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March 18,  L996

Professor  Stephen Gi l lers
New York University School of Law
40 Washington Square South, Room 3Og
New York, New york l_0ol_2

Dear Professor  Gi l lers :

This letter memorial izes our most mernorable conversation last
Tuesday,  March-12th,  imrnediate ly  fo l lowing your  ora l  presentat ion
at Hofstra UniversityIs Conference on rl ldgal Ethics: The Core
rssues ' r .  r t  a lso re i terates what  r  to ld  you then--whic t r  you,  

-as

a leading expert on ethics, should know wiihout ny rravinj t ;- l" ir
you---to wit,  that i t  is absolutely unethici l  for you t;
favorably comment to the press about trre -unEtioning of [.rre New
York State Commission on Judicial Conduct whenr ds yor. candidly
adnitted to me:

(1) ygu have never qeen copies of any of the judicial
misconduct cornplaints which the conri ission on ludicial
conduct has disrnissed, without investigationi and

(2' l  you have never compared the serf-prornurgated rule (22
NYCRR S7000.3)  under  which the comrnisSion has been
d i s m i s s i n g ,  r a t h e r  t h a n  i n v e s t i g a t i n g ,  ) u a i c i i imisconduct  compla ints ,  wi th  the s tat t te  u in icn- . r " . i "a
and empowered the Commiss ion (Judic iary  Law S44.1) .

An example of the favorable comment given by you to the press,
in response to gueries about the cornrnission 6n-Judiciat c";;; ; [ ;
may be g leaned f rorn the enclosed ar t ic le ,  I 'Judic ia l  Hear ings Are
Raret r ,  by Let ta  Taylor ,  which appeared in  Lonq rsrand Newsdiv ,  ; ;
or  about  september 18,  1995 (Exhib i t  ,A, r  )  .  

- f iEr tGent  
par t ,  i tr eads  as  fo l l ows :

frThe I{estchester-based Center for Judicial
Accountabi l i ty  has accused the commiss ion of
t a r g e t i n g  l o w e r  c o u r t  j u r i s t s  w h i l ercover ing 

.up for  powerfu l  Jnd pol i t ica l ly -
connected judges.  I

But  Gi l lers  sa id he had seen no ev idence of
t h a t . . . t r .

d'c €-*
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ft seems clear that the reason you have trseen no evidencer is
because you have deriberatery chosen not to see it.

As you know, last sunmerr _!h" New York Law Journal inforned itsreaders of our legal challenge to tne cornission on Judicialconduct when, on July 31, 1995, it highlighted the supremeCourtrs dismissal  of  our case, under i ts t ,decis ions of  r1t . .L i i ; i ,and thereafter, when it published our Letter to the naiior,rf cornmission Abandons lnvesligative Mandater, on August L4 , 199s(Exh ib i t  ' tg t t )  .

I'quoted from and enclosed a copy of our published Letter to the
!!i!or^ in_!y Decernber 1, 1995 fax lettei -to you lnxrriuit-;c;t:That faxed letter _ inquired as to your willingrtl== io serve as antrgxpertr, independently ev_al^uating the rire ir our case againsl
the Coryrrission for an A & E fi lm dtcumentary atroutludiciaf 

-aUuse
and cornrption. yet, as you adrnitted to h€r you neittrei
r e s p o n d e d t . o t h a t 1 e t t e r t o y o u - - n o r t o m y s e v L r a 1 r o f f i p
telephone messages.

Moreover, when--during the course of our conversation last
Tuesday---f asked whether you would now be wil l ing to review the
case fi le so thgt you could inforrn yourself as to the blatant
unconstitutionatity of the commission'! self-promulgated rure, Gwrittea Eni as anprled--you rejected ny proifer o-r the fi l ;--
copy of which f had in rny hand.

If, in any respect, this letter does not aeeurately reflect our
conversation last Tuesdayr of if the Newsdav reporter was
inaccurate in the response she attributea t6$[ pr6ase ret ;;
know.

Please also let us know, should you decide to review the fi le ofour ground-breaking public inteiest case against the Comrnission
on Judic ia l  Conduct.

we believe tt is your ethical. and professional duty to verify the
@ y p r o o f c o n t a i n e d i n t h a t f i 1 e , e s t a b r i l s n i n g i r , u 1 i i ; ;
New York State Commission on Judicial conduct is corrupt and thebenef ic iary of  a f raudulent judgment of  d ismj-ssal--wi t -hout whichit could not have survived our 1Lgat challenge.

