStatement in Suppon of her Appeal of Right.

TtrLE ex parte Order was .lever senred uponDLs, who also was neveg gil6aoti"" or-[t"appticarjon it..purfrE d, ;;.;J. rhe ;ruly31, 1989 conmittee report, 
-;hi;h 

the orderpurports to be the Ualis 
'for 

tne AppellateDivision, _ second Departnentrs autnorizationof disciplinary prgce.e$i"g= ig"ii=t Dr,s, isan ex parte conmunicationr- nev-er proviaed t;DLS nor Eieen by her.

fn the |tlorney-ceneral, s dlsnLssal notl_on inthe Artigfg_ 78 proceedLng, a="ira"t Ata;;;t. Generar surrivan, who nSae ne "iiir to travin6read the report, nonethelEJs "=="rt"a thatsaid report _riurplicittyr- ,"fi"J upon .the
T a r e l y - u s e d  e x i g e n c y  e x c e p t i ; ;  ; ;S 6 e 1 . 4  ( e )  ( s )  r  r h e r e b y -  p " " r i t t i n j -  t ; ;Grievance comnittee to airp"l"r" ritn tfe pie-petition requirements of iritt"tt "tr""g""'irrahearing that Dr^s was never "iilra"i.

DLS I  Cross-Mot ion  in  the  Ar t i c le  Zgproceeding 
^(rr33-42, 51) aenonslrated thefa_t_s.ity of Assisiant 

' 
Att;;;y ceneralsurlivan r s craim that the crie";;e cornnrill""had proceeded under S6:1.4(ej 1sj--""a soughtdiscovery (tl4_B-so) .9r th; 

'  
J.oiy 3L, tgsereport, as well as the sinilarl'y ex parte

conmittee reports _ upon which thE appellateDiv is ion ,  second Depar tnenu- - lherea f te r
authorized the_disciptii."y pro-""di"g" ""d""the January 28, rgg:_ petit i;;- ar_lsr,) andIrlarch 25, 1993 Supplemental p"titi"rr, (;6:1 6 " ) .

Assistant_Attorney Generar olsonrs spuriousand bad-faith opposition to ai""o.r"=y ofthose comm.ittee _ieports was aetronstrat6a btDLS| 7/L9/93 Affidavit in ""pp"rt of hercross-Motion _ (rr2o-3i.) and poi'ni- vr of herIrlemorandum of Law (pp. Ls_lg). 
's!

Discussion of the December 14, 19g9 ex parte order canbe found in Dr,s,. _tL/Ls/s. _p_r:rii="f,"ri*r"." JudgrmentMotion and, specificirl l , 
. !t1l_2_t_3 , l;,- L9 , 23_4, 85,underscor ing  tha t  th t ie  were  no  r f ind ingsn o fprofessional misconduct on which irr" July 31, r_989report was based since there ,.=---rro hearingr Doreconmendation for prosecution traseJ trr"r.orr, but onryunsworn accusations, controverted Uy oG-.



A concise specification of the.nurtiple errors rn thisorder can be foundr_ inter aria, 
-#-irzg-rr 

of Dr,s ILL/  L9 /  93 Disnissar/ f f ima_ry 
-  Judgment uot ion:_theacsuracy  o f  wh ich  case l ia ,s  dec lnuer  i ; - -  r iggAffiraation in oppositlon gia- no:E-- aispute. Suchspecification anptliie" trr"_ aescrffiion of said orderappearing at fn. ro of the ;urisaicii"""r statement:

r . . . the o_ctober.  1g. ,  1990 order. . .contained atleast seven pivotal errors__five of whichhrere designed to cover-up the tact that therehras neither _ personal nor ,-"r;L"t--r;tE;jurisdiction 16r the-october LB,' iggo order,with the two addition.i-- "rilrJ palpablypre jud ic ia r .  to  Apper lan t ' s - - r i i t t "  unders 6 e 1 . 1 3  ( b )  ( 1 )  .  "

t

(1) casellats order to show cause, signed s/g/go, for Dr,s,inraediate suspension or court-ordered medical examinationI uns.upported b.y !h" ""q,ri i"a-;"t i i i","h"yilrg the _appticarion "J i"tho;izJJ uv irr"Connittee__which. qas aisputea by DG. Jnanever docunented by the comnitt'e" 
-[ 

