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SUPREME EOURT-OF THE STATE OF NEW VORKAPPELI,ATE DTVTSTON, SEAdN; JUDICIAL DEPT.
- - - - - - - - xfn the Mat ter  o f  Dor is  L.  Sassower,An Attorney and eoun""fJ"_ut_Law,

GRTEVANCE EOUMTTTEE FOR THE NTNTHJUDTCIAL DISTRTCT,
pet i t ioner ,

Docke t  #go -OOr tS

e n t
t<eguested

AFFIDAVTT TN SUPPORT
9 _ F  M O T I o N  F o R
$lRgyMENr, RENEWAL;
AND RECONSTDERATTON

DORIS L. SASSOWER,
.  Respondent .

- - - -x

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF WESTEHESTER

)
)  s s :
)

DORIS L. SASSOWER, being duly sworn,

1.  f  am. the Respondent ,  r r ro
proceeding, fulIy farni l iar with al l  the
proceedings heretofore had here in.

2- This Aff idavit is submitted in support of a motion
to reargue,  renew, and reconsider  th is  cour t rs  Decis ion and
order  dated November 12,  Lggz (Ex.  , ,A") ,  where in th is  cour t ,  sua
sl ronte '  amended i ts  Ju ly  31,  1-gg2 . rder  (Ex.  .Br , )  so as to
impose maximum a1lowable s tatutory  costs  of  $ fOO against  me for
having brought  a mot ion to  vacate th is  cour t rs  June L4,  1991
order suspending me from the practice of law rfuntir the further
order  of  the eour t r  (Ex.  rcr ) .  r  respect fu l ly  subrn i t  that  such
discret ionary award is  a  harsh and unjust  penal ty  for  my having

deposes  and  says :

S€,  in  the above

factsr  papers and

5 3 4
5r<

o 
H 

r'



sought a r fur ther order of  the court 'by br inging to th is courtrs
at tent ion a supenrening decis ion of  the court  of  Appeals,  which,
as hereinafter shown, had legi t i rnate bear ing on the centrar issue
ny mot ion presented, i .e. ,  [y r ight  to an order vacat ing the
suspension.

3' My motion to vacate rested on the Court of
Appearsr interrrening May 5,  Lgg2 decis ion 

@ ,  72
N . Y . 2 d  S 2 O ,  5 8 3  N . y . S .  g 4 g  I  S 9 3  N . E .  Z d ,  1 3 5 7  ( 1 9 0 2 y  1 .  f n  t h a t
ease' the court of Appears vacated an interirn attorney suspension
order of this court made without factuar findings.

4' My notion papers showed that the facts in my ease
were a fortiori and that vacatur of my suspension was mandated as
a matter of  1aw2. Like the Russakoff  order,  my own suspension
order (Ex'  ner)  was nade without factuar f indings.

5.  I t  is  respectful ly submit ted that th is
overrooked the a fortiori facts presented, which made ny
far more compelling than those in Russakoff:

(a) In ny ease, there r{ras IA
Grievance Committee or before any Referee

Court

ease

Appellate Division or before any other tr ibunal
the  June  L4 ,  1991  suspens ion  o rde r  (Ex .  , ,C r ) .

hearing before the

appointed by the

nr ior  to  ent ry  of

Nor has there been
any hearing ever afforded me since that date un t i l  t he  p resen t .

L The Russakof f  dec is ion was annexed as Exhib i t  ,E, ,  to  mymot ion to  vacate. -  
,

2  see,  
-6 /L5/g2 Af  f  idav i t  in  suppor t  o f  order  to  showeauser  pF.  tg- } i  t  - 'e7)z)s1_ n ' ,s  ar i iaa i r i t  in  Repry and Fur thersuppor t r  pp.  2-4;  aTio)62-DLs r t r ,  p .  2 ' .
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t . r

a g a i n s t

directed

By contrast, l,Ir. Russakoff, pleading his
sel f - incr in inat ion,  expressly refused to

hearinqr before the Grievanee committee.

pr i v i l ege

attend a

(b)  rn  my case,  ar I  mater iar  factual  ar legat ions__
inc luding those bear ing on jur isd ic t ion3__were 

speci f ica l ly
controver ted by h€4,  and my speci f ic  denia ls  were fu l lydocumented in ny written subnissi.ons in opposi.t ion to and insupport of my mot j-ons to disrniss the notions nade by Gary
caserra, chlef counsel to the Grievance committee, to suspend mefor  a l leged menta l  incapaci ty  and for  my ar leged , , fa i rure toconply' with an order for a nedical examination.

