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Ralph Nader, Esq.
Center for the Study of Responsive Law
P.O. Box 19367
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE:

Dear Mr. Nader:

Continuing or phone corwersation ftom a year ago January, when I told you about how the Center
for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA), our non-profit, non-partisarq citizens' organization, had been
unable to obtain any foundation funding to build a staffto provide legal services to victims ofjudicial
misconduct -- who ue urnble to find lawyers to assist them either in the private sector or in public
interest organizations -- I wish to bring to your attention a matter worthy of your attention.

The Hofstra Law School confereoce, "Legal Ethics: Access to Justice" -- at which you are to give
the opening address on April 5th -- is accessible ONLY to those who can afford the prohibitive $g5O
rate for the three-day program.

Initially, when I called up about the conference rate, there was no information available about any
discount for public interest organizations working to make justice accessible. Thereafter, professoi
Roy Simon, the Director of Hofstra Law School's Institute for the Study of Legal Ethics and Co-
Director ofthe conference -- for whom I had left two telephone messages inquiring about the rate --
was not ashamed to inform me (through a staffer) that the conference was not discounting for public
interest organizations. A couple of days ago, this was modified slightly, but only to the extent that
public interest organizations would be permitted to register to attend the three days individually,
rather than as a package. The total price remains $350 and the breakdown is as follows: I day: $150,
2 days: $275,3 days: $350. Needless to say, no "cheap seats" for the interested public.
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This price schedule is from conference organizers who know that the major problem having to do
with "access to justice" is its cost: the average person is PRICED OUT. presumably, these
organizers -- and many of the speakers they've invited -- will rail against such problem at the
conference and speak about how the legal community should be doing more. Assuredly, you will be
one ofthem.

I trust you will be bothered by this "lack of sensitivity" (a.k.a. "hypocrisy'') of conference organizers
-- for whom I left word that I would be contacting you. Indeed, their lack of sensitivity is also
reflected in the list of speakers they've assembled. One after another, their identifying credentials are
as law school professors, judges, private practitioners (in presumably high-priced law firms), part of
the ABd or part of the media. I can tell you from direct, first-hand experience that a considerable
number ofthese speakers are individuals who, in the most obscene and dramatic fashion imaginable,
have shunned and sabotaged CJA's efforts to provide legal services to victims ofjudicial misconduct
and to vindicate the public's rights on issues involving judicial selection and discipline. As to those
whose unprofessional and unethical behavior CJA has documented in correspondence, I include the
conference's Co-Director and Hofstra Law School's preeminent ethics professor, Monroe Freedmaq
the conference's April 7th luncheon speaker, federal District Judge Jack Weinstein; Jeanne Gray,
Director of the ABA's Center for Professional Responsibility; Stephen Gllers, Nyg Law School,s
preeminent ethics professor; Anthony Davis, a board member of the ABA's affiliate Association of
Professional Responsibility Lawyers and chairman of the Committee on Professional Discipline of
the Association of the Bar of the City of New York; Burnele Powell, active in the ABA on ijsues of
professionalism; Frank Rosiny, former Chairman of the Committee on Professional Discipline of the
New York State Bar Association, and Patricia Hynes, the ABA's Second Circuit representative on
its Standing Committee on Federal Judiciary.

All of the foregoing individuals have directly and by their inaction contributed to the subversion of
ethical standards and the rule of law that is chronicled in CJA's August 27, lggT public interest ad,"Restraining 'Liars in the Courtroom' and on the Pubtic Payroll'. A copy of that ad, whose
53,077.22 cost came out ofmy ownpocket, is enclosed. InNONE ofthe cases described by the ad --
public interest cases each and every one -- were we able to get assistance from any of these
individuals, whose assistance we had whcited precisely because they occupy positions of ieadership.
Nor were we able to get ary assistance from the legal establishment they represent. Over and again,
in the face of our entreaties that we needed their help to vindicate the public's rights and to prot."i
us from the vicious judicial retaliation to which we were being subjected as a result of our judicial
whistle-blowing advocary, they ignored us. This was their general response, although sometirnes they
denied us assistance,without reasons, or by false claims that they could do nothing. Such ,.rponr..
were with knowledge that we had been unable to find legal assistance anywhere else. These then are
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the presenters in programs about "Access to Justice"l

Of course, CIA also reached out to you. In the summer of 1994, the Center for the Study of
Responsive Law provided vs,free of charge, with two of your books, Verdict on Lawyers and
Whistle-Blowing which we had requested. Shortly thereafter, we sent you a sampling of CJA's work
product and earnestly sought "your guidance and support in developing our organization". Upon
becoming incorporated in the fall of 1994, we informed you that you were CJA's ,,first and
immediate choice for membership on our Board" and invited you to visit our headquarters. On
January 16, 1995, I spoke with you by phone. I told you that we were unable to find lawyers to
handle cases involving judicial misconduct and, additionally, unable to get media coverage, as a result
of which we had been required to run a $16,770 public interest ad on the Op-Ed page of the New
York Times,"V[here Do You Go lV'hen Judges Break the Law?" (10/26/94)2 Then, on September
26,1996, when you brought your presidential campaign to New York, I introduced myself to you,
and discussed with you the fact that even public interest organizations did not want to tackle cases
of judicial misconduct -- to which you reiterated what you told me in our January 16, 1995
conversation: that they are fearful of retaliation3 , which would jeopardize their other cases. I told
you that that was why CJA had to be staffed with lawyers -- whose only cases would be those
involving judicial selection and discipline. I also gave you, in hand, a copy of CJA's portfolio of
what was then seven years of citizen activism on those issues, contained as part of our funding
proposal. Thereafter, on January 21,1997, when I telephoned you from Washington, again telling
you we were unable to find legal assistancea and apprising you of our funding woes, you requested