]r,"proof thereofl

(2)  Vigl ianors Cross-Mot ion,  dated 6/7/90, for :(A) Disnissar of c-aserra I s 
'oiaer 

to show causefor:
(+) Iack of personat Jurisdiction;( i i )  rack of_subject  matter jur isdict ion;
(i i i) res judicafa .na7or c6rrat&ir estopper;(i.r) invidious setectivity, 

-------

(v) a false, nisteading'andTor deceptj_vepresentation by ths Grievance Co-nmittee;AND
(B) A pre-disciFlinary- hearing on the subject ofunconstitutional invidious selectivity; and/orrdoubre_ jeopardy', res juaicaia-;i l i ;; corraterarestoppel

(3) casel lars Aff i rmat ion in opposi t ion,  dated 6/L3/go
(4) Dr's I Repry Affidavit in support of cross-uotion, verified6/2s/eo



Tir ex narle Order, appointing Max Gatfunt.a s  s p e c i a l  
. r e f e r e e r -  a f f o r d e d  D L S  n oopportunitv to contest such desi-g;;ti;;before it wis made.

Such Order, not rendered until almost eicrhtInsnths - after ols f ired her verif i;e-Glwer tothe Februarv 6' 1990 petition,--r"ei"Jt. therack of exicency with 
- 

;hi;h 
-'th;-;;;:11ate

Division, s1c-oia o"paiLnent viewed thismatter and the faci that, """il""V toAssistant Attorney General ilohn Sullivanrsfalse clain in_-hiJ s/L2/g3 notion to dismissthe Articte ?g proceeding, the Grievancecommittee was. . reI procjeai"g- ""a"J theexigency .  except ion of  S691.4 (e) (s)  .  (see,
int?r_ alia, DLS! _7./Z/g3 Lro"=-rotion in theArt ic le Z8 proceedihg, f t33-47.)



: f,flflfERliln SUSPEIISIOII

These three orders were hightighted at 723 0f Dr,sr 7/2/93 cross_Motion in the articrl 
--ie_ 

pio"""airn. 
.u"_ dispositive of thenecessity for. recusalTtransf"r- "}--t-rtT avrticte -78 proceeding sinceconparison with the unaeiivt"g-i"p"i=-lno* trren-tJ-r" factually?nd lesally 

Yl:"""ggg: ^ .is*; :?i;;;- it1tsy", dismissar/sunnarvjudgment t"ti."}-- ltr-e-ga j . The retatiatory motive for thaAppellate Division, 
- 
second pepirtme-n-t-, s orde-rs--none of whichmade any findings-_is describld- i"";support of vacatur/nodification-i"f ig;_13)

t

(1)  Casel lars  Order  to  .  Show Cause,  -  l lsnea L/2S/gLlinnediatery and indef^iniiliv_ 
_=i!i""a Dr,s for rfaiturecomply'r with the October 19, 1990 braer (r,D_2,r1.

[unsupoorted by the required pltitidrr-"rrodri.g
the application nas autrrbri-zla 

-' 
;t-";i l"Conmittee-_which 

. !,ra: aispuiet by Di; ""anever documented by the Coirnitteel

to
to

(2') Viglianors Order to "h?y Cause, signed L/2g/9t, to:(A) vacate the Apperrate oi"i=i"", second- Departnentrsoctober 18, 1990 order ,ror 
--radr 

or surject natterjurisdictioni' i  and (B) to aisciprine--c"JJrru-?" "bringingon an unauthorized and__v_oid tu3V^-a, .r-g9ol notion...resultincrin' ' ' tthel jurisdictionarly - 
a"1"ltin. 

-d.a""--a'.t"a 
octobei18, l_990. . . r I interin stay- sti i-cfenl

(3) caserrars Affirnation in opposition, dated z/s/gL, to Dr,sOrder to Show Cause

(4) 
$!f,ilfl" 

Motion, dated 2/s/sL, for sanctions asainsr

(5) Vigrianors uenorandum of Law, dated 2/L2/g.L, in support of
l5"".tt":nj; ":*: 

cause and in opfosition to cller.ra,s

(6) vigrianors Affirnation in further support of his osc and inOpposition to Casellars oSC, datei 
-2/L2/g2