B y  c o n t r a s t ,  M r .  R u s s a k o f f  s u b m i t t e d  a naff i rmat ion in which he nade only generar deniars of  the charges
of misconduct arreged and decr ined to anshrer any speci f ic
quest ions concerning the nater iar .  a l legat ions of  misconduct__as
to  which he asser ted h ls  pr iv l lege against  ser f  _ i_ncr imi_nat ion.

3 un t ike .  Russakof f ,  r  ra ised  ju r isd ic t ionar  ob jec t ionssinee the appr i"ut ioFEr.  my intei in suspens' .on rested on amotion onrv--nor an underiit:i 
GrgT!..iti-;;.---;or"o,,r"r, ir wasundenied that r  was n""Li  served with i ,a copy 

-ot ' i f r "  
charges,r  o.which the suspensior,  

-" . "  
based or.  ever served personarrvtherewith (6/Ls7.s2 ar i io iv i t  G-; ;p; ; r  

.o!  ord; ' ;  show causelpp' 7-e) '  Judiciarv Law - se.9.(6) 
-;; ; f t t ! lr- i lni, i . != 

compriancewith both those prere{u is i ies , ,berore l r , * . t to"n"y c- .n  b.  , . r=p"nc ledrr .
4  Th"  fur r  extent  o j  my a l leged r r fa i lure to  compry 'consisted of _ rny retention of "o.r.,="f 

-to 

.cha.rrenge an ord.er ofthis Court deerned t; 
-; ; '  

untawful .  Such is l ir ;  r ight of aI i t iqant  and lawyer-  " "JJ"  ogr  systen of  just ice.  This  bas icconcept  is  re f lected in  Ee7- ;2 0f  ^  th6 r i ry . r ,=  code of
pro fess iona l  Respons iu i r i l v : , ,Respec i - r " "_ - j " ; i ; i ; i  

r u l i nss  i sessentiar to -trt" prop""- a-amini=-Jia-Ji"on of i*=ii""r however, atitisanr or 
ri" -i;;-v;; -*u{, in go;a railrr and.' within theffiffi"If ""t jrl""*il; iix" steps to tesr tne-co#.itnu== or the
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, '-4.
(

Even so,  th is  Cour t  s tated that  Mr.  Russakof f rs
refuted the comrnitteers clain that the charges of
conpletely rf uncontrovertedn .

(c) rn rny caser Do rnorar turpitude was crained in
connect ion wi th  Mr.  casel lars  mot ion for  ny suspension for  my
al leged r fa i lure to  cohplyr r  which resur ted in  the June 14,  199r-
suspens ion  o rde r  (Ex .  Le r ) ,

By  con t ras t ,  Mr .  Russako f  f  h ras  aeeusec l  o f
mishandl ing e l_ ient  and estate accounts by h is  unexpla ined
withdrawal 0f escrow funds. This charge was substantiated by
un rebu t ted  doeumen ta ry  ev idence  o f  Mr .  Russako f f , s  bank
statements and other evidence that the cornrnittee had inspected
folrowingr subrnissi-on of his af f  i-rnation stating generar deniars.

(d) rn ny easer ho irnlnediate danger to the public
i n t e r e s t  h r a s  r t c l e a r l y  e s t a b l i s h e d , ,  b y  a d m i s s i o n s  o r
uncontroverted proof--there beingr no adrnissions by me or any
uncontroverted proof by l t{r.  caserra of either ff immediate 

danger
to the pubr- ier r  or  rprobabre causerr to  ber ieve such was the case ' .

