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John D. Feerick, Chairman
Fund/Committee for Modern Courts
c/o Fordhan University School of Law
140 West  62nd Street
New York,  New York 10023

Dear Chainnan Feerick:

We congratulate you on becorning
Modern Courts and look forward
advance our  common goal  o f
j ud i c ia ry .

Box 69, Gedney Station

White Plains, New York 10605

Chair of the Fund/Committee for
to working together with you to

a wel I -qual i f ied,  independent

I understand that prior to her departure, El izabeth Hubbardr 6s
Executive Director of Modern Courts, forwarded to you and other
members of  the Board in format ion rerat ing to  an Ar t ic re 7g
proceeding we comrnenced against the New Yorl i  State Commission on
Judic ia l  Conduct  for  i ts  gross dere l ic t ion of  duty  to  the people
of  th i -s  s tate.

A descr ip t ion of  that  ground-breaking l i t igat ion--and how the
state supreme court has dumped it  by ablndoning elementary
standards of  ad judicat ion and fa ls i fy ing the factual  record--was
pubJ"ished rast week by the New york iaw Journar in ny "Letter to
the Edi tor r r .  rn  case you missed,  i t ,  i  am enctos ing a copy,  as
werr  as a copy of  the cour t rs  dec is ion,  a lso pubr ished in  tn l ' r ,aw
Journa l .

r specif icalJ-y direct your attention to the l_ast paragraph of my
let ter .  fn  per t inent  par t  i t  reads as fo l lows:

r r T h e  p u b l i c  a n d  l e g a l  c o n m u n i t y  a r e
encouraged to access the legal papers in the
Article 78 proceeding from thJ New york
C o u n t y .  C l e r k t s  o f f i c e  ( S a s s o w e r  v .
Commiss ion ,  #gS- t09141)  .  .  .Wha t  t hose  papers
unmistakably show is that the comrnission
protect-s judges from the consequences of
the i r  jud ic ia l  n isconduct- -and,  i ;  turn,  is
protected by them.r l
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A ful l  set of thg court papers in sassovrer v. eommission is lnthe possession of Modern courts. rrrey were transmitted by usmonths ago to demonstrate the vital need for Modern courts toprav a role it__t-!" l it igation on beharf of tn" puuii" i"l lr""ilr assume Ms. Hubbardts cornmunication with tne l;ra about theIit igation was in that context.

Now that the state supreme court has so demonstrably torpedoedthe rit igation, Modern courtsr assistance i; ;;;;- i i !"rative thanever' Participation is additionally appropriate u6cause Moderncourt was instrumentar 
.i l  cr"ating- 

- 
th; commission, whoseimportance it has consistently ,""ogr,i"tA.

As r am sure you know, Modern courts twice iesued reports on thec - o n . n i s s  i  o n ,  t h e  m o s t  r e c e n t  u n d e r  l t i c h a e i  c a r d , o z o r schairmanship. However, it appears that in neitrrlr report didModern Courts compare the Constitution and statute witn the self-promulgated rules of the commission, which exaninalion =nor=-iobe faciar ly i r reconcirabre.  Nor does i t  ;pp;ur- ' tn" t  Moderncourts ever examined the kind. of judiciar rni=lbna""t complaintsbeing dismissed without-  invest igat i ln by the commission, so as todetermine the  cons t i tu t ionat i t y  o f  the  conmiss ionrs  se l f -pronurgated 
f l r . ,  as .  appr ied.  

-  
our t i t igat i ; ; - -against  theComnission wiI I  surely be- in 'eye-openern.

w€, therefore, respectfurly request that your as chair of Moderncourts,  and Mr.  cardozo, aJ Vice-chair  
' . r ,a -cnair  

of  i tsExecutive com_mi_ttee, personarly review the "o,rit pip".=, in thepossession of Modern courts, 
-ro 

as to verify Ln-"-i"unscendingpubl ic s igni f icance of  the Art icre 7g procee-ding and what hasbeen done to it by the state Supreme Court.

You can be assured that the s igni f icance of  th is l i t igat ion isno t  ros t  upon us .  There fore ,  a .copy  o f  th is  re t te r  l s  ue ing  sentto counsel  at . the_ Assernbly . rudic iary conmit tee,-Lg;tn",  wi th adupr icate of  the sassower v.  conmission court  pup"r=-.

we expect that the Assenbly. Judiciary comrnittee wiII rightfullylook to Modern courts for its assessinent of the frightening anddangerous si tuat ion--both at  the commissi""- ; ;J- i ;  the statesupreme court-- fu l rv docurnented by the Art ic le 7B f i re.

Yours for  a  qual i ty  jud ic iary ,

8&aqcfu4.xf-
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center  for  Judic ia l  Accountabi l i ty ,  Inc.

Enclosures/ccrs:  on next  page
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Enclosures:
(a) rrComrnl-ssLon Abandons rnvestigative Mandater, Ltr to

E d i t o r ,  N Y I J , 8 / L 4 / 9 5
(b)  Memorandurn-Decis ion,  NYIJ,  7  /3L/gs
(c) CJA brochure

cc:  Michael  A.  Cardozo,  V ice-Chai rman,  Modern Cour ts
2L2-969-2900

Alan Beck, Assistant Director, Modern Courts
2L2-869-L l -3 3

Patricia Gorman, counsel, Assenbry Judiciary cornmittee
51_8-455-57  52