(7) Casel lars Aff i rnat ion,  dated 2/L3/gL
( 8 )  v i g l i a n o r 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 , , / g L ,  i nopposition to casell lrs order to show cause
(9)  v ig l iano . ' s  

.  pnno_s inV Af  f  i rmat ion ,  
.  _dated  2 /2o /g t ,  tocaserlars motion for 

-sancti"-n"-;;;Inst 
nirn



/o

t

This order denied, without reasons, vacatu'or nodification of tEEEne i+, 1991 interinsuspension order ('D-6u) notwitir=t""ai";-;i" I
stated- willingness to JuUnit to an irnmediateiedicat exani-nati"" 

- 
(rt;; her supporting' affidavit)

The order made no _comment upon the polrtrcal
motivations behind th;-- Lr-ilplrrrion of Dr,s ,ricense, stenning fron trer a-ctivities ""-i*bono counser for the 

-ni;th - 
'" i i" i"rconnittee--set forth in Dr,s I nrotion- i=- pirtof a request for r-e-cg9af/transfer 111ri_faof Dr,sr supporting affidavitl . 

rrr-s

:

(1) Viglianors order to sho.s.cause, dated 6/2o/gL, to vacate ormodify Ju.ne L4 , Lssr 
_inter+n .;p;;ension oraZr ( ,D_6n ) andother relief [interirn stay stricieil

(2'�) Caselrars Affirration in opposltlon, dated 6/2L/gL



These ex parte orders were specificarry hightighted atrle of Dr,s ' 7/2/s3 cross-n-oai;;--il the Article zBp r o c e e d i n g  a s  e v i d e n c i " g  
- - [ n " "  

n e c e s s i t y  f o rrecusal/transfer:

1:  _.  .  by i ts two Orders dated Apr i l  L,L99Z...t l: Second Department, sua- sponte, andwithout any staten"nl of reasons, usurped thederegated iunction oi the GrieJ"rr"" conmitteeof the Ninth Judicial pistrict uy'or".ridingthe unanimous vote of ttre 
-c-omnidt"" 

to hordprosecution of the February 6, rbgo petitionI in abeyance r during the I period 
- 

of I DI*S , ]interim 
-suspension -ina 

Eigrepresented thatt h e  G r i e v a n c e  c o m m i t T e e - o u g h t  t orsupplementr  the February 6,1990 pet i t ion
1nd 

rprosecute additiona:.- ariegiliorr".. . rnfact, the Grievance conrnittJ 
' 

,ia" no suchapplication 
!g 

rsupplementr .ra 
-,prosecute

' additionar arregatib-ns r , as ic= underryingMarch 6, L992 letter' plainly showed. . . r l(emphasis in the original)

As eet forth in Dr,s r 
\L/+Z/s3 diFmissal/sunmaryjudgrnent notion (159), -h" April L, Lgg2 Decision andO r d e r  ( t t D - 9 r ) :

tprovides a fortuitous glirnpse of what is
!3 r : lg  p lace- - to  w i t , - - - - i i t re  Appet ta teDivision, Second DepartmeSt,il extraordinary
r e a d i n e s s  t o  a i t h o r i z e  .  

d i ; ; i p l i ; ; ; iprosecutr:on-s against IDLs] even wtrlre, ;;reflected 
_lf the .ex 

-parte 
March 6, Lgg2let ter ,  Jt-he Cr iEance Comnit teel  hadprovided it with absoruterv- ne 

-JviaJntiiri

basis on which to do so.,, 
-1eilfh";i; 

i;-il:or ig inal)

(1)  Casel lars  March 6,  Lgg2
Presiding Justice l,Iangano

ex parte letter addressed



/ L

T h i s  O r d e r ,  w h e n
accompanying Order of
rnconsistent.

c o n p a r e d  w i t h .  t h e
the same date,  is .

(1 )  4 /L5 /e2

(21 4/2o/e2

(3)  s /L2/e2

DLS I letter to presiding tustlce trtangano
Casellars letter to presiding Justice Mangano
DI*S I letter to presiding JustLce Irtangano



1:3

This.ex parte order_appointed Max Garfunt aespecial referee, or_.t! iq "pp"rtunity-iiioraea.
Dr's to contest such aesignlli"n u"i6r!-it ,u,made,

llthough the ord_er_ refers to being based upon! th-e. papers f i led in support of theapplication 
?l_d -.th." _responAl'nt, s p-a-pers, ,Dr,s had not by that date'answered or novedasainst the supprenentar petiiion aji Aprir9, L992. Indeed, the accompa-nying- ].rrr" 4,L994 order (, 'D-loriy, ref lects-th;t f""C



!

