
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION : SECOND JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

----------x
In the Matter of ALTON MADDOX, a
suspended attorney and counselor-at-lau,

GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR TIIE SECOND
AND ELEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICTS,

e 1 . 01 7 28

AFPIRMA?ION

Petitioner,
ALTON H. MADDOX,

RespondenE.

ROBERT H. STRAUST €ln atEorney duly admitEed bo

practice in the state of New york, affirms the fotlowing state-
ments to be true, under penalEy of perjury:

I. I am Chief Counsel t.o Ehe petitioner Grievance

Comtnittee for Ehq Second and Eleventh Judicial Dist.ricts, and I
t)

arn fiamiliar with the relevant facts and circumstances herein.
. This affirmation is subnitted in opposition co

respondentts motion to dismiss the petition served upon him or,
in the alt.ernative, to reinstate him as an aEtorney and counselor-t

at-1aw.

3. By order of this Court, daEed May ZL, LggO,

respondent was ordered suspended, pursuant to Section 691.4(I) of

the Rules Governing the Conduct of Attorneys IZZ NYCRR 6gL.4(I)1,
based upon his continuing refusal to cooperate with the peti-
tioner in its investigation of allegations that respondent had

engaged in serious professlonal misconduct.

4. Followlng hia suepensionn respondent failed to

comply rtith this Courtts Rules requiring the filing of an
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affidavit showing his compliance with the order of suspension.

Respondent also failed to offer that cooperat.ion which he had

been suspended for withholding.

5. By order of thig CourE, dated ltarch 20, 1991, the

petitioner Grievance CommiEtee was author Lzed to inst.ltute and

proaecute a disciplinary proceeding againsE respondent, based

upon his continuing non-cooperation and his non-compliance with

the order of suspension.

reepondent h,

PursuanE Eo that orderr on March 31, L992,

served with a notice of petltion and petition.
The petition contains two charges:

a. The failure to cooperat.e fot which respond-

ent had been suspended on an interim basis; and

b. RespondenErs failure to file an affidavit of

compliance with Ehis Courtrs Rules governing suspended attorneys.

8. Respondent was L F-his answer to the

*t.lon-6fi or before April 24, 1992.

9 . Instead of filing an ansuer to the charges r

respondent has chosen to engage in the same tactics of

obstruction, delay and obfuscation which 1ed to his interim
suspens ion .

10. Without asserting any factual basis for Ehe

relief he requests, respondent alleges that the charges against.

him must be dismissed because t.hey are 'infested by racism.'

11. The basis for respondentts claim is, apparently,

the fact Ehat. the notice of peEit.ion and petition were served
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upon him by 'a Caucasian.' It should be noted that respondent

does not deny that he has been properly served nor that he has

received notice of t.he charges. In view of respondentrs con-

tinuing attempts to evade 1 for more than a year, service of

these very chargesr such.claims would lack the ring of truth.

L2. rn a supplemenEal affidavit, dated April 22,

19927 E€spondenE once more asserts claims of racism as a basis

for having the charges against him dismissed. This Court pre-

viously considered and rejected similar claims in ordering

respondent rs interim suspension.

13, It is respectfully submiEted

has failed to altege any factual basis for the

Therefore, his motion should be denied and he

to f ile his ansrrer to the petit,ion forthwith.

:s AUS

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
Apr iI 27 , 1992

that respondent

relief he request

should be directed


