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John Spencer,Candidatefor U.S. Senate
P.O.Box 864
Yonkers,New York 10702-0864
RE:

InformingtlreV.oters:SenatorHillaryRodhamClinton's readity-veriJtable
corruption in office, as evidencedby her record on judicial selectionand
discipline- coveredup by an election-riggingpress

Dear Mr. Spencer:
As you know, the Centerfor JudicialAcco_unt1b_ility,
Inc. (CJA) is a nationalonon-profit, nonpartisancitizens' organization,basedin New Yort, working to ensurethat the pio."rr"r of
judicial selectionand disciplineare effectiveand meaningful.
This letter is occasionedby the Februaryl't New York Times article, "Clinton RaisesMiltions
More as G.O.P.S*ains to Field a Challengef',.byRayrnondHernandez,reporting-y"t agaitt-on SenatorClinton's "enormous"fundraisilg irrabsoluteterms and as-cornp*.-dto you] over
whom shehasan "enormouslead" in the polls.
Pleasebe advisedthat more than six monthsago,by letter dated luly 29,2005, CJA explicitly
notified The Times' highestechelons- with a iopy-to Mr. Hernandez -- ihat Senatordrtont
fund-raisingwould tumble,aslikewiseher poll nurnbers,if thepublicwereinformedofher record
with respectto judicial selectionanddiscipline. As to that r""ord, it criminally implicatesS"nutoi
Clinton in the comlption ofthe processesbfjudicialselectionanddisciplinejon both federaland
New York State levels -.rightfully
-e1!ir€ her re-election to the denate this year ;J h";
prospectiverun for thepresidencyin 2008.
The Timeshasknownthis sinceJune20b3-- with Mr.
Hernandezhimself knowing it sinceApril 2004.
CJA's website,wwwjudgeJvatglr.grg,
poststhesubstantiatingprimarysourcedocuments-- most
convenientlyaccessed
viathesrlebarpanel,"Elections2006llnformtngtheVoters".A clickwill
bring you to a link * u "P.aperTrail of SenatorClinton's Comrptioninbffice" and additio"uffy,
-&
to a link entitled "PressProtectionismof SenatorsSchumer Clintott", chronicfi"g ii-ei;
p_rotectionism
of SenatorClinton, in tandem
-with its protectionismof her Senate"6tGffi,
Schumer,
with
whom
she
has
collusively
actediri betrayingthePeopleofthe StateofNew
-Charles
York and the nation.
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Of course,The Times is not alonein protectingSenatorClinton from scrutinyasto her record in
comrpting:3ndll perpetuatingthe comrptionof, theprocesses
ofjudicial selectionanddiscipline.
The list ofNew York mediaincludesTheNew York Law Journal-andThe Village Voice,eich of
which publishedlettersto the editor ffioty
the
@ing,
former of which was quite explicit as to the electoral ramifications to Senitor^Clintdn of
exlLriningthe pertinentprimarysourcedocuments.Thesetwo publishedletters,aslikewise my
published letter to the editor of the capitol hill newspaper,Iioll Call, are enclosedfor your
convenience.
A mole particularizedsummaryof SenatorClinton's official misconduct-- nscornmittedon her
behalfby her former counselLeeciaEve,who, until this week,wasa candidateforthe Democratic
nominationfor LieutenantGovemor- is setforth by CJA's January27ftmemoto Dr. JonCoheno
also a candidatefor the samenominationuntil thii week. Postedbnthe "Elections2006i' p"g;
itseli the memo will enableyou to understandthat an expose
of SenatorClinton's ...or'd 6n
'documenta{v
judicial selectionand discipline will, blLthe very same
evidence,bring d;;
AttorneyGeneralEliotSpitzer--theotherwiseall-but.certaiffiwY5rk_as
well as his hand-pickedchoice for LieutenantGovernor,StateSenateMinority LeaderDavid
Paterson,whoseannouncementlast week causedMs. Eve and Dr. Cohento drop out.
In thg t1!er9stof goodgovernment,we would be pleasedto facilitateyour review ofthis readilyverifiable documentaryevidenceby providing you with hard copies--and requestto meetwith
you to T*. a-personal
presentationasto its dispositive,election--attering
signifrcance.With such
irrefutableevidencej1-hand,you can-4. a powerful, history-making"co;tributionto restorinl
competitionto New York's 2006 electoralracesandto bringing to offiie worthy public servanfi
truly dedicatedto governmentalintegrity and the public wetrare.