:
t

These Orders,.lli_:ll githorlt reasons, denLedDr,s I motion for v.".tuffiiingre==.rune L4, leeL order ;i l"t"ii, 
-Jillilr,=io.

( 'D-6'�) and imposed-ap"" her maxinum costs__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  afortiori ro rli:_-in nu=x"g€, vicaiea l"*.nEcourt of Appears--are aEscriu-ed';t-iii ir tn"Jurisdictibiral stateruent. 
-'

(1) DLS| Order to Show Causer._slgned 6/_t_6/g2, !o, inter alia:(A) renew viglianors 6/_2c;/sL--o;a;" to'show LiL=" to vacate6/L4/9L suspLnsion orir"ri 
-qnl -i-"."t" 

-6/L4/sL suspensionorder based on Russakoff ;- (cf v."it" orders 
, 
oi a/n/gt andro/L8/eor (D) direcG ir*dai"t"E::rpri_nary invesrigationof caserla; and (E) if notion l-" J"ni"a, reaie 1o appeat tothe Court of appe'ais

(2) Caserla's Affiraation in opposr.tion, dated 6/L8/g2

(3) DLSI Affidavlt, dated
support of motion to
other relief

(4) caselrars Affirnation in Further opposition, dated 6/26/92

(s) 
lHi*:tffI' 

dared 6/30/s2, in response to caserla,s 6/26/s2

6/22/92, in
vacate 6/L4/9L

Reply and in further
suspension Order and

sua sponte



/T

This order, coinbines two separate notions ,hereinberow inve-ntoried, brc; 6/Lg/g2 motionto dismiss and l"r. z.t i igi ^otion to strike..said order is identifila- "i- r7L2 and 13 0fthe Jurisdictionar statEment as refrectingthe Apperrate oiv_is_ign,- 
-s"c""a 

Departnent r sr r r e f u s a r - - - t o  f o r r o b  
- i l - "  

r a w  a s  t ojur isdict ion in the'ntra"" iv ing 
_discipr inaryproceedingr. rndeed, the iictuar record andcontrotling law. r_egu_i1ed, 

-inter 
"1G-,- it.srantins o.f Dr,s ' .6/:18/s2 

'diai-arTodioi__
much as it required' the granti.g 

-oi--ir",
subseguent t tJ . ts  1st  a i r - r i= i i i t " i - r r . rvj u d g n e n t  , " ' t i 6 " -  ( 8 ,  r _ L / r s / s 3

. disnissal/summary judgrnerri lnoiiorr, lj26_2i)

:

(1) Dr 'sf  Mot ion,  dat6d 6/L8/g2,^!g,  (A) dismiss February 6,  1990Petit ion and aprir s', lZi diiprern"ntat 
-p"tit io.,; 

(B)v a c a t i n g  a p r - i t  1 ,  L g g 2  o i g _ " r s  i  ( c )  g r a n t i n c rdisclosure/distovery pursuant to CPLR S4Og, (D) transfer t5another Judicial Oepaitnent

(2) caserraf s Affinration in opposition, dated 7/2/gz

(3) DLsr Affldavit, dated z/22/s2,
of ltotion to Dismiss and other _i:r. Reply in Further Support

ReI ief

MOTTON TO STRTKE:

(1) Dr's r Motion, dated 7.13/92, to: (A) str i tce supplenentarPetitio" 
- d"!:g_ 6/26/s2.'r_. 

- 
el 

-- 
graiid aiscrosure/discoverypursuant to cpLR S4o8;_ (c) ail""€-an inneaiai;;f,Ji;ii;;;investigation of Caselrai 

'foj 
=in"tiorr=

(2, casellars Affirmation in opposition, dated 7/7/g2

(3) DLs ' Affidavit in Repry and in Further support of ltotion tostrike and other nelier-, aaied- it i)n,



/G

This gX parte Order is. purportedly based upona conmittee. report aat6a iurv- e-,' ts9z. Drs-was never given notice of tn6 adplication itpurports to grant.