By contrast ,  in  Russakof f ,  the Cour t  o f  Appeals ,
a p p l y i n g  p a d i I I a ,  6 7  N . y . 2 d  4 4 0 ,  r e c o g n i z e d  t h a t ,  a b s e n t
adnissions or uncontroverted proof of facts showing such
immediate danger and probable cause, dD interim suspension order

g,eneral denials

misconduct  were

: : : : ̂  - . i_: 1.+. ?!3' T.'"i r lrt "'irt ol' ? o,ioTf"" " i i : 1 " ": ii " i _ ( T * .,, c,, )suspension wi-rhour oJr,?:. .  gy" 
- frJ""r=. 

r isht=,"" ;X t i i " i l i l
si6e1.4 (r) (r)  --crearry a'ervinq rhe cbnrrorr- i 'q h;r; l ;g r_n Marteror  Padi l la ,  67 N.y . id  ; i6 .  rsg.  yG) iz  er r iaav i l - i '  supporr  oro rde r  to  shgw _causer  pp .  

_s - ro '  (6 i ras . ^  14_6)  i  6 /22 /s2  DLSAff idavit ,  in Reply and ruitn"r supporl ,  p. 3 (para. B) )
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without f indings must be reversed where the normal pre_
suspension hearing requi-rernent has not been adhered to.

(e) rn my easer ro t ime r imitat ion r^/as speci f ied in
the June L4, r-99r- order as to the duration of my interirn
suspension (Ex. rrer)  and the inter im suspension order did notoriginate in any pending disciplinary proceeding and there was norelated dlscipl inary proceeding pending. fn the absence offf further order of the court,. , the June L4 , L9 g 1 interirn
suspension can continue for the remainder of ny tife-_with norequirement that r ever be afforded a hearing to deternine
whether there $tas a factuar basis for the 'fairure to cohpryrr
chargre.

By contrast, the duration of Mr.
suspension was l i rn i ted at  reast  by the d isposi t ion of
proceedings against him, which vrere related to the
his  suspension.

Russakof f  I  s

the pending

reasons  fo r

fn ny caser Do post_suspension disposi t ional
to  my a l leged non-cooperat ion hu=__%

been held,  despi te  my re i terated requests.

By contrast ,  in Russakoff ,  the Court  of  Appeals
articulated the need for correcti-ve action by this court to
er in inate the possibi l i ty  of  an indef in i te inter i rn suspension of
an  a t to rney fs  l i cense.

fn denying ny vacate motion,
subnitted that this Court overlooked the
uneguivocal intentions on the subject and

( f )

hear lng as

Iater--ever

i t  is  respectful ly

Court  of  Appeals '

ef fect ively nay be
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viewed as having endorsed, contrary to our High courtrs rnandate,rrhear ing-ressn, 
f  inding-r-ess inter in suspensions__free of  anyrequirement that even a post-suspension hearing be held as to thecharge for which the attorney was purportedry suspended.

6- Russakoff established rny legal right to vacatur byits express holding that there must be factuar findings tosupport an interrrn suspension order--which this court did notmake in  rny  case (Ex .  , , " r r ) .

Hosrever, Russakoff arso imposed another duty upon thisCourt ,  cal l ing for  i ts remedial  act ion:
tr. . .we do not__rea.c.h respondent I s alternativea r g u r n e n t  t h a t .  t h e  e b p " f  l a t e  D i v i s i o n , sinterirn suspensi""'""a.?tt"." improper becauseno provision was rnade for a reasonlbly prornptpost-suspension nearing.- However, in^asmucnas the matter is io ' -U".  rerni t ted,  i t  isworthwhile to note thal nJtn., the AppeLl-ateDivis ion Rules^^Voygrning inter i rn susplnsions( 2 2  N y c R R  6 o f : . n ( " ) ; ' e 6 ] _ . + 1 r 1  ,  e b r . + 1 r ; ,
tf,i:' 

t'"!t]l'::^:|i^!i'-"-ift" order issued int h i s  ca ie  p rov ide  
- ; ; ; ' "  Q rqe r  r ssued  i n

suspension herhi  e nr.  ^^* __,arrng. sorn" .X. l3i" l5t"": : : : ;
( : € " ,  g a r r y  v .3ffi:,jj:gf the gupreme coud