Yoursfor a qualityjudiciary,
governmental
integrity,andmeaningfulelections,
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To the Editor

Portrayalin Neqlsltem.
Found'Denigrating'
[.ast month, an important casein
which I was the criminal defendant
went to trial in Washington,D.C.At
issuewas what took place at the US.
lgnale Judiciary Committee's May
22,2003,public hearing to confirm
President GeorgeBush's nomination
of New York Court of Appeals Judge
, Richard C. Wesleyto ttr-eSecondCi-r.
cuit Court of Appeals.
Although a lengthy front-pags
article appeared in Legal Times,
owned byAmerican Lawyer Media,
the same parent company as owns
the New York Law Journal, the Law
Journal did not run it. Instead, it
ran a scurrilous front-page "News
in Brief" item, "Sassower Faces
Charges of Disrupting Congress"
(April l2), whose most false and
defamatory assertion is directlv
refuted by the Legal Times article.
According to the Law Journal
item, I both'spoke out" and .'was
arrested for attempting to speak
during the confirmation heiring
without being invited to do so." It
then continues "ShOcontends she
simplywantedto speakher mind...l
No sane professional would
"contend[]
she simplywanted to
speak her mind" - a portrayal
reinforcingthe item's denigrating
opening description that I have
"made
a career of challenging
alleged corruption in New Vorf
Courfs." The inference is that I arn
pulsuing, in an individual capaCity,'alleged" corruption that may
be only'in my mlnd."
Conspicuously omitted - as
likewise from the front-page "New
in Brief" item, 'sassower Found
Guilty of Disrupting Congressr
(April 2l) - are-my-profesiiona.l
title and organizational affiliation.
No editorializing was needed for
the Law Journal to plainly state
that I am coordinator and co.founder of the Center for Judicial
Accountability Inc. (CJA) - a
national, non-partisan,non-profi!
citizens' organization.

For more than a decade, CJA has
been documentingthe dysfunction
politicization and corruption of the
closeddoor processeeof judicial
selection and discipline by advocagy that is scrupulously evidence_
based. Indeed, upon Mr. Bush's
nomination of Judge Wesley,I per_
99na!V_,prepared a fact-jpecific
March 26;2003,written statement
paqticularfzlqgthe casef ile pvidence
establishing Judge Wesley's coi_
ruption on the New york Court of
Appeals in two major public intei
est cases,resulting in vast, irrepar-a.
ble injury to the Peo6lleof New Vork
I then handdelivered this statement
- including the substantiating case_
file documents - to the American
Bar Associationand Association of
the Bar of the City of New york, to
SenatorsSchumerand Clinton. and
to the SenateJudiciary Committee.
None made anyfindings of fact and
conclusions of law with respect
thereto. Nor did they - or Judge
Wesley,to whom I sent a copy of tf,e
statement - ever deny or dispute
its accuracy in any respect.
As to what I "contend" I said and
d i d a t t h e S e n a t eJ u d i c i a r y C o m .
TitJg" hearing, the Legal Times got
it right:
"According
to Sassower. sh6
read from a prepared statement:
'Mr. Chairman,
there's citizen oppo.
sition to JudgeWesleybased on iiis
documented corruption as a New
York-Cg_urt
of Appeals judge. May I
testitu?"

