
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION : FIRST DEPARTII,IEN?

--------x
In the lvlatter of GEORGE SASSOWERT Elo
Attorney and Counsellor-at-1aw,

GRIEVANCE COIVIMITTEE FOR THE NINTH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT,

Petitioner,

-against-

GEORGE SASSOWER,

--:::3::iill:--- ---x
S I R S:

PLEASE ?AKE NOTICE, that upon the annexed

affirmation of GEORGE SASSOWER, Esg., dated December 4, 1986, and

upon all the pleadings ano proceedings had heretofore herein, the

undersigneo will move this Court at a Stated Term of the

AppelLate Division of the Supreme Court of the State of New York,

First Judicial Department, held at the Courthouse thereof, 25th

Street & Madison Avenue, in the Borough of Manhattan, City and

State of New York, 100'10, on the 23rd day of December, 1985, Bt

10:00 o'c1ock in the forenoon of that day, or as soon thereafter

as Counsel may be heard for an Order r_"*"_n_::_r.19_ _!!_i:_!-IgSSSg:19
based upon newly discovered evidence, together with any other,

further, and/or different relief as to this Court may be just and

proper in the premises.
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PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, that answering papers,

if any, are to be served upon the undersigned, at least seven (7)

days before the return date of this motion, with an additional

five (5) days if such service is made by mai1.

Dated: December 4,'1986

Yours, etc. ,

GEORGE SASSOWER, Esg.
Attorney for respondent,

pro se.
51 Davis Avenue,
white Plains, New York, 10605
91 4-949-2169

To: Hon. Aloysius J. MeIia
Hon. Jacob Mishler 86Civ .3797 [J]41
Gary L. Cassela, Esg.
Hon. Burton S. Joseph
Cahn, wishod, wishod & Lamb, Esg.
Reisman, Peirez, Reisman, & Calica, Esqs.
Anthony Mastroianni
Vincent G. Berger , Jr. , Esq.
Charle s Z. Abuza, Esq.
Surrogate Ernest L. Signorelli
App. Div., Second Judicial DePt.
Hon. Robert Abrams
Newsday, Att: I"ls. Jane Fritsch
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SUPREI'IE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION : FIRST DEPARTI'IENT

--------x
In the Mratter of GEORGE SASSOWER, dD
Attorney and Counsellor-at-Iaw,

GRIEVANCE COI,II,IITTEE FOR THE NINTH
JUDICIAL DISTRTCT,

Petitioner,

-against-

GEORGE SASSOWER,

--1::r:!lll:--- ---x
GEORGE SASSOWER, Esq. r ED attorneY,

admitted to practice 1aw in the courts of the State of
New york, does hereby affirm the following statement to
be true under Pena1tY of Perjury:

1a. I am the respondent, appearing pro s€r and submit

this affirmation in support of a motion to re-open the within

proceeding based on newly discovered evidence that established

that the testimony and information given by ANTHONY I'IASTROIANNI

["l,iastroianni"]; VINCENT G. BERGER' JR., Esg., ["Berger"]i

cHARLES Z. ABUZA, Esg. ["Abuza"); and surrogate ERNEST L.

SIGNORELLI ["Signorel1i"], was false and perjurious aS it relates

to the books and records thought to have been in the possession

and control of ALBERT BARANOWSKY ["Baranowsky"], the accountant

for EUGENE PAUL KELLY ["Ke11Y"].

b. As a result of recent hearings before Acting

Surrogate BURTON S. JOSEPH, it was learned that such records were

in the possession of Mastroianni and Berger since 1977 -
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c. During such recent

letter was found in the files of

attorney, RICHARD C. CAHN, Es9. t

March 9th, 1978, to Ke1ly's sister,

( Exhibit "A" ) :

triaI, by happenstance, a

I,!astroiannits most recent

"Cahn"l, written by Berger on

Abuza's elient, which stated

"We have already contacted Mr. Baranowsky
in 1977 who turned over to us aIl records in his
possession."

d. There can be little suestion that had it been

known that the Baranovsky books and records were in the

possession of Mastroianni and Berger in 1977, these disciplinary

proceedings against your affirmant and DORrS L. SASSOwER, Esg.,

at an expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars to the judicial

budget, would never have been brought.

e. wi thout f ig leaves , Berger, Mastroianni ,

SignorelIi, and Abuza, must be compelled to fuIly explain their

testimony and their non-disclosure of the above information

during this nine (9) year period.

