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CENTER for JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY, INC. is a national, non-partisan, not-for-profit citizens'
organization documenting how judges break the law and get away with it.
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A Hov. C;7%1ory. ““Group guestions barfrankingz," compels
this reply. The methods used by the Westchester County and West-

chester Women's Bar Associations to rate judicial nominees are

as indefensible as the statement of their presidents that the

Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc., ~“declined to partici-

pate in the (ratings) process.'' The statement is absclutely un-

+rue. Not only did they never extend us any invitation to do so,

but they showed no interest in the negative information we prof-

fered, well before the elections.

Our experience with these and other bar associations has
shown that their judicial rating process does not rest on ade-
quate investigation, even where adverse information is brought
to their attention. It is because these bar associations know
that they have given their stamp of approval to ungualified and
unfit candidates that they hide behind an unwarranted ~ confi-
dentiality'' to deprive the public of its right to know.

That these two bar presidents could freely admit to having
withheld the requested biographic and other substantiating in=-
formation to support their “‘well-gqualified'' and ~“qualified'’
judicial ratings © relied upon by the media and the votersd
demonstrates that the associations do not respect basic demo-
cratic principles. It should be cbviocus that information provid- 71 ‘
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ed to the bar associations by %%5332¥15gggng;gg/judlc1a1 candi-
dates should be availakle to e electorate before it can be q%h/
expected tc vote intelligently in choosing one candidate over
another. DORIS L. SASSOWER %
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White Plains
(The writer is/f;underlof The Center for Judicial Accountabil-
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