(enphasl - - l ;F-^ t  5uPP. 1419;  "(enphasis aaaeAy

7.  Exarn ina t ion  o f  Bar ry  v .  Bareh i  ,  443 U.S.  55 ,  66_68,
L 9  s ' e t  '  2 6 4 2 '  2 6 s o - s r ,  6 r -  L . E d  2 d ,  3 6 5  ( i , g 7 s )  ,  6 6 - 6 9 r .  ( r . 9 7 8 )  a n d

,  6 4 ) -  F .  S u p p  .  L 4 I g ,  E . D .
Pa'  (1989) ,  c i ted by the cour t  o f  Appears i -n  Russakof f ,  shows thefar- reachinq const i tu t ional  d imensions of  in ter i rn  suspensions ofpersons in  l icensed occupat ions.  fn  Barchi ,  supra,  a  ease
construing a New york statute relating to harness racehorse
tra iners,  the u.s .  supreme cour t  ru led uneonst i tu t ional  a
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statutory provision permitting interirn suspension of a l icense
without provis ion for a reasonabry prornpt post_suspension
disposi t ional  hear ing.  rn Gershenferd,  supra,  the pennsyrvania
federal court interpreted Barchi as appricabre to attorney
suspensions'  recogniz ing that a r icense to pract ice raw is aproperty right sinilarry protected by due process6.

Thus, when the court of Appeals i-n Russakoff favorabry
cited those two cases in catl ing for corrective acti_on, it rnust
be presuned to have done so with the reasonabre expectation that
this court would lrnplenent such clear eonstitutionar mandate.

g. consequentry, rather than denying my notion based
on Russakof f  and,  four  months rater ,  exere is ing i ts  d iscret ion,
sua sponte,  to  amend i ts  order  so as to  i rnpose $foO not ion costs

6 rn 
^P,l:"hi, supra, the u. s . supreme court held alicensing statute ui.,"""=fiE,tionaf ,Jf,J"", although it required apost-suspension- hear ing,  

-  i t_ _; ; ;#"1 _ , ,o t ime in which thehearj 'ng was to be nerd 
'"ha 

atro'we-a 
*'L; 

-rong u='iniity days afterthe concrusion of the nearin!- ir, ,r i i"n r; i;J;-; rinal orderadjudicat ing a caser.  The 
-  

ra i tur"  
-  
to .==,rr"  

- t i "  
r_ icensee aprompt finar disposition 

.of^-Ilr_"--;;; ig.= was an acknowredgenentthat rr the consequences of  even a te lnporary suspension can besevere" ' and that ". . . the 
_opportu-nity- t 'o ;; 'he;;"j=i,r=a be ,at ameaningfur t irne and i"- " meaningfrl- '*111"rr , _ Barehi r surf F& r 443u'  s.  ar  66,  ss s.  ct . . - . t -2-uu.o.  - i r+#r '  

rd '  t r*" r i=e emphasizedthat the risk- of it..p".abr-e inffi;, the need for businesscontinuirv, and trr" p"==-il- iTi* ;;-,:; i"neous deprivarion are sogreat that even in "^.".=-wrrere tnl r,"la to, em.-rg.n"y action isuncontroverted, suspension of  a "on=t i_t , r t io 'a l ry- f i rotected 
r ightto work--be i t  i "  

- - fn" 
pract ice ; f  law or other r . icensedoccupation--constitutes inpl.irne;L-"i; valuabr_e prop.rty right,which cannot be "u=tainJ,. 
i}^ ;i;r*"f:];-;;;i.il"i.v ror posr_depr ivar ion hear ins i "  ; ; r  af forded. 

'urhg 
d; . ; ; ; ; ;  or  a promprdisposi t ionar_go3t:agp5ivg_t_io1L;; ; ; i "s.  