2a. This matter is not mootr rlotwithstanding the

resounding vindication of affirmant, as well as Ms. Sassower, in

an earlier disciplinary proceeding.

b. once again, affirmant's adversaries, on the heels

of two (2) more recent vindications of petitioner, have resorted

to the media, communicating to them defamatory statements.
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c. The guestion is whether the judicial forum is
available where judicial improprieties are concerned, or whether

the courts will abdicate or subordinate their constitutional
responsibilities, leaving the innocent victims as prey for the

media!

d. At bar, the matter is more egreg ious r &s it
appears that after each and every victory after trial or hearirg,
or when such victory seems inevitable, affirmantrs adversaries

resort to the media with their false and distorted versions.

3. By liay of background, it may be noted that

approximate twenty-five (25) full days of hearings before Hon.

ALOYSIUS J. MELIA, and the approximate twelve (12) days of
hearings before Hon. BURTON S. JOSEPH, established certain facts
beyond peradventure of doubt.

a.

S ig norel 1

and excl

[ " Estate "

Court had

( Exhibit

Unt i1 March of 1977 r €Veryone, includ ing

i and his Court, recognized your affirmant as the sole

usive executor of the Estate of EUGENE PAUL KELLy

l. Indeedr ds late as March 14r 1977, the Surrogaters

issued Certified Letters Testamentary to your affirmant
trB,r ).

b. prior

authorized affirmant

March of 1977, Signorelli,
seIl a vacant house owned

on the record,EO

EO
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c. At the eve of closing, Signorelli, sua sPonte,

aborted said closing, holding that the contract had been entered

into by your affirmant on behal f of the Estate, without

authorization, asserting that affirmant had been removed in March

of 1975r or one year earlier.

d. Signorelli, in holding in March 1977, that

affirmant had been removed a year earlier, cavalierly ignored the

testatorr s des ignation of ooris L. Sassower, Esg. r ds the

alternate executrix, in his appointment of Mastroianni.

e. Twenty-one (21) months 1ater, Mastroianni sold

this vacant house to the same purchaser that affirmant had

secured, for !_bS__ggg__pgfg_9. The interim expensesr dS well dsr

loss of interest on the sales price, was to be borne by the

Estate according to all accountings filed by Mastroianni.

Before the first criminal contempt proceeding

against your affirmant, according to the findings of Hon.

ALOYSIUS J. I,IELIA, and independently thereafter, by the decision

of Hon. BURTON S. JOSEPH, your affirmant turned over the books

and records of the Estate to Ivlastroianni and/or Berger, his then

attorney.

g. It was always undisputed that affirmant did not

although affirmant hadhave the Baranowsky books and records,

made efforts to obtain same prior to 1977.

f.
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h.

February 4,

Department,

The Report of Hon. ALOYS IUS J. I,lELIA , dated

1982, confirmed by the Appellate Division, First
with regard of the Baranowsky books and records,

reads as follows (p. 4, 15):

"Testimony also revealed that the
Schacter IAbuza] firm had a letter in its file
indicating that the accountant for Eugene PauI KelIy,
Mr. Baranovsky, was not cooperating with Respondent
Iaffirmant] concerning the information he, meaning
Baranovsky, possessed about Kel1y Moving & Storage
Company. "

"First, the respondent Iaffirmant] had
difficulty amassing necessary information. For a time,
Albert Baranovsky, the deceased accountant would not
cooperate. The respondent Iaffirmant] sought Abuza's
assistance in this regard but Abuza did nothing. Edward
Ke11y, Abuza's c1 ient, admittedly tried to en1 ist
Baranovsky's cooperation but was also unsuccessful.
Baranovsky died in July 1981."

i. Expressly and/or sub silentio, Hon. ALOYSIUS J.

MELIA, and independently, Hon. BURTON S. JOSEPH, rejected the

assertion made in the Signorelli, sua sponte diatribe of February

24, 1978, that:

"Mr. Sassower, a member of the bar, has
impeded the orderly administration of this estate, and
has caused it needless expense. He has wi11fu11y and
intentionally failed to heed and all directives of this
court, Doris Sassower, his wife and former counsel,
should be similarly called upon to explain her
extraordinary behavior in this matter."

j. Instructively, not only was DORIS L. SASSOWER,

Esq., completely and resoundingly vindicated, but she was given

leave to apply for sanctions against her prosecutors !
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k. Except for Signorelli and his Court destroying the

affidavits that Ms. Sassower had mailed to them, by certified

mail; and having had her incarcerated for serving a Writ of

Habeas Corpus directing affirmantrs release, no one even can

suggest a reason for her involvement in this matter!

4a. In the 'l 98'l hearings before Hon. ALOYSIUS J.

