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October 5, L994

Letter to the Editor
The New York Times
229 West  43rd Street
New York, New York L0036

Dear Editor:

There is  an impor tant ,  but  scarcely  recognized,

connection between the Tirnest Septenber 27th editorial nNo Way to

Pick a Judgetr and its September LTth editorial nNeu yorkIs

Itlystery Generalrr. What the September 27t-lr. editorial describes is

a reprehensible and cynical horse-trade in judgeships. However,

in  L990 and L99L when a s imi lar ly  nox ious manipulat ion of

judgeships was challenged in the Election Law ease of Castracan

v .  c o r a v i t a ,  j u d g e s  o f  o u r  s t a t e  c o u r t s - - t h e m s e l v e s

beneficiaries of Judge-trading dears--dumped that case by

disregarding the raw and farsifying the factuar record. They

then used their judicial off ice to go after the lawyer who, pro

bono, had brought such precedent-sett ing chalrenge to judge-

trading. That rawyer, Doris L. sassower, was suspended by the

Apperlate Division, second Department in an order stating no

reasons, naking no f indings, and not preceded by any hearing.
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The Appellate Division knew such order was unlawful at

the tirne tt Tras issued. yet, in the more than three years that

have since elapsed, it has, without reasons, refused to vacate

such findingless suspension order and refused to direct an

innediate hearing as to the basis of that suspension.

This brinEs us to your September 17th edltorLal which

asks about the function of the New York State Attorney General.

l fhen Ms. Sassower thereafter sued the Appellate Division, Second

Department for retaliating against her by a fraudulent suspension

of her r icense, i t  was the Attorney General, our staters highest

law officer, who defended the judges. And how did the Attorney

Generar  defend h is  jud ic iar  c l ients  in  sassower v .  Hon.  Guy

Uanqano ,  e t  a l . ? By disregardlnE unequlvocal law and rules

regarding judiciar disquarif ication and arguing, without any

legal authority, that his judicial clients nrere not disgualif ied

from deciding their ov/n case. And who did the Attorney General

argue this to? None other than to his own judicial crients, the

Appellate oivision, second Department, who were only too happy

not to alrow arregations that they had engaged in crininar

conduct to be decided by an independent and impartial tribunal--

as the law required.

Last week, the New york state court of Appeals denied

review of the Appellate Division, Second Departmentrs self-

interested disrnissar of sassower v. Hon. Guv Manqano, et ar.

nuch as i t  had, three years earl ier, denied review of castracan



v. coravita. rt  did so in both cases by falsely ruring that

there was rrno substantial constitut ional questionr.

And so, with the blesslngs of our staters highest

court and our staters highest law off icer, judgeships wirl

continue to be traded--and few lawyers wirr be wilr ing to

challenge the rrbusiness as usuartr porit icking in judgeships, when

to do so means putt ing their l icenses and l ivel ihoods on the

l i ne .

The Center for Judicial Accountabil ity
partisan cit izenst group working to improve
of the judic iary.
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ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountabif i ty
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