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April 18,2000

chief Judge rudith Kaye ..*,f S?f$At
ChiefJudge of the State ofNew york \t* 

- 
€ 

€)

230 park Avenue, Suite g26
New York, New york 10169_0007

RE: (l) Formal Misconduct complaint against Michael colodner,Counsel of the Unified Court System
(2) Request for clarification of your Supervisory power as- 

chief Judge and your Administrative and Disciplinary
Responsibilities under $$100.3c and D ofthe chief Administrator's
Rules Governing Judicial Conduct

Dear Chief Judge Kaye:

This letter constitutes a formal misconduct_complaint againpt Michael colodner,counsel of the unified court system. It follows up our [i.phon" conversation onMarch 3ls, in which I asked you to personailyreview Mr. corodner,s March 27,2000 letter to cJA (Exhibit "A"), purportingio respond to cJA,s March 3,2oooletter to you.

It also follows up.Ty two terephone messages for Mr. corodner, reft with hissecretary, Joan o'Brien, on March 3ls and April 26, requesting to speak with himabout his March 2Tthletter and further requesting that he forward cJA,s March 3dIetter and the boxload of evidentiary materials it transmitted to Shenill Spatz,special Inspector Generar for Fiduciary Appointments, with whom I had arreadyspokenr. Mr. colodner has not returned either call or otherwise responded.

I such evidentiary materials are critical for Ms spatz to review as they establish thecomption of the New York state commission on Judicial ionduct - yrtrr which she is stpposedto "work crosery''. As higruighted bv cJA's 
F:h 3;r-r.*r"d;;j, -1t rs precisery because thecommission is comrpt thatlatronage inluoicial appointrneno'-lLg the subject of facia,y-meritorious judicial misconduct *-pluint", dismissed by tdc;*'oi ssionwithout investigation

5 c ' /  - 2



Chief Judge Judith Kave

l b ?

PageTwo April 18,2000

Mr' colodner's four-sentence March 27fi retter - to which you are the onryindicated recipient2 - and his apparent unwillingness to discuss it with me, makea mockery of your January l0m State of the Judiciary message to ..do everything inour power to eam the trust and confidence of the pubtic in the integdty, refialility andefficacy of our courts"3. More than that, Mr. colodner's letter so flagrantly disregardsyour important duties as the Unified Court System,s ..chief judiciif om""r;;-C*,constitution' Articre vI, $2ga; Judiciary t aw gito.t) and his own important duties asits counsel as to constitute official misconduct under $195 of the penal Law. Hiswilful malfeasance a1!.ngnreasance, subjecting the public to continued institutionalizedcomrption in the judicial branch in order to 'lrotect" judges and public officers withwhonq after 17 years as counsera, h. 
lT and has 

-tua"p"rronal 
and professionalrelationships5, warrants appropriate disciplinary action, if not his removal (JudiciaryIaw g212.l(b).

cJA, therefore, requests that you take immediate steps to ensure that Mr.colodner is appropriately disciprined, if not removed, in accordance with yoursupenisory powers as head of the u!fied court system, your mandatory
administrative and disciprinary responsibilities unde, $groo.sc and D of the

- has flourished to the point where the media call it an 'open secret'.,, This, in addition to the
Hyj]g4n\cu}o{"the attorneydisciplinarycommit,ot orrrr. Appeltare Dvision andother appropriate authorities" - with wnitn Ms. Spatz is also supposea to work.

: This, notwithstanding CJA's March 3d letter to you identified more than a dozen
Tdicated recipients, among therq the Governor, Attorney General spitzer, and the NySCommission on Judicial Conduct.

: , . ^*: 
p. l0 ofvour Janury 10, 2000 staqolgg Judiciary Address, cited at p. 6 of cJA,sMarch 3'o letter to you, with a copy annexed as Exhibit..A- thereto.

t In addition to Mr. colodner becoming counsel in lgg3, he served in the oflice ofcounsel since 1976. By 1979, he had u..rr-.d=th. titre Deputy Counset.
5 This wotrld include his pctsmal and qof_essional_relationship with now Cqrt of AppealsJdge Alb€rt Rcenblan, who was chief Administrative Judge oft# unified court System frorn1987-1989 and his boss' The Commission on Judiciil Conduct's ar-i.r.r'r, 