.  .  is  .  " i i i iJ"r  facror indetermining the const i tut ionar var ia i t 'y  of  the previousry invokedinter im or 
! -"*pglry depr ivat ion p" i""=="r , , .  rc lcitins numerous u's. supiJr." courr cises. ror-tne pr6f'=rii."tliii

:".Ji?ilf1"".or":i;*:n:f.ion-;l=;;;iCi.n.i "riJ5.i^s 
is a
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I

upon me, i t  is  respectful ly

have, sua sponte, rendered an

cal led for  by Russakoff .

submitted that this Court should

order taking the corrective action

9. certainly,  once r  rnade a formal mot ion under
Russakoff, it is respectfully subrnitted that such controll ing
regar authority mandated. that this court grant, ny request for
vacatur of my interim suspension, or at very reast, direct an
imned ia te  hear ing  as  to  the  charge o f  my ar reged, fa i ru re  to
eomply[ .

10. This court, however, in neither vacating nor
directing an immediate hearing on my interirn suspension seems to
have misapprehended Russakoff and its mandate for corrective

act ion.  consequentry,  and based on the foregoing, r  respectfurry

subnit that reargument is appropriate so that.this court can

revisit its sua sponte decision of November L2, Lgg2, and upon
such reargument,  vacate i ts discret ionary award of  $fOO costs
against  me (Ex. 'At)  and, sua sponte,  vacate the July 31, r-992
O r d e r  i t s e l f  ( E x .  r r B n ) .

r-1- r f  reargument is denied, r  respectfurry request,

in the al ternat ive:  (a)  c lar i f icat ion of  th is court ,s reasoning
in imposing sueh discretionary maximum $foo eost award against
mei and (b) cert i f icat ion by th is court  as a quest ion of  raw to
the court  of  Appears pursuant to cpLR 5612 (b) ,  of  the
appl icabiLi ty of  Russakoff  to the case at  bar.

12. By vray of renewar, r wish to advise this court

the fact that r sought, review as of right by the court

,i

o f

o f
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Appeals  of  th is  Cour t rs  Juty  31,  LggZ Order  (Ex.  t rB i l )__but  
my

appeal  was d ismissed on the s tated qround of  1ack of  f ina l i ty
( E x .  r ' D r r ) .

L3 '  such v iew by the cour t  o f  Appeals  g ives addi t ional
justi f ication for having sougnt a ,further ord.err of this court
by ny vacate rnot ion,  s ince the June L4,  199r-  , in ter i rn '  suspension
order (Ex' 'e') did not specify any further act on rny part to be
performed before i t  would become finalr so as to make it
appealabre under  epLR s561-2,  andr  ds s tated,  there is  no
disc ip l inary proceeding pending out  o f  which the suspension order
arose.

'HEREF'RE, i t  rs respectfurly that this court grant
reargunent ,  renewar and reconsj .derat ion of  i ts  November 12,  1 ,gg2
order arnending its Jury 31, Lggz order, and on such reargument
and renewar,  grant  the instant  mot ion to  vacate th is  cour t rs  sua
sponte November L2,  Lgg2 Order  imposing $foo costs  upon
Respondent  and,  based on Russakof f ,  sua sponte,  vacate the Jury
31,  L992 order  and the under ly lng June L4,  r -99r .  suspension order .
r f  such is  denied,  that  th is  cour t ,  in  the a l ternat ive:  (a)
d i rect  an imnediate post -suspension hear ing as to  the basis  for
the i fune L4,  j_99j_ suspension Order ;  (b)  cer t i fy  as a quest ion of
law to the cour t  o f  Appeals  whether  Russakof f  contror-s  the ease
at bar so as to require such vacatur be granted,. and (c) such
other  and fur ther  re l ie f  as rnay be Just  and proper .

Sworn to
1-4th day

before rne this
of  December,  L992

5 4 2
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SUPRNMI COURT OF TITE S.T'NTE OF NI]W YORI(
APPELLNT'E DIVNION : SECOND JUDICIAL DI]PNI(fMENT

3 t 8 6 b
B/nl

(NqIJO-DEPUB*tISIIED)

9gI JAMES MANCANO, P.J.
WILLIAM C. THOMPSO}I
!AWr(ENCE J. DRACKEN'I'IIOMNS 

R. SULLIVNN
VINCENT IT. I]ALLE'I-I.A, IR., JJ.

90-()01t.5

In the Matter of Doris L. Sassower,
a susperrclecl attonrey.