IVIELIA, al though there was no such charge, His Honor seemed to be

searching for independent verification of the fact that your

affirmant turned over all of the Estate assets to Mastroianni and

Berger.

b. The Baranowsky books and records, would inter

alia, destroy, ve1 non, the implied charge, made by Signorelli to

a reporter for the Daily News, of wrongdoing by affirmant.

c. Nevertheless, even without the Baranowsky books

and records, the evidence was clear both to the petitioner and

Mr. Justice ALOYSIUS J. MELIA that Mastroianni had all the Estate

assets. Consequently, dt the outset, His Honor's Report stated

(p. 2):

"It is important to note at the outset
that none of these charges involve acts of moral
turpitude. There is no claim that the respondent
Iaffirmant] siphoned off a cLientrs assets nor was
guilty of overreaching, nor any similar impropriety."
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d. The worst charge that affirmant heard from his

adversary during the recent trial before Hon. BURTON S. JOSEPH,

was that affirmant attempted to assume the role of Godfather to

the Ke1ly clan, and without any intended personal gain, attempted

to gain their agreement, in order to drastically diminish or

eliminate the estate tax.

5. In view of the aforementioned established facts,

the " parade of j ud icial horribles" that fol lowed was

unprecedented, incredible, and indeed barbaric:

Affirmant was arrested twice by thea.

Sheriff's Office, in Westchester County, abducted

Suffolk County, where he was incarcerated, each

benefit of tria1.

Suffolk County

both times to

t ime without

b. DORIS L. SASSOWER, Es9. , was incarcerated, without

food, water or toilet facilities, Et the Suffolk County Jail, for

simply presenting a Writ of Habeas Corpus, directing the

immediate release of your affirmant.

c. One of their daughters, home from a visit from

Harvard, was incarcerated under s imilar cond itions, s imply

because she accompanied DORIS L. SASSOWER, Esg. in presenting

such Writ of Habeas Corpus.
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d. Deputy Sheriffs from Suffolk County, made numerous

forays into Westchester, New York, and Kings County, in an

attempt to "capture" affirmant, a11eged1y a "fugitive from

j ustice" , notwithstand ing, affirmant in writing , agreed to

surrender at any t ime r corlvenient to the Sherif f in Supreme

Court, Westchester County, New York Countyr or Bronx County.

Af f irmantrs and Ms. Sassower's youngest

schoolchitd was emotionally devastated, by the Sheriff's Office

advising the families of her classmates that they were seeking

her father a "fugitive from justice".

f. Affirmant was accused of misconduct by Signorelli,
Berger, and Mastroianni, in private, self-solicited, interviews,

which were gj-ven to a Daily News reporter; and by Signorelli's
sua sponte diatribe, published in the New York Law Journal, which

was widely circulated.
g. The Signorelli entourage caused investigations to

be made by the District Attorney of Westchester County and

Suffolk County.

h. Feloneous assault charges were pressed against

affirmant for allegedly, while handcuffedr dssaulting Deputy

Sheriff , Anthony (Schwarzenneger) Gryzmalski, supposedly causing

Gryzmalski's hospitalization and loss of ten (10) days work.
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6a. A11 of the above, and much more, in a Captain Ahab

pursuit, of "phantom" books and records, which in fact, it turned

out, Mastroianni and Berger, not affirmant, had in their very own

possession!

b. Two (2) years after Mastroianni and Berger had

taken into their possession, not only affirmantrs records of the

Estate, but also that of Baranowsky, and one (1) year after the

incarceration of tls. Sassower and her daughter, they were stiIl

attempt ing to harass Ms . Sassower by having her come to

Riverhead, with respect to such "phantom" books and records!

7a. Had MARTIN BPADLEY ASHARE, the Suffolk County

Attorney, desired to issue a press statement, while criminal

contempt proceedings were pending against affirmant, he might

have adopted the slvorn statement of his former Assistant who

testified:

"I have made that absolutely clear to
you. That there was no caser Do authority, no anything
to justify what occurred twice over in Surrogaters
Court" (Former Assistant County Attorney, Erick F.
Larsen, Esq., Examination Before Trial, Sept. 18, 1984,
FT-6_4.].

b. Instead, dS reported in Newsday, November 2, 1986,

Ashare falsely stated:

"Martin Bradley Ashare, the Suffolk
County Attorney, and his office has been inundated with
meritless claims. Suffolk County has spent $80r000 over
the last few years defending itself against one
Westchester County lawyer who has brought hundreds of
repetitious actions stemming from a dispute over the

e. The lawyer, George Sassower t ...
. " Iemphasis supplied]
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c. When the aforementioned article $ras published, at

no time, did Mr. Ashare's Office or any Court contend that
respondent hras violating any court order, nevertheless, 1,4r.