-rlra-r

investigation, of four facially-meritorious judicial misconduct complaint against JudgeRosenblatt' then on the Appellate Division, Semnd Depar&nent, ** rrighlighted in CJA,s March3'd letter (at p. 8). This inciuded the fact tharthose dismissals were challenged in trvo Article 7gproceedings, Doris L. kssowerv. commission (NY Co. #95-l09l4l) and Elena Ruth sassowerv. commission (Ny c::t?9:l_0g5-51). copies of the fires of those proceedings were hand-delivered to you with cJA's March j'o letter, which (at p s) ioentined the pertinent recordreferences.
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chief Administrator's Rules Governing Judiciat conduct, and such comparableprovisions of New__York's Disciplinary Rules or itre Code of professional
Responsibility as DR 1-103 *Disclosure of rnformation to Authorities, 1zzI\TYCRR $1200'4) and DR-104 "Responsibilities 

of a partner or SupenisoryLawyer' (22 I\fyCRR 51200.5).

ofparticular relevanceis $100.3c(2) ofthe chiefAdminisrdor,s Rules GoverningJudicial conduct pertaining to "Administrative 
n.rp""riuilities,,:

"Ajudge 
shall require stafl, court officials, and others subject to thejudge's direction and contror to observe the standards of fidelity anddiligence that apply to the judge and shall refrain from --ir"rti'g

bias and prejudice in the performance of their officiar duties,,

and $100'3D(2) of the chief Administrator's Rules pertaining to ..Disciplinary
Responsibilities',:

*A judge who receives information indicating a substantial
likelihood that a lawyer has committed a substantial violation of thecode of Professionar Responsibility shail take appropriate action.J

honically, among the bases for this formal complaint against Mr. colodner is hiswilful disregard for your mandatory responsibilities under $g100.3c and D,notwithstanding they were cited in cJA's March 3d r"tt"r, including in its ..RE:
clause"' As you know, the chief Administrator's Rules Governing Judicialconduct were promulgated with the approral of the court of Appeals, pursuant toArticle M, g28c of the New york statl constitution and Judiciary Law g212.2(b).

Pursuant to $100'6 ofthe Chief Administrator's Rules Governing Judicial Conduc!"all judges in the unified court system" are subject to the Rules. Mr. Colodner doesnot deny or dispute that the Rules apply to you. Nor does he deny or dispute thatyour failure to discharge your responsibilities thereunder in response to the
o 

$too'3D(l) of the Chief Administraton's Rules, e,lready quoted in CJA,s Mach 3d leter(at p. 8), reads:

*A judge who receives information indicating a substantial likelihood thatanother judge has committed a substantial v6lation of this part shall takeappropriate action."
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March 3d letter would make you susceptible to afacialty-meitoriouscomplaint
being filed against you with the New York state commission on Judicial conduct.This' in addition to giving the public "ample reunon to distrust...your own fitnessfor the pre-eminent judicial position of chief Judge of New york state,,.

Instead, Mr. colodner's March27ft letter conceals the applicabitity of $$100.3cand D of the chief Administrators Rures. He does this not onry by purposefully
omitting any mention of them and cJA's express invocation thereof, but bysimilarly omitting any mention of:

(l) the relief specificaly requested by cJA's March 3d retter; and

(2) the tanscending public interest issues the March 3d letter presented, towit,
evidentiary proof of the comrption of the Commission on Judicial
Conduc! including its cornrption of thejudicial process by its attorney, the
state Attorney Generar, and a pattern of cover-up by state judges,
authoring fraud ulent j udicial deci sions;

Thus, Mr. Colodner's March 27h letterwholly omits any mention of - and response
to - the three specific requests for relief contained in ttre very first sentence ofCJA's March 3d letter. That first sentence asked you:

"to take steps to ensure that supreme court Justice Stephen G.
crane is demoted from his position as Administrative Judge of the
civil Term of the Manhattan supreme court and that both he and
Acting Supreme court Justice william A. wetzel are removed from
the bench and criminally prosecuted.', (at p. l)

