
CENTEn 7r luotclar AccouNTABrLrry, 'vc.

(914) 421-1200. Fax (914) 6846554

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

White Plains, New york 10605

By  Fax :  312 -988-5280

Oc tober  L7 ,  L995

John A. Holtaway, Assistant Regulation Counsel
standing cornmittee on professi5nar Discipl ine
American Bar Association
54L North Fairbanks Court
Ch icago ,  I l I i no i s  Go61 j . -3314

Dear Mr. Holtaway:

Thls letter responds to yours of october llth. As rre have
stated, over and again, the December rgg2 report you sent us is
entitred rrthe Lawyer Disci_plinary systern of 

-trr" 
Apperrate

Division, First Department, NLw york'.  
- 

copies or-trre coverpage
and Table of Contents are enclosed.

Yet, according to the Introduction of the Report:

f f  .  .  .  on May 6,  1991,  Honorable Lawrence H.
Cooke, Chief Judge of the Court of Appeals of
New York, invited the Standing Cornrnittee to
conduct an evaluatj_on of the disciptinary
systems of al l  four judicial departments in
N e w  Y o r k  A c c o r d i n g l y ,  a  s t a t e w i d e
evaluation team of six mernbers was sent to
visit  the four judicial departnents on March
4-5,  and 8-11,  1-9BZ.  The members who v is i ted
t h e  F i r s t  a n d  S e c o n d  D e p a r t m e n t s
were. . .  alea

Responsib i l i ty .  .  .  r r
a d d e d ) .

(at  pp.  L-2,  emphasis

we understand that your rrrecords reflect there was only onewritten-report issued by.the aeAJollowing the Lgg2 consultation
with the New york disciprin?ry system,' (ernphasis ;Jd;at:
However,  s ince Ms. Gray, wi th wnom you work,  actuar iyparticipated in the ABA study, we wo-uta appreciate haiconfirmation that there were no aaaitional reports "iraii"=i"n €tdiscipli lary mechanisms within the other dEpartments wittr- tnespecificity that appears in the December LgB2 Report relative tothe First Department.
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f would note that several weeks ago f trras told--perhaps by you
or possibly by Brad Hoffman, Assistant to Ms. bray--that thereason rfe had. gotten no response to our request tor aga reportson the disciplilary. - systems in New yorkrs other apperratedepartments wat' that they were rrconfidentialr and tnat tha- reporton the First Department we had received had been sent to us inerror.

I know I discussed the nconfidentialityr issue at some 1engthwith ur. Hoffman on september 29th--and that he was supposed tot'get back to .me' prornptly about it sincer Ers r tord hfi; ,"-. i"presentry- before the New york state court of Appears ,i i=i"g-iconst i tut ional  chal lenge to New Yorkrs at to." ; t -a iscipLi ;ary
raw. Yet, despite severar messages left for Mr. froffrnan, 

-he 
ha3not returned my cal1s.

rndeed, in ny conversation with Mr. Trombadore last week, rexpressry brought up the fact that r had been tord that thereports were rrconfidentiarr. rnasmuch as Mr. Trombadore,
although chairman of the Standing comrnittee on profess j.onal
Discipline, v/as unaware of the Lggi ABA report on the New york
system until I told him about it and expreJsed surprise that itwould be considered rconf ident iarr--r  b l l ieve Ms. Gray shourd,
addi t ional ly,  c lar i fy the rrconf ident ia l i tyr  issue for him.

Yours for  a  qual i ty  jud ic iary ,

fl"^q&cJky'-
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center  for  Judic ia l  Accountabi l i ty ,  fnc.

cc: Ralmond R. Trombadore, Chair
ABA standing committee on professional Discipl ine

Jeanne P. Gray, Director
ABA Center for professional Responsibi l i ty
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