Ashare went on to falsely state in such published article:

"Ashare notes the case of Sassower as
another example of the need of the need for strong
sanctions. The county has already run up an $80r000 bill
to defend various officials against Sassowerrs suits.
Sassower has been filing lawsuits, appeals and motions,
for the l-ast seven years in state and f ederal courts,
which have ordered him to cease litigating over the
estate case. "

8a. The perj urious d irect testimony before Hon.

ALOYSIUS J. MELIA, by Public Administrator ANTHONY MASTROIANNf, a

Signorelli appointee, with respect to the Baranowsky books and

records, is as follows (p. 68-80 [December 2, 1981] ):
"O. I show you a batch of pages.
Could you identify them, please.

A. Yes, it's an accounting, a
petition for an accounting that I signed as a temporary
administrator.

0. When was that filed with the
court?

A.

9.

A.

0.
what date?

A.
appointed, March

fn April.

Of what year?

1 980

And this aceounting begins with

It
29, 1977 .

-10-
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THE REFEREET A11 right. Do you want to get
baek to that guestion, whether or not this is proposed
to be wel1, a final accounting? You said it had to
be supplemented?

THE WITNESS: Yes, it may be, in his terms,
it may be considered a final accounting, but it's going
to have to be we have to supplement that, even that
wdy, we have to supplement it.
THE REFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:
presented, was
accounting?

THE WITNESS:
that we had all
had, we I re sure
it. That's just

THE REFEREE:
accounting in

THE WI?NESS:

THE REFEREE:
or anyone else give
you in this period to

THE WITNESS:
recal I .

MR. GRAYSON:
respondent failed
property.

THE REFEREE:

You mean update it?

Update

But the
that

t ime
it was

it was
a final

ir.
at

ir your intent

We sti11 wanted to make sure
the assets, your Honor, and until we

that we did, we couldnrt really finalize
an accounting of what monies I took in.

And th is
three years; right?

your first

Thatrs correct.

IS

A11 right. Now, did Mr. Abuza
you an order to show cause against
time to reguire an accounting?

No, your Honor, not that

Your Honor r w€ allege that the
to turn over all the books and

YeS.

It{R. GRAYSON: And continued to fail to do so.
If in fact he did, then there would be no pre'judice to
the public administrator in his duties, and I'm trying
to find out if in fact the public administrator believes
that he stil1 lacks certain documents which would help
him wrap up the estate.
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THE REFEREE: We1L, are you aware of any
documents that you do not have?

THE WITNESS: No, I am not, your Honor, f
donr t know.

THE REFEREE: You are not aware of any
missing documents?

THE WITNESS: I have no idea if there are or
aren't, your Honor. f do not know.

THE REFEREE: You haven't been given a lead
by any of the heirs or members of the family?

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:
know about?

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

0.
estate at the time?

THE WITNESS:

THE F,EFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

About

No, about things that you donrt

No.

No.

And what is the status of this

YES.

of r80?

YeS.

Wel1, whatrs happened?

A. The status is that Irm still
temporary administrator and we sti1l would like to have
it finalized.

THE REFEREE: Now, this accounting is before
the court since April?

THE WITNESS: You Fonor, I believe f
don't what the terminology would be, whether it was
withdrawn or held in abeyance until I believe they viere
trying to get Mr. Sassower to see if he had anything
also so that we could put in our account that we
received it.
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THE REFEREE:
since Apri1,
requ i red ?

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:
yourre waiting for.

a.
specifically what need
be settled?

Have you asked Mr. Sassower,
1980 whether he has anything that you

f have not.

About anything that

I have not.

Then I donrt understand what

Again, can you state
to be done before this estate can

A. We have to make sure that we
have all the assets and whether I could

0. So that disbursements can be
made from the estate and the paperwork can be finished,
the probate can be wrapped up?

A. We would like to have as much
all the information on the estate that we possibly

can.

O. How do you go about getting
that information?

A. From Mr. Sassower.

THE REFEREE: Again, I ask the guestion:
since you filed thisr you haven't been in touch with Mr.
Sassower?

THE WITNESS: I have not, no.

O. To your knowledge, has your
attorney been touch with him since April, 1980?

A. I don't know.
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a.
named Albert

A.

MR. SASSOWER:

THE WITNESS

THE REF'EREE
Baranowsky?

THE WITNESS

THE REFEREE
Ke11y, the deceased.

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:
with that man?

THE WITNESS:

o.
was in contact

A

THE REFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:
you say that you received
which al1egedly came from

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

Are you familiar with a person
Baranowsky?

No.

What was the answer?

I don't believe so.

Have you ever talked to him,

No, not about this.