The iluly g, Lggz report hras never furnishedDr,s, but hras transirila"d 
--g'-d* 

to theAppelrate Division, secona-o"!-.=rtnent andn a d e  t h e  b a s  i s  f  o r  p = " " ? " . t i o n  o fdiscipliT?ry proceedings against her, with noopportunity afforded br,s 
-to 

be -heard ,idnrespect thereto

. It nay be noted that, at the tine of the JuIy8, L992 coinnittee report, DI*S rras already' suspended from the practice of i.w, undersuch circumstances, there "orfa f" no claimo f  e x i g e n c y  u n d e r  5 6 9 1 . 4 ( e ) 1 S y - r "  a s  t opernit the Grievance connit€d.'to aispensewith the pre-petition-reguirer""t= of written
_ c h a r g e s  a n d  h e a r i n g l  , n i " t  i t  d i d .. Nonetheless, by this 

-drder 
the AppellateDivision,, second Department auitrorized thediscipr inary procelding- inJ-"b"".r" theJanuary .2?, 1993 petit ioi "r,a- a"rried her thepre-petition due process to which she *r"=entit led.

Discussion of this e+ partc orderr. which is internatry
i1",91".1=tent, can 5e 

-Tound, 
inter alia, in DLs ,LL /L9 /93  D ismissa l /summary , ruagnent*  l , to t ion  i r ra ,spec i f i ca l l y ,  f112-1 j  ,  L7 ,  L9 ,  23_4 ' ,  70 :
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This ex parte Order 
1r. ngrnortedly based upon' a connittee report aatea b"""rrlr L7, Lgg2.DI€ was ngvef given notice "t itre 

-application-

it purpoits to-grant.
' 

The December Lj, Lgg2 report was neverfurnished DrSr but was tranJnitted g ;;;t;to the Appetlate oivision,-;;";; Departmentand nade the basis e6r 
-l""""""tion 

ofdisciplinary proceedings against her, withoutDr,s being afforded an oppoituniiv--to be heardwith respect thereto.

At the tine of the Deceuber 12, LggZ report,DLS was alr_eady suspended fron ttre practiceof law. Under such circunst"-ri""", therecould be no clain of  " i ig"""V unders69t-4(e) (5) so as to permit 
-t"h; 

Grievanceconmittee .to dispense wittt th"-;;e-petition
requirements of written _ charges ina ir"i;G;which it did. Nonethel";{,-uv it i= o;d;;;the- Appellate Division, Secoid Departnentauthorized th:_ discipl_inary pr"ceea-fiG- 

-il;;

became the March 25, iggi slpptenentalPetition and denied her the pi"-p"tition dueprocess to which she was entiltea-.

Discussion of this e-x narte order, can be found in Dr,s,LL/ L9/93 DisnissarTsunnary Judgment l rot ion ; r rd,speci f ical ly,  11fz-r j  ,  \9 ,  z i_+, zs '_ is- .



/t

This order is described at rr19-20 0f ttreJurisdictionar stateurent as deronstrating theinvidiousness a.nd narice rittr which the-Apperrate Division, second Department his,notwithstanding 
, AenieaDre 3 hearing on trer-inffiuspension and afinar order--therebv pr"r""ii''i---;;;i"i"-uy

the Court of Appealsl

:

(1) Dr,s I motion, dated L2/r4/g2, for: ,!ry reargTument, renewar,and reconsiderat ioir  'o-f  '  
apperr 'aie oi iGio.,  secondDepartmentrs sua sponte noven66i L2, L9g2 o=a", (r,D-13n1,anend ing  i t s  , f  u f  v  31  ,  Lg92 Or_{er  ( ip - - f  Z  "  )  and,alternativery, 

.(_B) airecti"g l. i_rnnediate post-suspensionhearing as to the basis "r- tt e iorr" L4 q t-ggt suspensionorder ( '8-6 ' ) ;_ (c)  cert i fy ing as a quest ion oi  raw to thecourt of Appeals whether nusiakoff contrors the case at barso as to require vacatur.

(2t casellats Affirmation Ln opposition, dated Lz/24/g2
(3) DI-,Sr Reply Affidavit, dated 2/24/93

(4) DLSr Supplenental Affidavit, dated 3/B/g3



This order, inrproperly conbining two separateand unrelated_ notionl, is aislusslar-.inter
a l  i a  ,  a t  1 I j 4 7  - 4 g  o f  D I , S  ,  L L /  L g / 9 3disnissal/sunnary juagmeni notion.

