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Dear  Ms .  F r i t ch :

Forrowing up our  te lephone conversat lon last  week--and your
par t icu lar  in terest  in  the reta l la tory  suspension of  my noth l r rs
l icense-- I  enc lose,  ds d iscussed,  a copy of  rny rnother t l  Ver i f ied
conpla int  in  her  federar  act ion,  sassower v .  Mangano,  et  ar .  ,  94
c i v .  45L4 ,  desc r ib ing  he r  suspens ion  i n  ae ta i@p ies
of that Verif ied Complaint were served upon the twenty lustices
of  the Appel la te Div is ion,  Second Depar tment  on October  17,  Lgg1.

As we have over -and again made known to Timesr reporters--to
absolute ly  no avai l - -we have fu l1  documentat ion of  tha explos ive
al legat ions of  jud ic ia l  re ta l ia t ion,  which we would be p le ised to
make avai lab le.  In  that  connect ion,  I  re fer  you to  rny bctober  3 l
L994 le t ter  to  Joseph Berger ,  the T imesr  westchester  Bureau
Chief .  In  per t inent  par t  that  le t ter  s tated:

rrWe are ready to prove to you--indisputably
and based on the under ly ing f i les- - that  there
i s  no  l ega l  o r  f ac tua l  bas i s  f o r  t he
s u s p e n s i o n  a n d  t h a t  i t s  i s s u a n c e  a n d
perpe tua t i on  by  the  Appe l l a te  D iv i s ion ,
Second Depar tment  is  a  v ic ious reta l ia t ion
against  my mother  for  her  act iv i t ies as a
j u d i c i a l  r w h i s t l e b l o w e r r .  S u c h  s e r i o u s
content ion was f i rs t  ra ised by my mother
immediately upon her suspensio-n ro-or" than
three years ago and repeated in  my notherrs
October  24,  L991 le t ter  to  Governor  Cuomo,'  ca l l ing for  the appointment  of  a  specia l
p r o s e c u t o r . . . r r  ( a t  p . 2 )  .

rf  you have not arready done so, r again request that you read my
october  3,  1-994 le t ter  to  Mr.  Berger  (Ex.  ror f  to  rny tTyz lTsa r t ;
t o  H i l t on  K ramer ) ,  as  wer r  as  my  no the r rs  oc tobe r  2 i ,  L99 l_  l e t t e r
to  Governor  cuomo (Ex.  r rErr  to  my rL/27/94 r t r  to  Hi r ton Kraner) .
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unfor tunate ly ,  i t  was not  my impress ion that  you had read e i therletter when you telephoned ne l jst Thursday.

As I  po inted outr  mY motherrs  october  24,  1991 le t ter  to  covernor
cuomo at tached a copy of  th9 three-year  judge- t rad ing Dear .  rnview of your question to me rwhat r s 

-wrong- 
wiin i t i ; ;  rneaning theDear, hay r suggest that you soricit  "e-xper1, ' ,  opinion "u"ri t  

- i i

from local law school professors as to wfrether in"V view it  aslegal ,  e th ica l ,  and const i tu t ional .  r rm sure they iourd be mostp leased to speak wi th  a T ines repor ter .

For present purposes, r enclose a copy of my motherrs orar
argument before_ t!" Appellate Division, rhird Department incast racan v.  co lav i ta  on March 25,  L991.  at  page 4 begins ;sect ion ent i t led t rwhat  was i l legal  abut  the crbs-s-endorsements
deal  a t  issue?rr ,  a t  page 7 begins a sect ion ent i t led nwhat  is  the
deal  uneth icarr r_, .  a t  page 8 begins a sect ion ent i t red rwhy was i t
Against  the Publ ic  In terest r ,

F ina l ly ,  as we d iscussed together ,  [y  notherrs  cer t  pet i t ion tot f .  u .s .  supreme cour t ,  must  be f i red by February 27,  Lg94.  Togive you an idea of  how p ivota l  the reta i ia t ion i3sue ' ts- -ana now
newsworthv th_e cert oetit ion--r enclose a draft copy of the
sect ion ent i t led r rPol i t ica l  Context r r ,  which opens the rFactual
Backgroundr f  por t ion of  the pet i t ion.

l{e look forward to hearing from you soon--and answering what we
trust  wi l l  be your  many prof ing qr iest ions.

Yours for  a qual i ty judic iary,

I  E n c l o s u r e s :
I

( a )
( b )
( c )

federa l  compla int ,  Sassower v .  Manqano,  et  a l .
3 /25/9L ora l  argunent :  Castracan v.  Cotav i ta-

P.s.  rn v iew of  your statement to ne that what you do is totalry
separate f rom the edi tor ia l  s ide of  the Times, i t  i ;irnperative that my compendious November 22. 19tt and January
L7 , l-995 retters be reviewed by nembers of the Times-leditorial board--the January 17, r6gs letter in pit i i" i i i i l-
BEFORE they write additional editorials on what tn"y purlort
to be rrmeri t  select ionr.

AG.,q<R=grs=sd?J\,a
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator

cer t  pe t i t ion :
rfFactual Background: poli t ical Contextr l