JudgeWesley's"documented cor_
ruption:" - covered up by the baJ
associations, Senators Schumer,
Clinton, and the Senate Judiciary
""
Committee, among others _ ii
major political scandal, yet to be
reported. Its o<plosive ramificationi
would rightfully derail Senator
Schumer'sreelection campaign and
SenatorClinton's talked-abbuifuture
candidacy for president.Fortunate
ly, readers do not have to rely on the
Law Journal, but can verifyihis for
themselves. The substantiating pri,
mary source documents _ includ.
ing the unrefuted and irrefutable
March 26, 2003, statement - are
-postedon the homepage of CJAs
Web qite-, www.judgewatch.org,
under the heading"paper Trail Doi_
umentingthe Corruption of Federal
JudicialSelection/Confirmationand
the 'Disruption of Congress'Caseit
Spawned."
Elena Ruth Sassower.
Coordinator, Center for Judicial
Accountability, Inc. (CIA)

6

[!!!l$|

vrLLAGEVorcE
rrsnulRy
t6-z?.200i

lettens
Activists, judges
I am the subiectoflThe Scourge
ofHer Conviction" by Kristen
Lombardi [February 2-8],
purporting to be about my
arrest, conviction, and six-month
incarceration on a "disruption
ofCongress"charge.Such a
story shamelesslycoversup
the comrption of federaljudicial
selectioninvolving a Who's
Who of the high and mighty
in New York and Washington.
It hardly befits a newspaper that
holds itself out as maintaining
a tradition of "no-holds-barred
reporting and criticism. "
Among the high and mighty
who getoff"scot-free" or virtually
so:senatorsSchumerand Clinton.
Your story makesit appear that
they-and likewise the U.S.
SenateJudiciary Committe*
.could fr eely ignore documentary
evidence of comrption by New
York Court of Appeals judge
Richard Wesley,which I presented
to them weeksbefore the committee'sMay 22,2003,hearingto
confirm his nomination to the
SecondCircuit Court of Appeals.
Indeed,you nowhere identify
that senatorsSchumer and Clinton
were dutybound to examine that
evidenceand had the power to

prevent the nomination fr om
proceedingto a hearing.Nor do
you mention that the nomination
wasthe product of a political
" agreement," announced
by Senator Schumerin a pressreleas+-let
aloneexploreGovernorPataki's
role inthat "agreement."Omitted
is thatJudgeWesleywasapal of
the govemor from their daysin
the New York legislature and the
govemor'sfirst appointeeto the
New York Court of Appeals.AIso
omitted is the Center forfudicial
Acc ountability's evidence-based
assertionthat the nomination was
a "payback" to fudge Wesleyfor
having protected Govemor Pataki
in a politically explosive public
interest lawsuit directly implicating him in the comrption of the
StateCommission on fudicial
Conduct and "merit selection"to
the New York Court of Appeals.
Asto the documentary
evidenceof fudgeWesley's
comrption in that lawsuit, you
make no qualitative asse'ssmentand garblewhat JudgeWesley did
and what the lawsuit was about.
Indeed,you socompletely protect
the guilty that you do not call
the commissionby its name,
but euphemistically refer to it as
"the state'sjudicial-reviewboard."