Yours for  a  gual i ty  jud ic iary ,

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center  for  Judic ia l  Accountabi l i ty ,  Inc.
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Judicial Hearings Are Rare
Th rtrtr.Ccnmlrrion on Judhlel Oondrrct Inwoli.

gutrr thrt 1,0o0 compldntr strihrt judgo i*h yerr,
buu fewer thcn 30 of them rcrult ln lormrl chrrccr ruch

il^r}Y"Hsrd 
agrln* Nrrlnl Coun,tv_ 99yt Ju!r, B:

Only rbout rh w ninc cutc Frnuol[y b*omr llre rub.
Jtct of r herriru.ruch rr^the otrc involvin5 Mc'pil.thrr, ir
grinf <rtr in Itlanhatun, 9inco lS9l, th€commirrlon har
lilmlrred eply ono ssr rgrinrl. r Judgr .rfter, ruch r

"Thc chug; hm to br rtrlour 16d thc widsnco hrr
to bc rtron3 lor r cnmplrir,t to rcreh tho hcarind rtrg.,"'
rrf,! Swphrn Gillrru, r lcgrl othlct profnror rt chc Ncw
Yorh Urrlvorrity lrw Echocl. 'Bul lhcrr. tho rccrr*d
Judgc hrr t}rr opgortunily tochslhnge thrt rvidencc rnd
thc ftct thrt lt lr rtrong docrn't mcrn i( il true." r : :

Tho cornmirsign catr lspstlon or rernovc judrcr frcm
thc bonch for rnlrcondvct ronsinj ftonr inproper tul.
Ingr to srrrllc brhsvior or illcSrl actionr rucb rr pilfrr.
ing puhllc fundr. lt lrcuer prlvrtc ceutlonr w rbrrut 40
jvdfte a ytlr ia liou of sharger end rnany judgct roeign
oncr they know they arc undcr lnvgrtitrtlon, rrid thc
romrnltrrion'r rdmlrrirtre for, Ocnld Stcrn.' . :i ; : ;- '

Of tht l5 to C0 corrr 8Dhurlly thet ruult in chlr3cr,,
morr lhrn half rre molvod through "rtipuletionr" In
which thc judgr: forgoor e hcrring end lnrtatrd edr,lu to:
the condugt in quctliorr - romrtlmel gith tha cuvcol,

l

Shtt hc or rhr didn't oonridcr tt to bo fr?onl - or laavo
oflk* voluntarlly. I
' Thrcc or four urudly lrc rsmo*cd fronr thc brnch
rnnurlly. Thc othrrl found.Rrilty of nrirconduct uruully

rrrr Fublioly rdmonirhed ur ccnlured, roid Storn. ^
t The Wdtctrsrur-baacd Ccnwr fci Judlc,lrt ,tc,runt.?
lrbltlv hnr rccusd tht commirrlon of tlrgttlrrg io*crl
lco'rr{ jurirtr whila "oovtrinj up for porvtrful rnd pollti- |
lcelly ,yrnnccted judger." I

;l ' B^tt Gillsrr uld he hrd recn rxr cvldens: of tha[ rnd I
JStarn cellcd the aesgtlon r'[oLtl 1963snt!." a
;: Ururlly, inforrtatlon about complaintr rgainrr Jurirr: ercimodc public only if lhe chrr3er ert uphsld Mogii ir

only thc fcncnth judsc ln i[; ernntlariqn'r 2p-yolr hlr''tari 
to wrlve hir dght to privacy. 1'

'1 .  'The l l .mcmbrr  commit r lon i t  cornporsd of  lour': judger, t'rve lrwytr 1nd iwo ky pcrrrnr who rrc lp.
polnrd by the thrcs braneher of alttr.r r)v€rnmonl.

" Hcrrlttgt nrc condustcd by "rlisrr:!r" - judg-'j ao. ,
-' prlnted by ths 6g616i11ich who iu,rt c roaartmcndetion '

to ghc gornnirr ion to t i lhcr uphold or dirmirr  t i r t
: chorgt!. beccd otr the prrpondrroncc 6f s.ridcnoo. Thc

, lrcrr inj .

ircvilnrirrion€rr elp rxeivr linrl rr:lrmarru irom'truth
r ieidet in tho cnrc. i

. , 
" 
Tlrr pancl ueurlly votcl (o uphold thr rcfcrae'il ro(pm-

: ilonCgtiqn. but it rnlkcr llg otttl doctsilrn t'tr $htrt frrm l
iunction wrl lhkr:. '-'l.t'ttr Ttlr'1i;,