Prezumably, this omission is because Mr. Colodner well knows that this three-fold
relief cannol be obtained by "appeal"7, which he pretends is the..proper avenue of
t *" ' the right of appeal does not address the possible misconduct of the hial court anddoes zot grant the appellate court the power to discipiine the j"dge:, lemphasesaadd p. io+1,"Is Judicial Discipline in New Yoik state a rhreat to iuircial' Independencef''uy ur.Adminishator of the commission on Judicial Conduct, Gerald Ste;, pace Law Review, Vol. 7,No' 2 (winter 1987). Also relevant is Mr. stern's sunounaing di,'in luoing the following:

"Fron earliest,times it has been recngnizdthat '€rrors' are subject to disciplinewhen the conduct reflects bias, malice or an intentional disregard of the law.These standards have been refined in recent years to remove from office or
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redress" "shoutd 
[I] object" to the "handring,, 

of my case against the New york
State Commission on Judicial Conduct.

Even a zuccessfirl appeal will not result in rustice crane's demotion as AdministrativeJudge of the civil Term of the Manhattan supreme court. His demotion, like hispromotioq is the product of an administrative irocess that you control. At best, theAppellate Divisioq First Department panel assigned to Eleno Ruth sassower v.commission 00" c:' #99-l0i55l) might refer hiJserious administrative misconductto you for "appropriate 
action". This, lio*.rr.r,-*ould require the panel to recognizeits own mandatory. "Disciplinary 

Responsibilities,, undei $r00.3D(l) of the chiefAdministrator's Rules' clearly, t-tre panet is far less ritrry to'make such referral whenit has the shameless example orrrnr. colodner, who acts on your behalf as if the Rulesdo not exist.

Pursuant to Article vI, $$28a and b of the New york state constitution, JudiciaryLaw $210.3, and part g0.l(a) of your Administrative Deregations, you appointedchief Administrative Judge Lippman, ..with 
the advice and consent of theadministrative board of the courtsi to "supervise 
the administration and operationof the unified court system". He serves on your..behalf, and at your..pleasure,,. rnturn, chief Administrative Judge Lippman has designated Justice crane to beAdministrative Judge (Judiciary Law g2rz.l(d) -inti.t, designation is at thechief Administrative Judge's "pleasure 

for a period not exceeding one year. (part80 2(a) of your Administrative Delegatioiss). c;";u"ntry, you have the'Jurisdiction" 
and "power" 

to take steps to secure Administrative Judge crane,sdemotion.

oF."d.l$scipline judges who abuse their power and disregard fundamentalrights Clearly, no sound argument ,o, i, made that ojiig, ,nouH beimmune from disciprine for conduct demonstrating lack of ftness solerybecause the conduct arso happens to constitutte regar error.,, (emphasis addod,atp.303)

A mpy of pages 303-305 of Mr. stern's lll rwiew article, relating to ,,Determining 
wen'Error'� is Misconducf" isannexed as part of Exhibit "c" to tir" voified petition n Elena RuthSassower v. Commissioz (Exhibit ..g_'1,, 

thereof).

t As counsel, Mr' colodner should havg lols go broueht to your attention the rrccessityof amending $80'2(aXl) of your Administrative SelJgationr-,o ,"ne.t that two - not one --administrative judges p. r"pry-" courr, New york 
9J*t, -.-b"irg designated by the chiefAdministrator -- one for the "civil Brarr"h'i-d one for th" ..criroioar 

Branch,,. Emendationmight also reflect that the one-year terms of designation *. r"r""a.a by yearly re-designation.
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conspicuously, Mr. colodner does not identify the applicabte procedure forsecuring Justice Crane's demotion as Administrative Judge. By this letter,cJA requests that you identiS such proceduree pruinrv, y'administrative reviewand disciplinary demotion are contingent on burdening - aggrieved party with theexpense and effort of appealing a case he might otherwise not appear, applicableprocedure should at least require the unified 
-court 

System to notifr the appellatecourt - in this case, the Appellate Division, First Department. without suchnotification, the appellate panel assigned to Elena Ruth fussower v. commissionmight not know that you and chief Administrative Judge Lippman are relying onit to make factual fi_ndings as to the specific administativl misconduct, summ ur?dat p€e 5 of CJA'sJvIarch 3d letter to you and particulaizeAat pages Gl4 of CJA,sFebruary 23' 2ooo letter to Governor Pataki, referred to therein. presumably,
applicable procedure would also require the unified court System to forwardcopies of both these documents to the Appellate Division, First Department.