He is or was the accountant for
Does that ring any bell with you?

Yes.

Have you ever been in touch

PersonalIy, I donrt believe so.

Do you know if your attorney
with Baranowsky?

He might have been.

You donrt know?

f donrt know, no.

From 1 9 was it 1977 that
this material from Mr. Berger
Mr. Sassower? Was it 1977?

Thatf s correct, ''77.

Now, this accounting that you
f il-ed in 1980, in addition to whatever supposedly came
from Mr. Sassower in '7-l , did you accumulate any other
documents between '77 and r80 on which to predicate your
accoun t ing ?

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

Yes.

What kind of documents?

Sale of property.
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THE WITNESS: About the bank accounts that we
checked oDr the monies that we received, and I believe
thatrs it."

b. On cross-examination, MEstroianni testified (p.

84-85 ) :

"Q. Now, you knew all the time that
Mr. Baranowsky was the accountant for Mr. Kelly, did you
not know that?

A I didrt recaIl the name, but I
knew he had an accountant.

0. Did you ever contact the
accountant to find out what assets Mr. Ke1ly had when he
d ied?

A. I h'el ieve Mr. Berger rnight
have. tt

9a. VINCENT G. BEF.GER, JR., Esq., testif ied on direct

as follows (p. '193-198 [Dec. 12, 1981] ):

"THE REFEREE: Yes. You may ask specific
guestions as to whether or not Mr. Sassower did or did
not do that, that that had an adverse impact on the
estate.

THE REFEREE:

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

0.
estate right now?

MR. SASSOWER:

THE REFEREE:

WelI, the house was sold?

The house was so1d.

Yes. Anything else?

What is the status of the

Obj e ct ion .

Overruled.

A. The status of the estate
right now is that a warrant of committment has been
issued.

MR. SASSOWER:

-15-
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THE WITNESS: That is the status of the
estate. We have not got the books, papers, and property
of the estate, and the Publ ic Administrator has been
unable to complete his task of marshalling the assets.

quest ion now, Judge. The status i s, there is one
proceeding pending in which a warrant of commitment has
been issued by the acting Surrogate Harry Seidel. And
that is the accounting proceeding of Mr. Sassower. A
temporary account was rendered by the Publ ic
Administrator.

THE REFEREE: When was that?

THE WITNESS: I believe in 1979, Judge.
And that proceeding was diseontinued after a conference
with Acting Surrogate. Judge Seidel in view of the fact
he had not the books, paPers.

MR. SASSOWER:

THE REFEREE:
answer. The qttestion
estate now.

THE WITNESS:

IVIR. SASSOWER:
was not here.

THE REFEREE:
is sustained.

0.
an accountant

A.

o.
I donrt recaIl

THE REFEREE:
Berger, I"1r. Baranowsky,
for the decedent, d id
Sassower was having d
Ivlr. Baranowsky?

THE WITNESS:

I am trying to answer that

Objection, your Honor. I

Just a moment . Objection

spoken withHave you ever
named Baranowsky?

I donrt recaII.

Itts a familiar name, but
having spoken to him.

As I understand it, Mr.
who was the long-time accountant
you learn at any time that Mr.
ifficulty obtaining records from

Ob j ection.

Sustained. Strike out the
is, what is the status of the

-16-
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THE REFEREE: Did you talk to Mr. Ke11y,
the son-in-Iaw of the decedent, Ke11y?

THE WITNESS: I have talked to the
relatives of the estate on many occasions.

THE REFEREE: Wel1, this Mr. Kel1y
specifically, did you speak to him?

THE WITNESS: I don't recall, Judge.

THE REFEREE: Did you have any
conversations with a Mr. Abuza, the attorney for lvlr.
Kel Iy .

THE WITNESS:

THE REFEREE:

I have over the years.

Did you have any
discussions with him about the books and records of the
estate?

THE WITNESS: Well , I would have to
answer that yes.

THE REFEREE: Did he tel1 you anything
about the problems of getting books and records from Mr.
Baranowsky?

THE WITNESS: Not that f can recall ,
Judge. He told me about problems he had getting records
from Mr. Sassower.

THE REFEREE: Did he show you any kind
of correspondence between his firm and Mr. Sassower's
with respect to the problems of getting the books and
records from Mr. Baranowsky?

THE WITNESS: Not that I can recall,
Judge.

