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PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

Hon. Michael Potoker
67—-64 Croton Street

Forest Hills, New York 11375

Re: Matter of George Sassower

Dear Judge Potoker:

The purpose of this letter is to bring to your atten-
tion a problem which has arisen as a result of a misconception
concerning Charge VI of the Petition. I have discussed the
contents of this letter with Mr. Sassower.

Mr. Sassower has devoted considerable time and atten-
tion attempting to demonstrate that he was not discharged by
Mr. Raffe in either January or July 1985. He has also made it
clear that he intends to devote considerably more time to pur-
suing this issue. However, as I have explained to Mr. Sassower,
there is no allegation that Mr. Raffe discharged him of all
duties. Charge VI simply alleges (Paragraph 2) that Mr. Raffe,
in January 1985, instructed Mr. Sassower "to commence no fur-
ther litigation with respect to Puccini in Raffe's name or on
his behalf." 1It is for acting contrary to these instructions
and against Mr. Raffe's interests that Mr. Sassower (in Charge
VI) is charged with professional misconduct.

For these reasons, as I also explained to Mr. Sassower,
it is clear that there is no need to pursue a line of cross-
examination for the purpose of demonstrating that Mr. Sassower
had not been discharged by Mr. Raffe. The Petition does allege
that Mr. Sassower was not permitted to act as Mr. Raffe's at-
torney, but that disability, it is alleged (Charge V), was the
result of the various orders, rulings and decisions set forth
in Paragraphs 1-10 which allegedly disqualified, restrained, en-
joined or otherwise barred Mr. Sassower's appearance.
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I am hopeful that this clarification of this issue will

avoid any additional, unnecessary cross-—-examination or direct
evidence.

Very truly yours,

/a2
Robert H. Straus

Chief Counsel

/RHS/pb
v cc: George Sassower, Esq.