(1) Dr,s t notion, dated 2/?2/93, to vacate serrrice andthe January 28, 1993' patit io; for lack ofjurisdiction

(2) casellats Affirnation in opposition, dated 3/2/93

(3) DLS| Repty Affidavit, dated 3/g/g3

(1) Dr,sr motion,__clat9! ,4/L4/g3, to vacate service andthe March ?5, I-993' Sirppienentai petition forpersonal jurisdiction

(21 caselrars Affirmation in opposition, dated 4/22/93

; r

disnLsE
personal

dismiss
lack of

/7



^ t \

The indefens ib i l i t y  o f  th is  o rder  i ssurylTl?egr i=nteE .al-ia, at 1fa,z_ag of Dr*s, .LL/ Le/e3 aisnissatzffiiw l,rigr"t t notion.

:

(1) Dr,s I notionr_ 
_g1t?a _6/L4/g3, for reargrunent and renewar ofthe May 24, 1ee3 oraei (frp-ie' i,-u"a ofher i"i i"r, incrudingrecusar/transfer to anoth"r ru&i"i.r oepartm;;t-

(2) caserlars Affirnation in opposition, dated 6/23/93

(3) DLs't.Beply Affidavit, verlf led 7/g/g3



2/

5e Attempt to Obtain Court of Appeals, Review
of Fin din gless, Hearin gless, petitionless "Int'erim " suspen sion order

l .

rhis appeal of right was substantiated by a copy of the record of the
Appellate Division, &cond Department's aisapiinary proceedings
against Doris kssower. [&e annexed irwentoryJ

Doris Sassower's Letter of Donald M. sheraw, clerk of the court of Appeals,
dated November 15, 1995

Doris sassower's Jurisdictional statement, dated November 15, 1995

Mr. sheraw's tetter to Doris sassower, dated November 27,lggs

Doris Sassower's retter to Mr. sheraw, dated December 6, 1995

Notice of Motion to Dismiss Appeal of Matthew Renert, ..of counset to Gary
L. casella'', chief counsel of Grievance committee for the Ninth Judicial
District dated December 6, 1995

Doris Sassower's Affidavit in Opposition to Petitioner-Respondent's Motion
to_Dismiss Respondent-Appellant's Appeal of Right, dated December 26,
1995

Decision & order of the court of Appeals, dated February 20 1996

2.

3 .

4.

5 .

6.

7.

INVENTORY OF TRANSMITTAL



.z-1*"

L .

2 .

3 .

4 .

5 .

6 .

Casellats Notice of Motion to Confirrn theSpecial Referee, LZ/L3/9A
Report of the

t o  t he  U .S .
proceeding,

ttr of Elt Vigtiano, Esq. , L/4/gs

DLS Opposing Affidavit, L/6/gs

iiil)}! 
'" ltr to Appelrate DivLsion, seeond Departneht,

Appellate DivLsLon, second Departnentrs DecLsLon & order onMotion, Z/24/gs

DLS Notice of llotion for .Reargpnent, Renewal, Leave toAppear to the-court of_Appears, 6"t; lb Appear on certifiedeuestions of r,aw, and otirLr n"ii"i ,-itiitgs
Ex. nCtr: DLs petlt ion.for Writ Certiorari

Suprene Court in Article 7g

Summons and Complaint in S1983 federalaction,

Affiruration in Opposition to Respondent,s Motion,

Right to seek rntervention, u)rr"u

. I\rrther Support of Motion for
Eo appeal and other Re1ief,

Ex. n*r o Dr-,s Reply Memorandum t; the u. s. supremeCourt in Article 78 proceeding, Sassowef v.Mangano, et  aI .

EX. l lpl l  o

7 .

8 .

9 .

Casella t s
4/ 4/es

Notice of

DLs Affidavit ln Reply and in
leargunent, Renewal, L,eave
5/L/ss

Lo' Apperrate oivision, second Departmentrs Decision & order onMot ion ,  6 /23 /gs



a3

l .