Cr ievrurce Cornrnittee for ttre Ninth
Jt r r l ic ia l  Dis t r ic t ,  pet i r ioner ;
t.-lons L. Jilssower, resport<lent.

DECISION & ORDER ON I\4OTION

ENI'EII.:

MARTIN H. BROWNSTEIN
Mrrtin I.l. Drownsrein

Olr tfre court,s own rnotiorr, it is,

ORDERED that the clecision ancl orcfer of this court clarecl July 31, lggz,in the
;fr",:JilftStliil?rllrn'n'na"i'to'ni ,o prouia. ioiii,.'pnyn,ent by the respontrert or $100 costs

MANGANO' P'J" TFIOMPSON, BRACKEN, SULLIVAN nrrc IIALLI:|ll../i, r.t., c,,/,,.,.,r..

SUPNEME (;OURT. STATE OT NIW YORK
APPELLA'If.  DIVISION STCOND O[PI.

l, MARTIN ll. BROWNSIEtN, Olerk or ilre Appelrate Division of the supieme
courl second Judicial Depar.tnrent, do hereby certily that r nave compaieJ

ili: ilil *i'iiiiiffiifi,J^Tiiilfffil{pt' 1 z r0$i',i
lN wtINEss wHERt0F I have hereunro set my hanu rno ittixeo

the serl of this Court on

)  
NO\/ 12 t9$2

/t*-t'K. ff--,-**

Novernber 12,lggz
MATTER OF SnssowER; DORIS Lskw-  543



l( .?l 'r \'r t-

.SUPREMtr COURT OFTTIE STNIE OF NEW YORK
NPPELI.J\TE DTVISION : SECOND JUDTCINL DI]PNRTMI]NT

9785N
Clrl

gUY JAMUS MANCANO, P.J.
Wl l-l-tnM C. I'nOMpSOt\i
LN !VIIENC:E J. IJRACKEN
]'I'IOMNS f{. S LILLIVAN
VINCIiN'I- R. IIALLE]'I'A, IR., JJ.

90-003 l5

In t lre Mittter of Doris L. Sassower,
a suspelrrled attor-ney.

Grievrurce Comrnittee for the Ninth
Ju<l icinl l) isrr ict, perit ioner;
[)or i.s l-,. .Sirssower, resJrorrrielrt.

DI]CISION & ORDI]R
ON MO'rION

Motiorr by tlre resno1cl1n1, inter alia., (l) to vacate this court,s clecision arrrl orcrertl i ttert ' l ttrte 14, l99.!, ' t,ttp'.r"i i ' i i i i" i 'rr.,,r, rrre pracricJ^or rn* u;;;; i;r,; 'rrcr [n.irrrre r, corrr'ryrvilh the october ltJ, ' l99i),.1..i i ' ior, 'o'xt orrter;i i ; i ;;;.t, wr,i"i i  J;; i: i ;; rrrnr srre Lre e.rarni'err'y a t;tralifie<l rrteclicnt "tp"n io-ii.i"."ir. *i,",rt.rri*1, i""^p."ii;,;;;;.- continri.g to prncticel:rw' (2) to vacate tt," u"iil"rivlfii"""ig;;;;r';rd"l'or luli.-iil l6i,'*,t o.tobJr ld, r990,respectively, ns rvell .as subseq,i.iii if."iri,il;.,;;Jrs 
_basea ifr...r,i,.jr1 ro, an ir.mectiaretlisciPli'itrv investigati"" orii'" i"iiiir"r.t criiJEo",r*i, c+11".;';;;ili a! aisciprinary ,rnrrersittttl Proceetli'gs pending tn. tiii"oi"",ortr..irl"J'r"i"", rr;"i*rirr; fia*; 

'i',., 
,,.rr.rar"rr ritisation

iilJ,ll':fi,,1?ff:''llr"ffftj|'u (5) ror leave to appeal to trre court'or nppenrs in trre eveirt trre

upon the Pnpers filect in suppofi of the motion nncl ttre papers filecl in opposirio^thereto it is,

ORDERED thanhe rnotion is <teniect, with costs.