CIA zubmits that absent legal authority to justi$r Administrative Judge Crane,scomplained-of administrative misconduct - which legal authority Mr. Colodner doesnot providelo - his duty was to advise you ofthe existence of..good cause,, for JudgeCrane's demotion so that you could meet your "Administrative 
Responsibilities,, under

S100'3c(2) of the Chief Administrator's Rules. More than that, his duty was to adviseyou that the seriousness of Administrative Judge Crane's administrative misconduct,whose purpose and effect was to prevent fair and impartial ao;uaicatio nof Eleno Ruthsassower v' commission so as to"protect" a comrpted commission to the detrimentof the People of this State, activated your "Disciplinary 
Responsibilities,, under

$100.3D(l) of the chief Administrator,, Rul., to ..iake approp.iate action,. Thisincluded referring ,|dminisfruive Judge crane and co-conspiring Acting supr"r"court rustice wetzel to authoriti.r.rnfo*.red to effect their removal from the bench

' CJA also requests copies of documents or other information pertaining to theyearly redesignation procedures - as Administrative Judge crane has been four timesredesignated (llll97,ltltg$,ltltgg, and 1/1/00) - and rur-t u. redesignated during thisyear if he is to continue in that position beyond January 1,2001.
r0 CJA hereby requests tha t if legalauthority_ exists to justify Administrative JudgcCrane's complained-of administrat-ive irisconductMr. Coloiner provide it. This includeswhether, pursuant to $202.3(a) or $202.3(c) of the uniform civil Rules for the supremeCourt, Chief AdministrativeJudge Lippman authorized, without notice or opportunity tobe heard, that Eleno Ruth Sassi*"r-i. commission be etempted from *the method ofrandom serection authorized by the chief Administrator;15{oz.s$))or whether someother rule or delegation to Administrative Judge c""nu jo".in"d "rrign-"nt of the case.
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and criminalprosecution' Here, too, an appellate paner could not remove, criminallypunish' or otherwise disciprine Justices crane *d w.tr.r. At best, it might makereferrals to "appropriate" 
authorities:-.thal.il irit recognized its own.,DiJciplinaryResponsibilities" under $ l 00. 3 D( r ) of the ctrier.q.ami Jrlrutor,, Rures.

The further specific-relief requested in crA's March 3d letter for ..designation 
of aspecial Inspector General to investiglle the corruption of the New york Statecommission on Judicid. go1!*t-" ffiightra uy its;nB, crause,,, is arso omitted byMr. colodner. Thus, his March zl^_iai"i ft;;;.^;y reference to the words"comrption" and "speciar Inspector Generar,, rn uurarvlserting:

"The chief Judge has no jurisdiction to investigate the Statecommission on Judiciar condlct, which i, .n ina.pia.n, ,iu*rorybody created by the Legislature.,, @xhibit *A,,)

These deliberate deletions are intended to mask the inadequacy of Mr. colodner,sresponse' Mr' colodner is presumed t9 know that any supposed lack ofjurisdictionby you would not relieve you of the obligation to enrur" that an investigation wasinitiated by the jurisdictionally-proper body. Thiq because the evidence before youof the Commission's comrption is not only "credible',, 
but constitutes irrefutableprimafacie proof' Mr. colodner does not deny or dispute the probative nature ofthe evidence presented by CJA's March 3d letter.

By describing the commission as "an independent statutory body created by theLegislature", Mr. colodner infers, without directly saying so, that only theLegislature has jurisdiction to investigate the commission. If so, his duty was toadvise you to instruct chief Administrative Judge Lippman to submit ar@ommendation to the Iregislature for such investigaioin, pursuant to Judiciary Law
S2l2'l(f)' Such statutory provision expressly authorizes the Chief Administratorto:

"make recommendations to the legislature and governor for laws andprogruuns to improve the administration ofjustice and the operations
of the unified court system... ,,

Mr' colodner has vast experience in this regard, since his office of counsel is..theprincipal representative of the unifiea court System in the legislative process,,(Exhibit "B", 
P' 45)' Its comprehensive activities, summarized in the unified courtsystem's Annual Reports, include drafting *a pro-ofimeasures for legislative
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consideration' Among the bills listed in its l9g8 md 1997 Annual Reports is onepertaining to the commission on Judicial conduct, Senate 4264,to:

"amend the Judiciary Law to provide that formar compraints andhearings of the state commission on Judicial conduct shail nolonger be confidentiar and that transcripts of such hearings shall beavailable to the pubric." (Exhibit "B": l99g Annuar Report, p. 57).