I According to the website for the conference, "The program will include discussions
on a broad range of issues relating to the duty and ability of the legal profession to make lawyers and
an effective system ofjustice available to all types of clients." (emphasis added)

2 Your suggestion was that we contact Times'Ivlanaging Editor, Gene Roberts -- in
whom you expressed great confidence. Mr. Roberts' complete failure to respond to our written
communications with him and the Times' continued suppression of electorally-significant stories
about the dysfunction and comrption of the processes ofjudicial selection and discipline and its
deliberate black-balling of CJA was chronicled in our 1996 submissions to Project Censored, copies
of which we sent you under our December 4, 1996 and February 24, lggT coverletters.

3 See my December 4, 1996 letter to you: "I...was struck by your reiteration fon
September 26,19961of what you had told me then [January 16,1995]: that fear ofjudicia1retaliation
prevents established organizations -- even public interest organizations -- from 'taking on' issues of
judicial misconduct." (emphasis in the original).

' You suggested that we contact the Appleseed Foundation. In our February 4,lgg7
letter to its Legal Director, we sought to "develop a meaningful working relationship with the
Appleseed Foundation, one in which we may count on it for assistance.". We pointed out that we,
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that I zupply you with another two copies. These I immediately delivered to the Center, where I was
not only ushered rq btrt, to my surprise, given the opportunity to present a thumb-nail picture of CJA
to your long-time aide Rob Weisman -- an opportunity which you had arranged for me. yet, over
the next 4-Yzmonths we received no response from you and, on June 3, 1997, when I was again in
Washington and telephoned, I was told by the male staffer who picked up the receiver that I should
just infer from your non-response - and Mr. Weisman's failure to answer our letter communications
or to return our phone messages -- that you did not wish to help us. Immediately afterward, when
I went to the Center to speak with someone in a position of authority to verify this astonishing
statement and to provide a duplicate list of the Nader publications we had requested more than four
months eadier, I was even denied entry into the lobby of the building. My conversation with two of
your male staffers, including the one with whom I had just spoken by phone, was through the few
precious inches that they opened the locked outer glass door, as I stood shivering wet from the cold
rain of that day. Shortly thereafter, the Center sent us a variety of the requested publications -- with
a bill for $39.30.

One of the main reasons I wanted to go to the Hofstra confercncc was to have the opportunity to give
you, in hand, a $39.30 check and to discuss with you, in person, why - as your staffers claimed and
as it plainly appears - you are uninterested in helping us build our citizens' organtzation. I hoped to
also give you follow-up materials on the New York Times' on-going suppression of electorally-
significant stories about the dysfunction and coruption of the processes ofjudicial selection and
discipline and its black-balling of CJA (See fn. 2, supra). These materials consist of CJA's February
12, l99S letter to Arthur Sulzberger, Jr. -- to which you are an indicated recipient -- as well as an
earlier leffer to which you are an indicated recipient, CJA's November 12, lggT letteri to Sut Jhally,
a Project Censored Judge. As you may know, our prior experience in mailing materials to you is that
they end up stashed away on some high shelf where no one at the Center can find them (See, my
January 23,1997 letter to Mr. Weisman).

like Appleseed, "address systemic problems and have devised a variety of strategies for reform:
litigation, research-based advocacy, education". To provide Appleseed with "a more particularized
understanding of the enormity of the issues CJA has been tackling, single-handedly and without any
funding whatever", we enclosed a copy of our funding proposal. A copy of that letter and
Appleseed's discouraging April 16,1997 response are enclosed.

5 Exhibits "D-1" and "D-2" thereto consist of my correspondence with Abe Rosenthal,
following which, as "D-3", is"Nader Declcs Rosenthaf' fromthe September 1993 issue of Lies of
Our Times.
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In the event that due to price considerations I do not have the opportunity to attend the "Access to
Justice" conference on legal ethics, I enclose those materials and my personal check for $39.30.
Should you have some spare time to meet with me while you are in New York -- either before or
after your opening address -- I would be most pleased and extremely grateful to fill you in on CJA's
development and continuing accomplishments. As illustrative, I enclose a copy of our article,
"Without Merit: The Empty Promise of Judicial Discipline", published last summer in The Long
Term View. the journal of the Massachusetts School of Law (Vol4, No. l). Also enclosed is the
tribute that I and my mother, as CJA's co-founders, received from the Westchester County Weekly.
whictq in its last week's issue, featured us as among "six women whose idealism has transformed a
community'' (coverstory).

Yours for a quality judiciary,

Enclosures:

By fa,x:

By mail:

eaaQILW
ELENA RUTH SASSOWE& Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.

(l)"Restraining 'Liars in the Courtroom' and on the Public Pryroll,,
NIYLJ, 8127197

(2)"True Believers: whistleblowerc', westchester county weekb,3/19-3/2s/gg

(3)*without Merit: The Empty Promise of Judicial Discipline", Long Term view
(Massachusetts School of Law: Vol4, No. l, summer 1997)

(4) CJA's 2/12/98ltr to Arthur Sulzberger, Jr.
(5) Mr. Sulzberger's2ll8l98 response I
(6) CJA's llll2l9T ltr to Sut Jhally (Project Censored)
(7) CJA's 2l4l97ltr to Appleseed

[previously transmitted to you under CJA's 3/ll/97ltr to Mr. Weisman]
(8) Appleseed's 4/16/97 response

J


