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As discussed, r encrosed tl]" Ngw york Times I twoeditorials "N:r yolk I s 
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Mystery cenerai,, arffi-Ey to pick a
il$Sirirtogether 

with tnv two "Letters ro rhe Edilor"--as yet
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that this is a dynamite story
e lect ion season.
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After the Primaries
lVew York's Mystery General
'r' What, exactly, does the New york State Attor-
iley General do? What should the Job be?
-, In the end, Karen Bursteln's vlctory ln Tues-
ilay's Democratlc primary probably turned less on
her answers to these questlons than on her appeal-
i'ng manner and the usual politlcal demograplilcs of
geography, sex and ethnlclty. Money, for a change,
Was not the declding factor. Ms. Bursteln, a former
stat€ legislator, commissioner and judge, lagged
far behind her opponents in campalgn spendingind
fund-raising.'!( The general electlon race now pits Ms. Bursteln
bgainst Dennls Vacco, a former U.S. Attorney In
Buffalo. Voters can only hope that the campilgn
uiitt go beyond the postuitng on otme-ftghtlni rh;t
dominated much of the prlmary, to dlscuss some of
the fundamentals of the office.

Like two of Ms. Burstein's prlmary opponentg
- CLqrles Hynes, the Brooklyn Dtstrlct Artorney,
and Ellot Spitzer, a former Manhattan prosecutor
- Mr. Vacco argues that the offlce should be more
concerned with crlminal law enforcement. He ls

trylng to cast the electlon as a choice between n
Republlcan concerned with citizens' safetv and a
Democratic "social engineer."

Ms. Burstein, meanwhile, promises a ,,cru-
Bade" against domestic violence alrd raises ques-
tlons about Mr. Vacco's law-and-orcler credcniials
on the lssues of gun control and protecting abortiorr
cllnlcs from violent protesters.

All well and good. But some of thr: more basic
aspects of the Job warrant at least as much atter.r-
tlon. The Attorney General, as Ms. Burstein has
pointed out, ls not a dlstrict attorney. Who can r.rrrr a
huge legal shop responsibly and who would rlo the
best Job of recruiting talented profcssionals?

Beyond any proposed new dlmensions in crime-
flghtlng, the voters need to know how the candidates
lntend to handle the Job's meat-and-potatoes work
of defendlng the state against legal actions, and how
they would use the Attorney General's consiclcrable
authorlty to bring lawsults in the areas of consumer
fraud, antltrust violations, price-fixing, civil rig,hts,
labor law, and the envlronment.
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Septenber 25, L994

Letter to the Editor
The New York Times
229 West  43rd Street
New York,  New york 10036

Dear Editor:

Your September 17th edltorial about the New york State

Attorney General recognizes that rrvoters need to know how the

candidates intend to handle the jobrs meat-and-potatoes work of

defending the state against legat actionsn.

we agree--and berieve you should alert voters to a
particurar legal action, defended by the Attorney General. rt is

a case about which the candidates for that office must be

specifically questioned since it wiII be on the desk of whomever

is elected our next Attorney General.

The case, entit led

ar., directty affects the pubtic. rt  charges high-ranking judges

wi th abusing the i r  jud ic ia l  o f f ice for  po l i t ica l ,  re ta l ia tory

purposes. It is instructive to see how the Attorney General

defended the judges sued in that legar action. He refused to

enforce the law and rules governing judicial disquali f ication and



pernitted the very judges sued in the proceeding to decide their

own ease. How did the judges decide? predictabry, they granted

the notion of their onn attorney, the Attorney General, and

disrnissed the case against thernselves. This may sound rike

sornething out of Arice in wonderland, but the result has been a
very real cover-up of judicial corruption--aided and abetted by

the Attorney General.

presently, the matter is before our staters highest
court, the New york court of Appeals--where the Attorney cenerar

argues--without the slightest IegaI authority--that there should

be no apperlate review of his judicial clLentsr self-interested

decis ion in their  favor.

For the voting pubtic to choose interrigently who

shourd be our next Attorney General, the press must insist that

each candidate respond to the facts of this extraordinary ease.

Those facts show that a major governmental scandar has taken

place and that our constitutional rights are irnperiled by the

very qovernment off iciars whose duty i t  is to protect those

rights, including the Attorney General of the state of New york.

Any candidate who cannot unequivocalry condemn the

abandonment of the most basic rule of raw that ,no man can be the
judge of his o$tn causerf lacks the cornpetence and courage required

of our statets highest raw enforcement off icer.



Fina1ly, si-nce the next Attorney General witr, upon
taking of f ice,  have the i r refutable evi_dence of  judic ia l
corruption that is fully documented in this case, the issue of
judicial corruption is not an abstract one. rt is inrnediate and
glrave. consequentry, the candidates rnust also define the role
that the Attorney Generar wil l pray, as rthe peoprers rawyerr, in
safeguarding the integrity of our third branch of government. At
present, the Attorney Generalrs office neither investigates
complal'nts of judicial corruption nor even refers them for
investigation

The Center for
par t isan c i t izensl
of  the jud ic iary .

