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CerviEn pr luorcrAl AccouN;#rrr", ,*".

By Faxz 212-949-9964

(914) 421-'l2oo. Fax (914) 604€554

E-Mail: probono @ delphi.com
Box 69, Gedney Station

Write Plains, New York.106O5

December 5, 1994

Commission on Judlcial Conduct
801 Second Avenue
New York,  New york 10012

RE: Complaint  aqalnst  the Just lces of  the

Dear Commission Members:

This letter further support,s
supplemented on October S,
thereafter enconpassed in a
O c t o b e r  2 6 ,  L 9 9 4 r .

ny September 19, L994 complaint ,
1994, which supplenentat ion t ras

nehr and separate complalnt, dated

My october 26th complaint  was speci f icar ly dlrected to the
conduct of  th." .appel late panel  of  the Appel la le Div is ion,  secona
Department,  whichr on october sth,  had- bn i ts appears calendar
seven (7) appeals in an unrelated clv i l  case invoiv ing me and myprofessional  corporat ion.  Said complaint  detai led th;  events o. fOctober 5th--including Presidi:ng Ju.stice Thompson I s refusal toalrow me to present a recusal rnotlon, either oratry-ofS ;tproffered order to show cause, which ne reiected out dt hand.' Mi,
complaint described the event of october Sth as:

rrso shocking as to cause me to proceed
directrv frorn the courthouse in nrooityn to
your of f ices in Manhattanrf

My oc tober  2  6_ th  compla in t  a lso  de ta l led  the  de l lbera te
fa ls i f i ca t lon  o f  the  rLcord  by  i lames pe lzer ,  a  c rerk  o f  theAppe l l a te  o l v l s l on ,  SecondApperrare Dtv lsron,  second Depar tnent  who,  ln  a ret ter  to  medated october  6th,  fa lLed to  d isc lose that  he was not  present  ateur r r  r c r r re r r  Lc )  c r rEc roE 'e  EnaE  ne  wag  no t  p resgn t  a tthe so-calred rforal argurnentrr on october 5th. anneGa thereto agreto asExhibi t  r r r r r  was my ver i f led let ter  dated october lzth,  respondf; ;to Mr.  Pelzerts october 6th rewri te2 of  what had occurred-Ln th6

1 AIso f i led wl th  the CommLssLon on october  26th was acopy of the advert isernent rrWhere Do You Go When Judges Break theLal , t r r r  (Exhib i t  "1 t ' ) ,  publ ished on-  the op-Ed page of  l6at  dayrs Th;New ,York Tineq, a copy of which was irslo provided it ff i ;Appelrate Div is ion,  second Department on that dade.
2 Exhibt t  nHr to ny october 26, Lgg4 cornpraint .
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courtroom on October sth.

As noted on the face of ny october lTth letter, f lve coplee of ny
october lzth let ter  l rere hand-del ivered to the 

-apper lat l

Div is lon,  second Department on that date.  These wefe'gi . r . r ,
d i rect ly to Mr.  Pelzer to be distr lbuted to each member of  the
apperrate pane] presiding on october 5th,  as wel l  as to the
Presiding Just ice of  the Appel late Div is ion,  second Department,
Hon. cuy Mangano.

Jn providing i ln ies of  rny ver i f led october 17th let ter  to each ofthe aforesaid -  just ices,  r  drew their  at tent ion to their
o b l i g a t i o n s  u n d e r  s 1 0 0 . 3  ( b )  ( 1 )  ,  ( z l  ,  a n d  ( 3 )  o f  t h e  R u r e s
Governing Judic ia l  Conduct to correct ' the fa lse court  record Mr.Pelzer had created, without any personar knowledge on nis piit--; i
the facts set  for th.

T h e  s e r L o u s  .  a l l e g a t i o n s  a n d  r a n r f l c a t L o n s  o f  n y  s r r o r n
accusatLons ln ^ny october L7th let ter  required i rnnedlate
response and rect l f icat lon by the Court--sLncer ds ref lected atpage three of tha_t letterr_ hy complalnt concerning the evente ofOctober Sth was already before the Commleslon, 

-

rncredibly,  r  received Eg response from Mr.  pelzer or f rom the
Court  to my hand-del ivered ver l f ied october l7th let ter .
rnstead, a week rater,  the appelrate panel ,  rendered a decis lon
dated october-  24, 1994, .d isrnlsslngr ar l  seven appeals and
affirrning the 19y"r court, with costs. A copy of the blcteto" r"annexed as  Exh ib i t  ' |2n .

on lts face, the declslon falsely represents that r $ras
appear ing pro se.  This,  notwi thstanding i  expr ic l t lv  stated ; ;october 5th that r was not waiving my ftgtrt-ToEunser and hrasappear ing only to prEsent my vicatulrTrecusal-  mot ion andadjournment request inasmuch as I had been unable to obtain
counser  fo l low ing . the  apper la te  paner rs  p re jud ic ia l  g ran t ing  o i
my at torneyrs not ion to wLthdraw3. rnde;d,  when r  rose topresent ny moti-ons, r speclflc-ally asked that the Day calendar,
which ident i f ied,  me as pro se,  be iorrected since r  tah r ; - ; ; - ; ;yprior thereto stated that r was appearing to ori iry argue thaappeals pro se.