66 Attempt to Obtain Court ofAppeals, Review
of Findingless, Hearingress, petitionress *rnlrim, suspension order

^Reargument of Appeel oinighG. to.lpp."r

Substantiating record transmifted with 1995 appeal of right

Doris Sassower's Notice of Motion for-Rec,usar, Reargument, Reconsideration,
and Leave to Appeal, dated March 27,1996

Notice of cross-Motion of Matthew Renert, "of counser to Gary L. caselra,,,Chief Counsel of Grievance committee for the Ninth Judicial District, datedApril S, 1996

Doris sassower's Afiidavit in opposition to cross-Motion and in Further
Support of her Motion, dated Aprii it, tggO

Decision & order of the court of Appears, dated June l l, 1996

3.

4.

ITWENTORY OF TRANS]VTITTAL



II\TVENT ORY OT' TRANSIVIITTAL

l . september 7,1993 written statement of Doris L. sassower, Director, NinihJudicial committee, in opposition to Senate confrrmation of Howard A.Levine to the court of Appeals - with substantiating compendium ofDocuments

December t5, 1993 Joint written Statement of Doris L. sassower, Director,
center for Judicial Accountability, and Elena Ruth sassower, coordinator,
Ninth Judicial Committee, in Opposition to Senate Confirmation of Carmen
ciparick to the court of Appeals - with substantiating compendium ofDocuments

cJA's october 16, 2000 Report on the commission on Judicial Nomination,s
Abandonment of "Merit Selection" principles - with substantiating File
Folders "A" and "B" (inventory annexed to october 16,2oooneport)

cJA's November l?, ?000 Report of the Bar Associations, complicity in theComrption of "Merit Selection" to the Court of Appeals

3 .

4.



/

u

l .

3.

CARTON #1: Supreme Court/l{ew york Crrr,ty t*f OgSSl/99)

Elena sassower's Notice of Right to Seek Intervention, Notice of petition, andVerified Petition (April 22,lggg)

Attorney General.l Affirmation (caroryn caimes orson) in Support ofRespondent's Application pursuant to cpiR $3012(d) (May 17, rggg)

Attorney General's Dismissal Motion (May 24, rggg),consisting of:

(a) Notice of Motion, with Affirmation of Assistant Attorney General
Michael Kennedy and Affrdavit of Albert Lawrence, clerk of the
Commission on Judicial Conduct;

o) Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion to Dismiss, signed by
Assistant Attorney General carolyn cairns olson

Elena sassower's omnibus Motion (July 2g, lggg),consisting of:

(a) Notice of Motion, with Affidavit of Petitioner and Affidavit of
Doris L. Sassower, CJA Director;

(b) Memorandum of Law in opposition to Respondent,s Dismissal
Motion & in Support of Petitioner's Motion for Disqualification of
the Attorney General, sanctions, a Default Judgment, and other
Relief

#l09l4l/95) inventoried at A-346;
Rifkin Documents, inventoried at A-347
Hirshman Documents, inventori ed at A_347
Ellg-Folder rI: Documents substantiating cJA,s January 27, l9..f)g
letter to Attorney General spitzer; inventorie-cl at A-34g
F'ilg Folder rrr: Documents substantiating cJA,s March 26, l9Dg
ethics complaint, inventoried at A-349

Attorney General's Reply Memorandum in Further support of a Motion to
Dismiss and in opposition to Petitioner's Motion for "Omnibus Relief',
signed by Assistant Attorney General carolyn cairns olson (August 13,reee)

4.

5.

tr'ile tr'older I: (in 3 parts)



a
6. Elena sassower's papers in Reply and in Further support of her omnibusMotion (September 24,lggg),consisting of 

'

(a) Petitioner's Reply Aflidavit

(b) Petitioner's Reply Memorandum of Law

Elena sassower's November 5, 1999 letter to Acting Supreme court JusticeBarbara Kapnick

Elena Sassower's November 15, 1999 tetter to Acting Supreme Court JusticeWilliam Wetzel

Justice wetzel's November 22, rg9Dretter to Erena sassower

Elena Sassower's December 2,lggg letter to Justicewetzel lL-2so_2901

Elena Sassower's December 2, lggg letter to Administrative Judge StephenCrane lA-291-2931

Assistant Attorney General Carolyn Cairns Olson's December 6, I99g letter toJustice wetzel and Affirmation in Further support of Dismissal Motion

Elena Sassower's December g, lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice
William Wetzel [A-308-334]

File F'older:
#108655/99), inventoried at A-350

14' Assistant Attorney General Carolyn Olson's December 10, 1999 letter toJustice Wetzel

Elena Sassower's December 17, lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice
William W etzel [A-33 6-3 42]

Decision/order of Acting Supreme court Justice william wetzel, dated
January 31, 2000 tA-9-l4J

7.

