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RE: Cert  pet i t ion to the U.S. Suprene Court
Sassower v.  Hon. Guy Manqano, et  a l .

Dear  Sa l ly :

Again may t qut what a preasure tt lraa to speak to you lastweek. Your l -ntereet and concern were moet grat l fytng.

Herewlthr €tB promlsed, are the paperg that were before the NewYork state court of Appears in rny- erticte 7g proceeding. r ;;preased to report that the u.s. supreme court {ranted .f r.qu"ra
for a 6o-day extension of . t lme to f i le ny cert 'pet i t ionl  wd nowhave a February 22, r99s deadllne, whJ.ch ihould i ive you and your
crass the necessary breathlng room. copies of mf appiication'and
the courtrs order are also enclosed. elso enct6sed'rs ; -""pv-" i
M i ldner  v .  Gu lo t ta ,  405 F .  supp.  182 (1975) - -wh lch  r  a isc i rssea
with you.

As. you witl see from Hildner, -nearly _twenty years t9o, Judgeweinstein in hi:. torttrr-SE'na comferli"g tri=;;[, round Nes,Yorkrs at torney discipl inary law ( ;udic lary Law S9O):
ffconstLtutlonarry inflrm ln denylng attorneys
the  due process  and equa l  p ro tec t ion
guaranteed by the Fourteenth Arnendment to the
Uni ted  Sta tes  Const i tu t ion . r  (a t  p .  201)

The facts in my case bear out the valldlty of Judge l{eLnsteLnrs
gogent analysJ-s and conclusLon that the ra�w ls unc6nstLtuii"nirl
I t  has not improved with the passage of  t lne.  

- - - - - - -

unrike the plaintiffs ln Mlldner, r have made serLous allegatLonsof bias and i1p-r9ner nsglvs--thi absence of whlch the two-judcremajor i ty in Mi lgner used as a basls for  " ;p i1"Ji" ; " ; i * [ t ;
abstent ion doctr ine,  thereby permlt t ing;uai 'c ' r l rv Law s9o tostand and destroy the l ives or io many ufaneies"-i. irv"re over theyears.

.t
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As described at -t7 of ^y JurisdLctionar statement to the New york
court- of Appears, in the disciprlnary proceedJ.ngs agalnst meunderlying my Articte zB proceeding, eicn and ";;ry order underA . D .  # e o - o o 3 1 s  i s ,  w h e n  c o f r i r a r e a  w l t h  T n "  , L " o i a l, jurisdJ-ctlonarr-y yoid (and) otnefrlse . factuarly and regartyunfounded' .  rndeed, the eppi t tate ntv ls lo; ,  secor ia Departmentrsrefusal to disquallfy rtJert from the arttcre ze proceedingagainst itself--where law and ethlcal rules nandated that it doso--can only be seen as a reflection of its in"ri"age that itcould not risk - an inpartlal revLew of the fires in theconglomeration of concocted^-discipllnary proceedings broughtagainst  me under A.D. #90-00315. (gee f2a of  my Jur isaict ionalStatenent) . 

-"r

As to the profound and far-reaching constitutionar iseueeoresented . by the Articre 7g proceedi"g--"ni-tr--r,r=t now bedeveroped in ny cert petit ion, r 
-speciir". irv 

;;; .v""T attentiont o  n y  r e a r _ g . y n e n  t /  r e c o n s  i ^ a " i i t i o n -  n o t i ] o n ^ .  T h eunconstitutionatity of Judigtary Law S90__and the relevance ofMildner--is detailed at pp. 16-23 or ny supporting "r-r-rdi"Ji:-. 
vr

As ref lected by the enclosed_copy of  my L9B9 Mart indare-Hubbelrristingl Prior- t-o. the Appellatl- nivisionrs- , i l l-"Jy fraudulentsuspension of ny license €nree qnd a nafi-V".r"--.-g-"-r- r had a longand distinguished regar cireer.or nore thi" it i i iyltr.r. years--acareer r raunchedr -after graduation fron Nyu r,aw Gchoorr'ri in o'vappointment to work for forrner Dean Arthur T. vanderbirt, thenchief ,Justice of the highest court or dne state of New ilersey.
Not only did Martindale-Hubbell give me lts highest rAvrr ratingthroughout the years it rat-e_d me; buL, as you can see from theenclosed letter from the Fellows of tnl aneiican Bar Foundation,in l-989 r was elected to mernbershJ.p ln that i layr 6D honorreserved for ress than sne*hrrd_irf "ne--;i-;ent of thepractJ-c lng bar of  each state.

L see, pp: 4-23 of my. 7/Lg/g4 affidavrt rn support of nyreargument/reconsideration mott6n, entltred frThe Merits of thisAppear Present _ Multiple rssues birectly r"""i"r"g- s,rrrtant,ialConst i tut ional  euest ionsrr

2 As rerrec-ted by the Attorney Generalrs flrmsy opposlngrrMemorandum of _Lawr and pointed 
:".;_ry my .reply affrdavit (atnrLo-r-3)--the .Attornev ft_"".t3r_ @+ f?iia-'d' d"ffficonstitutionalitv of Lne articteE[,atuEE- anilJudlciary Law590--which was his duty to do.



Again, r deepry thank you for your lndlcated lnterest ln helplngto barance the scare in tnis nircurein oavia and Gollath battletr look forward to hearlng from yotr-=oon, sLnce evgry passing dayis a day lost  to the caute of  6 leanetng our Just tce eystem fronthe scourge that has overtaken Lt .

Yours for  a qual l ty JudicJ.ary,

ffi
DORfS L. SASSOWER, DLrector
Center for Judlcial Accountabil i ty

Prof. Sarah Burns

Enclosures:

P .  S .
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the New york
the  o ther

(a) t989 Mart indale-Hubbel l  l ls t lng
(b) ltr of AnerLcan Bar Foundation
(g l  M i ldner  v .  Gu1ot ta ,  4os  F .  supp.  182 (1925)
(d)  U.S.  Supreme Cour t  Orde i  and ex tens ion

appl icat ion
(e) I /24/94 Jur isdict lonal  Statenent
! f )  A t to rney  Genera l rs  2 /LL /94  l t r
(g l  3/L4/94 l t r  of  Evan 

.schwartz,  
Esg.

(|l 7/L9/94 rnotion for reargument/rdconsLderation
(+l  At torney Generalrs ela7Si t ternorandum
( j )  8/8/e4 Dr*S Repty Aff ldavi t

AIso enclosed le a rhard eopyx of
T i n e s '  .  . o p - E d  d d ,  t o g e t h e i  w l t h
tntormation I faxed to you about C,IA.