Moreover,  the decis ionfs notat ion that the case was rrargue6n isl ikewl-se dishonest.  As set for th ln my uncontroverted i " r i f feaOctober LTth let ter  to Mr.  pelzer,

3 This
vacatur/recusal
on th is  rnot ion

is further reflelted by. Iy legal back to nymotionr or which r iaentirila rnfself as rrpro sL
on)-yr r  (Exhib i t  rF i l  to  IO/26/94 conpla int )  .
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attached to ny
of which were
in addition to

rralthough seven (7 ) appeals srere on the
calendar to be argued, the Court pernltted
me no more than a mlnute and a hal f  to speak
before lnterrupt lng me wlth intensery nosl l te
quest ions whor ly i r re levant to the Lssues
before the court. presidlng Justlce Thompson
then directed me to sit down and carred irpon
Mr. Blaustein to be heard.  Thereaft l r ,presiding Justlce Thompson refused to pernrti
me any  r igh t  o f  rebut ta l  to  cor rec t
rn  i  s  s ta tements  tha t  had been made and
conc luded the  cour t  sess ion . r  (a t  p .2 )

Arthough the merLts are irrelevant for present purposes, the
lpperrate paner I  s october 24th decis ion lnxrr ib i f  n2nl  i ;
factual ly and legal Iy insupportable,  fur ther demonstrat in j  tne
courtrs bias and malevolence. Should the Conrnission desl"r"  

- ro.  
Co

e labora te  on  same,  r  am ready . to  do  sor -upon request .  However ,
the record before the commission establishes tha.t, the appeffa-e
panel  hras disqual i f ied f rom render ing any decis ion on t f ia seven
appears- -and par t i curar ry  where  i t  had whor ry  fa i led  t ;
controvert my sworn accusatLons of Judicial miscondtict, set forth
in rny October L7, L994 let ter  to Mr.  pelzer.

rn _thgt regard r draw the conrnlssion I s attentlon to thepenul t imate paragraph of  my october 26th complalnt ,  whlch statedi
rr lndeed, what is now. taking place by the
J u s t i c e s  l n v o l v e d  l s  c r f m i - n a I  c o - n d u c t
inasmuch as t ley are knowingly fa ls i fy ing a
matter which is part  of  a court  proceeaing,
const i tut ing the cr ime of  obst iuct ion of
gtovernmental  adminlstrat ion,  in v io lat ion of
S 1"95 .  05 of  the Penal  Law.  f l

As the Commission is a!,tare., ln addit lon to rny Septernber 19th and
october sth f i led cornplalnts with the comirission agalnst- gh;
just ices of  the Appel la te Div ls ion,  Second Depar tment l -known to
the appellate panel at the t irne i t  rendered its insupportaUle
october  24t } r  dec is ion-- there has been an on-going adl l rsar ia l
relationship between the Appellate Division, 5""ofra Departrneni
and rnyser f  ar is ing out  o f  the extant  Ar t ic re 7g pro ieedi .g ,
sassower  v .  Hon .  Guy  Manqano .  e t  a r . .  As  se t  f o r th  i n  nv  oc tobe r
5,  L994 order  to  show cause in  suppor t  o f  recusal /vacat i r4 ,  tha iproceeding is  now on i ts  way to  the u.s .  supreme cbur t  on a

4 My order to Show Cause for recusal hras
October 17th let ter  to Mr.  pelzer-- fu l l  copies
provided for each just ice of  the appettate pairer,
Presiding Just ice Mangano.
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pet i t lon for  a wr l t  of  cert lorarL,

Additionarry, on the same d3l. as my october lzth letter to Mr.Pelzer hras hand-der ivered, 
. the twenty- jusi ic"= Jr  in"  Apper lateDivislon, second Departnent were strved wlth the summons andcompraint  in my fedlrat  act ion t rxnrurt  ,3fr) ,  whlch had beenf i led in the u.s.  Distr ict  court  for  the soi the; ;  Distr ict  on; I u n e  2 0 ,  L 9 9 4  ( E x h i b i t  r r 4 r r ) .

such federal  act ion wirr  show, a- pattern of  brased, factuar lyfabricated and legalry insupportabrL aectston, 
-.-JJJ"'" 

to me bythe Appelrate oivrs ion, sec6nd oefarcrnent, .  The commrsslon reasked to take cognizance of same "d tnl" t lrne roi tne purpose ofevaluating the ext'ent of the trappearance of improprr€tyrr createdby . . the  .appe l la te  paner rs  ra i iu re -  io  a isqu i r - i i y  i t ser f  f rommatters invorving r 'er  as welr  as i ts actuar bias.

threat to the public interest posed bv
b.Iatant ly and vlndict ively rni=i ises- i I ;
to know whether my aiorernentioned
expedi ted at tent ion,  as previ"u" iy

di-JzL'*
DORIS L. SASSOWER, Director
Center for Judicial Accountabil t ty

fn l ight  of  the imnediate
an appel late court  that  so
jud ic ia l  power ,  I  w ish
complaints are receiv ing
requested,

DLS/er
Enclosures ! ( 1 )

( 2 )
Appe l l a te  pane l  r s  LO/24 /94  dec i s ion /o rde r
Acknowledgernent  of  serv ice on Lo/L7/g4 by Mart in

Brownste in,  Cterk of  the Cour t r '  i "  
-sassower

y ._  Hqn .  Guv  Manganq .  e t .  a l . ,  94  C l_v .  45L4 i
I  I  " . t  t "s g r -  _ z o--J ust  iEes 

'  
; f  apperrate

Div is ion ,  2nd Dept .
( 3 ) f l rs t  page ln
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