THE REFEREE: We1l, did your since you
indicate you had experieneed difficulty getting books
and records, did you think that Mr. Baranowsky might be
a good source of information with respect to any assets
Ke11y would have?
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10a. The Report of Hon. ALOYSIUS J.
February 4, 1982 states (p. 63):

MELIA, dated

"The Public Administrator also testified
that after June 15, 1977 he made no further efforts to
obtain other documents. Neither he nor his counsel, Mr.
Berger, made an inventory of documents or papers
received from respondent Iaffirmant] that day. He is not
aware of any missing or outstanding papers. He never
contacted Baranowsky, the deceased's accountant. The
papers that the respondent Iaffirmant] turned over in
June 1981 appear to be duplicate of those transmitted on
June 'l5, 1977 or otherwise worthless."

b. There can be l ittIe questj,on that had it been

known that the Baranowsky books and records were in the

possession of Mastroianni and Berger in 1977, the disciplinary
proceedings, ot an expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars to

the judicial budget, against your affirmant and Ms. Sassower,

would never have been brought.

c. fndeed, all the contempt

affirmant, which were commeneeo on June

proceed ings against

after affirmant turned over the books and

22, '1977 r ot one week

records of the Estate,

r.Jere a hoax

appointees

cookie" !

1 1a.

stil1 treating
b.

Years 1ater,
the Estate as

IRWIN KLEIN,

Signorelli and his

a "judicial fortune

Esg. ['KIein"], a

appointees, lrere

cookie" !

matrimonial and

to conceal the blunders of Signorelli and his

in attempting to make the Estate their "fortune

criminal attorney, based in Manhattan, residing in Queens, was

selected by Mastroianni to be his attorney in this and perhaps

other estates.
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C.

Estate matter

motion in the

Estate matter!

d.

did it benefit

e.

the sum of $12

respect

The only known objective effort of Klein in the

was to submit an affidavit opposing affirmantrs
AppeIlate Division to expeditiously complete the

f.

to

Such opposing affidavit was not intended to, nor

the Estate!

Nevertheless, Klein desired the Estate to pay him

,500 !

Klein was also Signorelli's personal attorney with

his matrimonial problems !

g. Even if the irresistible conclusion was not that
Signorelli and tviastroianni intended that KIein be compensated for
representing Signorelli in his personal matrimonial problems from

Estate assets, this could be the reasonable appearance!

h. Were it not for the fact that lvlastroianni made a

personal claim against your affirmant, KIein probably would have

received all or most of the $12r500 he requested, since Abuza

made no attempt to represent the beneficiaries' interests in the
proceeding before Hon. BURTON S. JOSEPH.

i. Because of the claim of more than $721000 against
your affirmant, for which Mastroianni recovered "nothing", KIein

received $1r000 [too much], instead of $12,500!
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j. Whether Klein represented Mastroianni on other
estate matters or whether he received other patronage positions
from Signorelli and/or Mastroianni, is a matter which also should

be disclosed by them herein.

12. There can be no doubt from a reading of the

testimony, that Abuza and Signorelli also knew at the time of the

hearings that the Baranowsky books and records were in the

possession of Mastroianni and Berger.

13a. As for Mr. Abuza, His Honor adopted the statement

of the petitioner who stated (Report p. 12):

"To attempt to catalogue and analyze
every false and misleading statement to a document
prepared by the Schacter [Abuza] firm would be a
herculian task and would only belabor the poi.nt."

b. His Honor added (Report p. 12-1 5):

"No\,r rea11y, I f ind it d if f icult to
bel ieve anyth ing that lvlr. Abuza said, f hate to say
that, and I only do it because I think it is necessary
to do sor because this is a very, very strange case. I
had factually and Iegal difficulty emanating from the
fact that there were numerous court orders where judges
ordered Mr. Sassower to do certain things and they found
that they were not done. There had been a holding of Mr.
Sassower in contempt on the charges made and the orders
on which those contempts were predicated were not
complied with [H]owever, it is clear to me that for
the most part they did not have the benefit of all that
is before me. Indeed, it has taken at least ten days of
testimony so far for me to get to the point we are now
at. I go back to my statement that I find it difficult
to bel ieve anyth ing that 1"1r. Abuza says . indeed,
Mr. Sassower was cooperative and was always willing to
be. His IAbuzars] testimony is replete with falsehoods,
half truths and misleading statements, and that is true
of the papers that he submitted to the various courts.
The foregoing conclusions of Mr. Grayson and myself are
capsul ized. The instances of deception and evasion are
too numerous to chronicle here. "
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c. At the reopened hearings, Mr. Abuza must answer

the question as to whether he knew that the Baranowsky books and

records were in the possession and control of Mastroianni and

Berger, and when he knew it.?

14. Those same guestions must also be answered by

surrogate ERNEST L. SIGNORELLI.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully prayed that this
be granted in alImotion to

respects,
rel ief as

reopen the disciplinary proceedings

together with any other, further,

to this Court may seem ju

Dated: December 4, 1 985

/or different
he premises.