MARTIN H BR0WNSTEIN, Clcrk ol the Afrncttate Division of tha Supreme Court

fJ:ll i:ffili,illilffiT.l' "':f [JT''3'f ' I $ u2 cornoa red ""*'oJ,'n H.llouo,
hts copy is a conecl lranscriplion of said originnl

lN WITNESS WHf nE0F I have hereunlo set my hanrt and aflixed the seirl ol
lourt on .|y1 3 1 lgg?

J u r y 3,,, n', r\fufr vf*'"'&:
Clerlt

MANcUilNf/,rlPCoriHflQl,{lts6fl',{FPn'df*KEN, 
suLLrvAN ancr RALLETTA, JJ., corcur.APPELLATE Dtvtstoh. SECOI0 p5p1

iliAFMN H. BROWNSEIN

Martin II .  Rrownstein
Clerk
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II^YSINCE J. BRACKEN
lg-slPH J. KLTNZEMAN .
TFIOMNS R. SULLIVAN, II.

74047
D/rcr

l .

90-00315 Arty.

In the Matter of Doris L. Sassower-
an attomey and counselor_at_law.

prigv.ance Committee for the NinthJudicial District, petitionli;

Doris L. Sassower, respondent.

June 14, l99l
MATTER OF SASSOWER:

DEeiSiOti & ORDER. Cii IviOTiON

By decision and order -of this court df l ted- october lg, 1990, rrre petir ioner,.smotion to susrren<t,1tt^t tttq"';;.; r"ro,'. ttre p.^.ri*'"r tn* 1or-i,r-i"'.r.iii;,. periorr arrcr u.ril rrreftrr l l ter or<ler of t ' i 's court 'b:rse.t , ,pon.rrre-relslr:n;;;r; ; ;  incaprrcity ";; i- i ; ; 'm orrter rr irecri.s rr*ttlte respondent be '::::::1 6r. "'.ii,itti";-#,rr;;i;;;." ro rrete'rmi,,e ii,.tr.,.r trre respo'cr-c^r ismcapacitated from.i,.ir.,iio-;;;i""Ti'il;'lt Jl|'',ff'fil,'it HJ.i:t5|,,.":[.*:iFJ,,JidliAnkiUIUcrievance cornmittee f;; iir"'-iili^,it l"iri"iil 6jfiril,,",q !r*n.,li,.,L^...r,J,n.r rrre resrror)(te.t isirtc:rpnciratert frorn,"."ll l i l l l i le-ro ir".,i"" i;fi; i;";;.l. $.691.i3.ii;;iri,.i,r," Rtrres or r6is Courr[22 NY(]ltlt $ 6el'13(bxiii:;;,i; i;;.motionio ,,i*1,.nir i i '"-r;.;;;; ',)",',, ' iro,r, the prncticc or lrrrvrv:ts lteld irt al:evanc. pL"aing tri. r..liftil;;;;i;3;;" "r ir,.'r.f"r,';i,,.,. me<ricil expen.
The petitioner now moves to strspenci the respondent from tfre practice of rarv forS'ilf;Tli:,f:bTl;i* lilrmm:'"'f','":Tfli:Jl b.;;,r i;il.,',r'-.'...pon<re,rt's rajrure ro
Upon the papers filecl in suPport of the motion and the pnpers filed i' oppositionthereto, it is

s,tqvANCE COMMMTTIE FOR rFrEJUDICIAL DIS'IRIt.T-c '= '  545
P^g'
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ORDERED rhat the motion is granted; and it is funher,

of the Ru,es c"".?,Hr'ff?Jl:::?'.ifr,..H:i!a;r*?itril{,Ti,5}1,"ffi,:ri;il"ffil*:,1
from the practice tf t;;; i ;:,;1"'orN"iu-i 'or';,;;,tI 

rhe tunlieiJia..orr^is coun; ancr it is
further,

orlPET{P. that Doris L' sassower shall promptry compry-rvith this court,s rures
governing the conduct oruisbarie.r]Iurp.no.,i;l-;.;lgn",t 