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial AccountabiLity

Judicial Accountabil ity is a non_group working to improve the quality
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\o WuytopickaJudge
'l ralk about cozv' As a member of the New York to the beneh.l1qll of a targer ponilcar deal. Thrs .

state Assernblv' Georgg 
l$Jtil'-rpl"r"r.o r ulii "itJli"#a the way for Broiri Borough presrdentthls summer creating a Lgw .tatu dupr"-e. couri ;.;ilil; rerrer.lt'inri"ii"li, own hand_pickedjudgeship In the Bro-nx. w""rir[-""JJ"#i rr"ilJ ;;iliilil, Assembrym"n'noueito Ramrrez, as rhe

chairman of the regular groni-BJrl"i""ii" p".tv ffi;;i; charrmai, .u."u"arig Mr. Frredman.or'ganization, Mr. Frtedman hetped o."rr"rir"t".ir,6 
..-.. 

fi;:.rrr1,e{n1an,ffi-,;illiita[y, convententtvpartv's Judlclal conventlon'-whfih t"ii;;x-!-;g r"pt'iii, luorcrat.amurtroni rn-cireck unt' after hts
nornlnate candidates for that ;;;'i"ilurrrrp "no nahe w"', "t.""dtil;;;;rjotio, re-erection to the
two others at stake In the Broniit'iJir""""ruu.. 

- 
ii.ii'tiiv. me..t]inrng ,nJ.n, in"t party insrders - .' Now' guess who is gotne toul'rl,iigur r'r"* ;;;;;ffi{-wtnow-getto"rrooruhrsrepracemenlother rhan Mr. Friedm?".-"r'r,u".oiJJi'fiIn, .on- m ertlct lnoosing the_next assembtyman.tro'ed by party leaders, "rr*" r,i,''ioi'o* bf .,fr" 
- , -.Lil; 

R"presentatlve iore i"rr"no, who wagedthree coveted ooenlngs, vlrtuallt;;;".i"i"rri" "ruc- 
1 r"irig |1c_" to. trr" p"rtv 

-in",r,,'unrhrp, 
Mr.

tiQn in the overwhe"{:*-tl D#";ffiil'fliougt.. rerrerini M.r. Ramrre, io*ir"og" to democratize
' In terms of exoerience' temperam""i;;t911t: 

if i,iril"o introJuce- uiiJ.ii'r"r"enrng processical independence' thgTe.';G[;';;tt"tl u.tt., tr,"t'*o,iro,.pres-umabry, ptace a higher varue on
choices for the staie's rr.igrresiiriar'lir.iin"n rrr". il;;i;;'il"dgeships, wrrictr are roo orten treatedFriedman. As is often.tnE ."i" uia; il; ydk'; 

6ffiH {,a.3c1rut9s.ror fariy,royarists. Too bad
system of judiciar erections, t o*euu.,'r,isls"unston ,rrui iia* noi think of that sooner.
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October 5, L994

Ictter to the Editor
The New york Times
229 West  43rd Street
New York, New york 10036

Dear Editor:

There is  an impor tant ,  but  scarcery recognized,

connection between the Tinesr september 27th editoriar rrNo way to
Pick a Judgetr and its septenber 17th editorial ,New yorkIs

Itystery Generalfr. l{hat the september 27t:n editorial describes is
a reprehensible and cynicar horse-trade in Judgeships. However,

in 1990 and 199r. when a sinirarly noxious nanipuration of
judgeships hlas challenged in the Election Law ease of castracan
v .  c o r a v i t a ,  j u d g e s  o f  o u r  s t a t e  c o u r t s - - t h e m s e r v e s

beneficiaries of Judge-trading deals--durnped that case by
disregarding the law and farsifying the factuar record. They
then used their judiciar off ice to go after the rawyer who, pro

bono, had brought such precedent-sett ing charrenge to judge_

trading. That rawyer, Doris L. sassower, was suspended by the
Appellate Division, second Department in an order stating no
reasons, naking no f indings, and not preceded by any hearing.



The Appellate Division knew such order was unrawful at
the time it was issued. yet, in the more than three years that
have since erapsed, it has, without reasons, refused to vaeate
such findingress suspension order and refused to direct an
innediate hearing as to the basis of that suspension.

This brings us to your septernber 17th edltorial which
asks about the function of the New York state Attorney ceneral.
I{hen Ms' sassower thereafter sued the Appellate Division, second
Department for retaliating against her by a fraudurent suspension
of her rieense, it was the Attorney General, our staters highest
law officer, who defended the judges. And how did the Attorney
Generar defend his judic iar  cr ients in sassower v.  Hon. Guy
Mancrano, et aI .  ? By disregarding unequ!.vocal law and rules
regarding judicial disqualif ication and arguing, without any
regal authority, that his judlcial clients srere not disqualif ied
from deciding their own case. And who did the Attorney ceneral
arqtue this to? None other than to his own judicial crients, the
Appellate Division, second Department, who rrere only too happy
not to alrow arlegations that they had engaged in criminal
conduct to be decided by an independent and inpartJ.ar tribunal__
as the law required.

Last week, the New york state court of Appears denied
the Appelrate Div is ion,  second Departmentrs serf-
d ism issa l  o f

review of

interested

rnuch as it had, three years earlier, denied review of castracan



v- colavita. rt  did so in both cases by falsely ruring that

there was rrno substantiar constitut ionar questionrr.

And sor with the blessings of our staters highest

court and our staters highest Iaw off icer, judgeships wil l
continue to be traded--and few lawyers wir l  be wilr ing to
challenge the 'business as usualrr pol i t icking in judgeships, when
to do so means putt ing their l icenses and l iverihoods on the
l i n e .

€Qaa 4G.Srss6]U\f
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountabil ity

lrhe center for Judiciar Accountabil ity is a non-partisan citLzensr group working i" irpr"ve the qualityof  the judic iary.