Senatot Schumer is a Haward
Law School graduate,Senator
Clinton a graduate of Yale Law
School, What were their findings
of fact and conclusions of law
with respectto what you describe
asthe " 27-pagememorandum
that outlined, in meticulous detail,
the center'sopposition"? And why
has the Vorce,which has a copy
of that March 26, 2003,memorandum and the pertinent substantiating evidenceof |udge Wesley's
misconduct in the commission
caseand in an earlier casechalIenging the constitutionality of bilIions of dollars ofNewYorkbonds,
not itself come forward with findings of fact and conclusionsoflaw?
That you smearmeasa
"pest" and otherwise besmirch
my proper and professionaladvocacy only firrther underscoresyour
benayal of frurdamental standards
of joumalism. Vot'cereaders
can judge this for themselves
by examining the paper trail of
documents pgrtaining to the
"disruption of Congress"
case,
posted on the center'swebsite,
iudgewatch.org.
ElenaRuthSassower
Coordinator,
Centerfor
Judicial AccountabilityInc.
WhitePlains, NewYork
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Conecting
TheRecord
I was wrongfully convicted of
"disruption of Congress," which
you reported on April 21 ("Jury
Convicts Judiciary Protester").
"arContary to your story I never
"the
gued" that
right of citizensto
'is
not
testify at public hearings ...
and must never be deemedto be a
disruption of Congress."' ktdeed,
your quotes were only around the
secondhalf of that supposedargument.
What I actually argued was that
"a
citizen's respectrul request to
testify at a Congressionalcorunittee's public hearing is not - and
mustneverbe deemedto be-'disruption of Congress."'This was obscured by the prosecution, which,
without any basis in fact, painted
'1did not folme as Someonewho
low themles," further alleging that
"broke the law by loudly disruptI
ing a U.S. SenateJudiciary hear- '
ingi'
In fact, more than two months
before the committee's May 22,
2003,hearing to confirm NewYork
Court of Appeals Judge Richard
Wesley to the 2nd'U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals - and in conjunction with my request to testify
in opposition, ascoordinatorof the
national, nonpartisan, nonprofrt
citizens' organization Center for
Judicial Accountabiliry, Inc. - I
askedthe committee, in writing, for
its mles, proceduresand standards.
None were supplied, just as the
conj@itteenever senta letter denying my request totestify. Nor did
anyonein authority at the cornrnittee deny the request orally. More
seriously, no committee counsel
ever called me, let alone interviewed me. aboutthe case-filedoc-
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umentsIhad handdelivered to the
committee two and a half weeks
before'the hearing Uosubstantiate
CJA s particularrzad written statement as to Wesley's readily verifi=
able comrption as ajudge on New
York's highest stale court in two
public-interest casesaffecting the
rights and welfare of the people of
New York Committee underlings
refused to even give me the names
of reviewing courlsel - and my
many, many phone messages to
speakto such unidenffied counsel
and to others in authority at the
committee and in the offices of
Chairman Orrin Hatch (R-Utah)
andranking memberPahick lrahy
(D-Vt.) were unretumed.
rThis scandalousstate of affairs,
where the Senate Judiciary Committee wilfirlly ignoresevidenceof
nominee unfitness in order to consummatethe polilical deals which
Senatorsmake over judgeships, is
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chronicled in facrspecific conespondence I sent to Hatch and
hahy, aswell asto NewYork Sens.
Charles Schumer @) and tlillary
RodhamClinton (D) and fte Capi.
tol Police prior to the hearing. It is
posted on the home page of CJAs
Website,wwwjudgewatch.org,under the heading,'?aper Trail Documenting the Comrption of Federal
Judicial Selection/Confirrnation
and the 'Dsruption of Congress'
Caseit Spawned."
As to what took place at the Judiciary Committee'sMay 22, ?ffi3,
hearing, the best evidence is the
videotape. The second best evidenceis the official tanscript. Bottr
arepostedat the top of CIA s home
page - with an analysis of each.
Such analysis highlights - apqrt
- thetellfrom my correspondence
talesigns,revealedbythevideo,that
"the Committee's leadenhip 'set
me up'to be arrested"
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On lun€ 1, I will be sentencedto
jail for up to six months for r4y
words at the hearing.Thesewords,
notuttered by me until afterthepresiding chailman, Sen. Saxby
Chambliss (R-Ga.), had already
adjoumed the hearing, were: "Mr.
Chairman, there's citizen opposition to Judge Wesley basedon his
documented comrption as a New
York Couit ofAppeals judge. May
I tqstify?"
Harch and [,eahy, Schumer and
Clinton - and, of course,Chambliss- all of whom invokedttreirimmunities under the Speechor DebateClauseto quashmy subpoenas
for their testimony at trial - should
be asked how much jail time they
deem appropriate for such a concocted "criqe."
'
Elena Ruth Sassower
Coordinator
Center for Judicial
Accountabili.ty Ini
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