o,to*;y, iii'irycRR 691.10); anu it
is furrher,

T:l :':iI'r,".n nn?H.?H?,,*::3}fin'j:giciirv Ll* ! eo,-during the periocr or suspensionand re rra in ( r ) fril prac t i c in g' i;ffi ill"JJifi :fi l,:: : : *i,,!;T: : n H: rul;:: *fti ::;:il:'#i,1ll=_ulliTi,fifi ,tT,ff ru;;.#Ti;*,,f Hfr:",p1"r,.;,i;;;;. jr.ir..,
fi #:IXf :fi ;.f"*l'-t,""7'; Jii J,,,r'.,. t o, cnd iri' ii"; h" ki il; ; Jf fr : i* ih. T fi

MANCANO, P.J., THOMPSON, BRACKEN, KUNZEMAN ancl SULLTvAN, JJ., concur.rrrP0Hy,u,ggyJ;,lr"fjlrl_u^r rvrw v0iil( ENrER:APt'E^!uit I r]l\/isl0N, sI{]0Nt uepi.LH'ffi;'?i?y,l',J:ll:i:'lr;rrp,+r,ill*ilil?,llihesupr
nr ris lnar n I ui I n m v ;u.i' :, l' 

nc rcL/ g 1t1i :i" 17 | T0dd il;ff Tr'J ttRAgprnpared rhis copy J,l RTIN H. BROWNSTEIN
Srytd Jrxlicial Oepartir--"! '  

v'r"\ v' 'rIr '  /rplrellale ulvis

f1n'ffi ';lir'JiliX';de hcrc'J Uilrlq t [9tt copy b a coneci trarir.i,n;1,.,. r\r .-r.,i .,. ...
Dr r^nnrra., ,^,,,-^T_sitipihlo Dl ri i ir j  (, i l : j in;it.

!* [Hir*:#tffri; i;;;,:;;#.1,,..,iil,,, hand and rrnxed rrre -*cr ol

TlqM

aM thrt
Martin H. Brorvnstein

Clerk

Clerk

June 14, l99l

T** 
oFsAsso*o'root?yffSflffiHMrrrEE 

FoRrFrE NrNrr{ 
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-"fitotr 
of J=lctu porh,

Courr of gppcalr \7

At a session of the Court, held at Court of
Appeals IIatt 

.in 
tbe City of AIbany

on the.........erqh.q9.et.ttr....-.. ..'... do!
of . .  .  .  Novembe r . . . . . . . . . .A,  D, Ig gz.> f  _ ^  -  . j7  , ,__, . . . . . . . r ru.v{r tnDc)t r . . . . . , . . . .11, ,  

I ) ,  19 |

#r tCBCn[ ,  noN.  n reHARD D.  s rMoNs ta+ ! . . -' �v ' �y '  ̂ rr inAKL) D' srMONS, Ao-t ing ehie( Judge, pnetiding.

M o .  N o .  l 2 O B  S S D  9 9f n  t h e  M a t t e r  o f  D o r i s - L . -
Sassower ,  a  Suspended  A t to rney .Gr ievance  comml t tee  fo i - t n "  N tn thJ u d i c i a l  D i s t r l c t ,

Do r i s  L .  sassower ,  
ResPOnden t ,

Appe l  l an t  .

T h e  a p p e r l a n r  h a v i n g  f i l e d  n o t i c e  o f  a p p e a r  i n  t h e  a b o v e
t l t l e  a n d  d u e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  h a v i n g  b e e n  t h e r e u p o n  h a d ,  i t  i s

O R D E R E D ,  t h a t  t h e  a p p e a l  b e  a n d  t h e  s a m e  h e r e b y  i s
d i s m i s s e d  r o l t h o u t  c o s t s ,  b y  t h e  C o u r t  s u a  s p o n t e ,  u p o n  t h e  g r o u n d
i h a i  t h e  o r d e r  a p p e a r e d  f r o m  d o e s  n o t  f i n a r r y  d e t e r m i n e  t l r e
p r o e e e d i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  n e a n i n g  o f  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n .

q4eo.CI w V(*
D o n a  L d

C l e r k  o f
M .  S h e r a w

the  Cour t
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