OWER

per in
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!.iarch 9th, 1978

li!s. Grace Dutsols
1.03-22 llatl-r Street
Richnond lli111 tieu Yorl: 11t119

Re T Estate of EI'GT::E P}I,I, KI:LLY

Iiear iirs. DuBola r

I have rec€irrcd and revlewed your letter dated :lareh
Ist; L9781 together '.vltlr the attached Etatenent. This
infornation cannot assist tlre Puh]lg Ad:nlnlstrator sLnee tt
does not pertain to tlre estate of l:LtGtr:;E Pr\rjL KELLY hut
ratlrer to the Gene Helly l:oving t .Storage, fnc. f believe
that any questions ln this recrard should be directed to

,--Esq. a _5{1
l00l7r t€lephone 2L2 - 682-
Flto Baronovrsky ln 1977 vrho
hls possession.

vcB/c
Encl.

75i.
turned

iie have
oraer to

a lre a 5.'
us all

eontaete
reeorCs ln

Thank you or your asslstanee.

\ren' truly yours,

vrtJcE.'tT G. BE:?GEil, JIl.

/ [tt(1'L
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$;r. fr:.r.i1:rtc' r Oorlrt - !rr-i[r:[ h "1,',t:trtg

Tte Pcople of thc Stnte of Nnw York

To All to \\'lrom firese Preaentt Shnll eome , or mnt' ('ottt't'rn, (lrocl inr:q:

ITI:''illi.l'll.:nYCEnTIffnDthntonthe...9th.. dnyof.......septerrlrar

I t.ettrrn Tr.:rlanront.rry of the Lnnt Will of

EI'Gf,NE PAUL }:EII.Y

lnte of . Suffolk County, Nr"w York,
- F-r

werc rluly isqur'd hv the Surrogntc'n Court of Suffolk Counry to .... ......... UTJ EXHl.3lf A S - ' :
GEoItcE s'1sscx'TR 

rr '\' "" "" Rdrt",a; 
Y; sUPki : co.i*n i

thc f,xeeut or in rnirl will nnmr<l anrl that tho nnme nre still vnlirl nn,l in full fonc. OCT 2L )i 
I

LAYlRtiict l,l. I, : s.R. I
Ofilcl.{t CC-RI t.., r ;iR I

IN TESTIIIONY Wllf:nliOF thin cerlificate in insrrrvl unrlrr tho nenl of the court.

' WITNESS. llON. ERNEST I- SIGNOnlil,l,l, Surrol;nto, nt lliverhr,a.l. in Suffolk County,

New York 1t1is ..Uoth.-. day of ...................H4rch .. ltl "77.:..

(SEAL) 
i

, ' . t1""' ,'t )'C 1l ,, (
Iil:lt'''.'lN l;. \\'( )( )l)Al(t)
('irt, i ( l'tlt l,rtrr,,1l,rlr.':r ('o11;1

lirtlt,,.,. ( ortnly, Nr.rv York

t9. 76
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Preccnt-Hon Theodore R. Kupferman, Justice Presiding
Leonard H. SanCIer
Samuel J. Silverman

. Arno1d L. Fein, Justices

'-x

fn the Matter of George Sassowerr En
Atluorne! and Counselor-at-Lavr: : i

Grievance Cor.inittee for the
Ninth Judicial District, :

__:-_____-i:::::1::::-- ----x

fn a proceeding transferred, to this Court by order oi'the
Appellate Division, Second Department, entered January 9, 1981,
the petitioner herein, the Grievance Conunittee for the tlinth
Judicial DistricQ having, by notice of amendeC pe'-ition, dated
April 13, 1981, petitioned this Court for an order disciplining
respondent, George Sassower, who was admitted to practice as an
attorney and counselor-at-law in the State of New York at a Term
of the Appellate Division, Second Departnent on I"larch 30, L949,
upon those charEes containeC in saio arnended petition dated April 13
1981; and the respondent having appeared in said proceeding and
having cross-moved by notice of cross-motj.on dated April 30, 1981
for an order Cisnissing charges One through Four+-een, inclusive,
contained i:r the amended petitior, and seeking an ordcr requesting
a hear5-ng :o Cetermine whether the proceei,ings hereir have been
brought, anC ar3 being prosecu:eC, in a constituticnally inpernis-
sible narner;

