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August 23, 1991

Court of Appeals '
20 Eagle Street ! /fj&?él
Albany, New York 12207-1095 ‘ ,

Re: SADY v. MURPHY
Honorable Judges of the Court

As set forth in papers submitted by both sides, the case of Sady
V. Murphy, herein presented by Petitioners—Appellants for review
on the August 28th calendar, shares a number of issues identical

to those raised in Castracan v. Colavita, now also pending before
this court.

I am presently record counsel on both cases. However, up until
the appeal of the Castracan case to this Court, Doris L. Sassower
was the attorney directly handling that matter for her

professional corporation, Doris I,. Sassower, P.cC., then counsel
of record.

than a
taking the highly controversial case of astracan v _colavita to
e the court of Appeals, Ms. Sassower was suspended by Order of the
‘ Appellate Division, Second Department from the practice of 1aw.
That Order is presently before this court on her application for
leave to appeal said Order. The main issue raised by her Counsel
in that application is whether there was a legal or factual basis -
for either the underlying Order requiring her submission to a
psychiatric examination, ‘or for the order suspending her for
alleged "non-cooperation" with the aforesaiq Order, and which
directed her Euspension immediately, indefinitely,
unconditionally and, most importantly, without affording her any
evidentiary hearing. Although Ms. Sassower's application for
leave to appeal said suspension order was filed on July 25, 1993,
it has not yet been decided. Since Mg, Sassower's application te
appeal the suspension order is presently before this Court, 1
respectfully refer the Court to said file so
itself that the facts are as stated hereinabove.
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Because of Ms. Sassower's greater familiarity with the legal
bproceedings, as well as with the research connecteq to the most
central issue--the constitutionality of the Three-Year cross-
bartering contract, which gave rise to both the Sady _v. Murphy
and Castracan v. Colavita cases--1 respectfully request that Ms.
Sassower's suspension be temporarily 1ifteq for the sole purpose

‘It should be borne in mind that Ms. Sassower acted as pro bono

counsel to the Ninth Judicial Committee for over a year. That
organization, comprised of lawyers and civic-minded individuals,
is dedicated to improving the quality of the judicial in the
Ninth Judicial District. Until her suspension, Ms. Sassower
worked tirelessly in the public interest on the Castracan case,

The Ninth Judicial Cbmmittee, and the pubiic interest represented

by Petitioners herein, are grateful for your giving consideration
to this request. : :

Most-Te&p ctfully,
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Counsel to A¥pellants

Cct Guy Parisi, Esq. .
Alan Sheinkman, Esq.
Ms. Rachel Sady
Dr. Mario M. castracan
Professor Vincent F. Bonelli
Doris L. Sassower