8.

9.

10.

I  l .

t2.

13.

t5 .

16.



CARTON #2:

Aooellate Briefs

Appettate Division, First D@g/ol)

l .

2.

3 .

Elena sassowerns Appeflant's Brie{, dated December 22,20ffi
(with Appendix)

Respondent's Brief by Assistant solicitor General carol Fischer,
dated March ZZ,2Wl

Elena Sassower's Reply Brie{ dated August l7,2OOl
(s e e a Is o E I ena Sassower' s incorporated-by-reference
August 17,2001 motion)

t .

3 .

4.

l .

2.

Elena Sassower's August l7,2OOl motion (2 volumes)
(![50 of moving affidavit incorporates by reference Elena Sassower,s
september zr,zooo motion on the appeal of Manteil ". coiirrriiil

Assistant Solicitor General Carol Fischer's Aftirmation in Opposition, datedAugust 30, 2001

Assistant solicitor Generar carol Fischer's Memorandum of Law inOpposition, dated August 3O,2OO|

Elena Sassower's October lS,2OOt Reply Affidavit

Elena sassower's Interim Relief Application, dated November 16,2ool

Elena Sassower's compreted form - with November rg,2oor disposition byAppellate Division, First Department Justice Eugene L.'Nardelli, presiding
Justice of the assigned appeliate panel



f

l .

2.

l .

2.

3.

4.

Elena sassower's Interim Relief Application, dated November lg,2ool

Elena sassower's completed form - with November 20,2001 disposition by
Appellate Division, First Department Presiding Justice Joseph Sulivan,'dated
November 20,2001

Ot+.q!.rt t" S"",
Punsuant to S600.1l(n(4t of the A l..

l ' Elena Sassower's Novernber 30, 2O0l letter to the members of the Appellate
Division, First Department appellate panel

Petitioner-AnDellant's January 17.2002 Motion for Rearuument M-323)

Elena Sassower's motion for reargument, dated January 17,2002

Assistant solicitor General carol Fischer's "affirmation', 
in opposition, dated

February 7,2002

Elena Sassower's reply affidavit, dated February 20,2OO2

Appellate Division, First Department's decision & order, dated March26,
2002

l .

2.

Court of A eals M-938

Elena Sassower's motion for leave to appeal to the court of Appeals, datedFebruary 20,2002

Assistant solicitor General carol Fischer's affirmation in opposition, dated
February 27,2002

Elena Sassower's reply affidavit, dated March 7,2OOz

Ap^pellate Division, First Department's decision & order, entered March26,
2002

3 .

4.



s

v.
CARTON #2: Appellate Division, rir*t o"p""t.6@rs/01)

in support of her August l7,2,o}l motion) 
q'v(

Appellant's Brie{, dated July 31,2000

Appellant's Record on Appeal:
Table of contents, pre-Argument statement, Notice of Appear

Attomey General's Brief for Respondent, dated september 6,2ooo

Appetlant's Reply Briet, dated September 15,2000

Elena Ruth sassower's Notice of Motion and supporting Affidavit, sworn toSeptember 2I,2OOO

Attorney creneral's Affirmation in opposition to Motion, dated September 27,2000

Elena Ruth sassower's Reply Affrdavit, su/orn to october 5, 20oo

Elena Ruth sassower's Memorandum of Law, dated ostober 5, 2000

Elena Ruth Sassower's october 23,2ooo letter to Appellate Division, FirstDeparhnent

Appellate Division, First Department's Decision & Order, dated November 16,2000 -- Williams, J.p.,M4-ry'elli, Lerner, Buckley, Friedman, JJ.

Attorney General's Notice of Entry, dated December 5, 2000

Michael Mantell u wew yMtton on rudicial conduct.

g"^"-"Ty*or ffi a s assower,s moving aflidavit

l .

2.

3 .

4.

5.

7.

8.

9.

6.

10.

t  t .