And an order of this Ccurt having been made anC entered on
.]uIy 8, 1981 (1) appoirti:-.; Flon. A1o1'sius J. IleIia, as Referee in
this p:oceeCing '-o take tes'-inony i:: regard to the charges con-
tained in ti:e anended petitj.on anC'ro repor'- the sane wlth his
opinion therecn to this Ccur'. i Q) holding Ceiernination of the
petition in abeyance pend:ng receipt of the R,eferee's report; and
(3) oenl,ing responden*-'s cross-rnotion wi:houi, pre juCice to raising
consti'-utio:al Cefense before the Referee;

fa!
€,)

t"1-1425

M-2967

IUNPUBLISHED]

At r term of the Appcllare Division of dre Suprcme C.oun

held in and for the Firsr Judicial Depenment in dre Counry of
New Yor\ on Novernber 19, 1982

9ttr 19,.r;9.01 trp.r.BlCT

'*'', :, ,: iN'/-

Glilr-ij;, i. 1....r;r",.,r,,,r,,t,71

Petitioner,

-against-

George Sassower,



J
And it apearing that during the conduct of the hearing

before said Referee, petitioner moved to withdraw charges 1,
2t 5, 11, 12,13 and 14 of the amended petition, which motion
was grantdand said charges therein contained were dismissed;
and it further agpearing that, by the report dated February 4t
1982 and submitted to this court, the Befereee determined
that charges 3, 4, 6, 7 , 8, 9 , and 10 were not sustained by
the evidence and recommended that those charges be dismissed;

And the petitioner having moved this Court for an order(1) confirming that portion of the Referee's report reconmend-
ing that charges 4, 7 and 9 were not sustained, (2) recornrnend-
itg t.hat respondentrs cross-motion to dismiss the charges be
denied and (3) disaffirming that portion of the Referee's
report recorunending that Charges 3, 6, I and 10 were not sus-
tained; and the respondent having cross-rnoved for an orier
nullifying all of the Cisciplj-nar], proceeCings brought against
responi.ent nunc pro tunc, expunging all records of same and
for certain other incidental relief; and the respondent having
further cross-rnoved to vacate petitioner's notice of motion,
sta-ving consideratj-on of the proceedings so as to afford the
Presiding Justice of the Appellate Division, Second Department
and opportunity to respond herein, and for other related relief;

Now, upon reading and filing '.-he notice of mo-,ion, with
p=oof of due service thereof, dated March L9,1982, the affiCavit
of Richard E. Grayson, Esg., swo:n to March 19, 1982, the merno-
randum of petitioner, dated }larch 19, 1982 and the supplenental
affidavit of Richard E. Grayson, sworn to ltarch 29,1982, all
read in support of the moticn and in opposition to the cross-
motions; and the notj-ces of cross-motion dated June 15, 1982
ano June 18, 1982, r€spectively, the affidavits of George
Sassower, Esg., sworn to June 16,1982, June 18, 1982 and
September 15 , 1982 7 toge',her with the exhibits annexed thereto,.
read in su-Dport of the cross-motions and :-n opposition to the
moticn; and af t.e:: hearing l{r. R,lchard E. Grayson f or the :rotion
ani opposeo to the cross-rnotions, and l"rr. Geo:ge Sassower, !i,o_ E,for the cross-notlons ani opposed to the motion, and the report
of Hcn. Al.oysius J. I'Ie1ia, the Referee herein, dated Februa=y 1,
19E2; a:d due i,elibera'-ion havin-c been had thereon;- and upon the
unpuolished Opinion Per Curian fileC herein, it is unaninously

Ordered that pet:.tioner's notion, insofar as it seeks to
confi=n a portion of the F.eferee's report, be and the saie herecir
is granted and , inscf a: as :'i seeks to disaf f ir:n a portion trereof ,be and the same herebiz is Ceri-eo, and it is further unaninouslt,

ordered that petitioner's motion to disaffi:=r the repcrtof tre Referee in part be and tr:e sane hereby is denieo, and it isfurther unanincuslr, ---- --r

OrdereC that. the cross-motion, to the extent it addressescharges 3, 6, g ano 10, be and the same hereby is deemed a motionto confirm '-he report. of the Referee 
""a iiia'"rJ=ll*otion ishereby gran'-ed on11'to such extent ard the cross-rnotion is herebvC2::laCd I 't :l l1 r.+F,.

i
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Ordered that the rePort
1982, be and the same herebY
the charges contained in the
hereby are.:dismissed.

6]

of the Referee,
is confirmcd in
amended petition

dated February 4,
its entirety and
be and the same

ENTER:

I-OSEI J-, I,uccHi
Clerk.

APPETATI Dffi'}C).( 
'UPAtrlT 
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l7aTt of Ntw Yocx

t ,016rl{ I tUCCil, (|cil o{ tho Apprllrto Divirioa ol tlo 3oprrro ChrE?r
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