Plainly, if the Unified Court system can introduce and endorse a bill to enhancepublic confidence in the relativery. few formar disciplinary proceedings thecommission conducts, mostly againsi low level judges, it can introduce and e,ndorsea bill to investigate evidence of the commirrioni, own official misconduct andcomrption' This includes its protectionism of high-ranking, politically-connectedjudges by its dismissals of facially-meritoriousjudicial misconduct complaintsagainst them, without investigation, in violation olJudi"iary Law $44.1.

Mr' colodner does not deny or dispute the contention in cJA,s March 3d letter 1ap' 6) that an investigation of the Commission's demonstrable comrption would fitwithin your state 
9f the Judiciary message to restore pubric confidence byconfronting the "realities" 

of the judiciary's s=hortcomings. you should, therefore,require him to explain why he has not advised you to ,J.t * investigation of thecommission as part of the unified court sysiem,s regisrative agenda. Indeed,according to the Unified Court System's Annual Reports, the Office of Counsel hasthe responsibility to draft legislation "to implement recommendations made by thechief Judge in her state of the Judiciary message" (Exhibit..B,,, p. 45).

obviously, only the Legisrature, by emendation of Judiciary Law $45, can a'thorizean investigation of the commission that would have access to the commission'sconfidential files' Yet, an investigation of the publicly-available evidence of thecommission's comlption - such as that transmitted with cJA,s March 3d letter -would not require subpoenaing the commission nor breaching its confidentiality.
Mor@ver, Mr' colodner is presumed to know that Judiciary Law $2rz,..Functionsof the chief Administrator of the courts", confers e*tensive powers upon chiefAdministrative Judge Lipprnan, on your beharf. Among these, to

*Hold hearings and conduct investigations. The chief administrator
may issue a subpoena requiring a person to attend before him and beexamined under oath with reference to any aspect of the unified court
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system, 
{f_rgauire the production of books or papers with reference

thereto', ($212.1(h)); 
"'t ' rvrvrw'v'e

"Request 
and receive from any court or agency of the state or anypolitical suMivision thereof such assistanJ, information and data aswill enable him to execute the functions of his office,, (s2r2..lit;

'undertake 
research, studies and anaryses of the administation andoperation of the unified court-system incruding, but not rimited to,the organization, budget, juri sdiction, proceduri *o administative,

clerical, fiscal and personal practicesihereof ,, (gi,li-J(m));

"create 
advisory committees to assist him in the execution of thefunctions of his ofiice" ($212.1(q)); anA

"Do all things necessary and convenient to carry out his functions;
powers and duties" ($212.1(0).

certainly, Judiciary r3w $212 would appear to be the legal authority for yow rGc€rtestablishment of the Special Inspector General for Fiduciary Appointments, as wellas for the range of blue ribbon committees and commissions you have createdduring your tenure. Among these is the committee on the profession and thecourts, whose recommendations have led to your establishment of a permanent
Institute on Professionalism in the Lawu.

Judiciary Law g212 would arso seem to confer upon you jurisdiction toinvestigate publicly-available evidence of the Commissionrs corruption. Invierw of the ambiguity of Mr. corodner's seemingry contrary statement that youhave cno jurisdiction", cJA requests that you ciarify your position.

u Among the hrstitute's 
-'maj9r responsibilities" are: "sponsoring 

statewide publichearings and convocations on the pirblic's experience with lavryJrs and the justice system,,;*monitoring and commenting upon ihe methods of enforcing rturi*d, ofprofessional conduct,,and "recommending 
legislation and modifications to the c;;;iprofessional Responsibility toimprove professionarism and encourage ethicar behavior,j. rM*;;, 1999 press release of theUnified Court Systeml 

-
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As you know, the legislative statute makes clear that the Commission owesaccountability not only to the Legislature, but to the Chief Judge and the Govemor,
who share in the appointment of its members (Judiciary Law g4l. l) and who eachreceive its annual and other reports (Judiciary Law ga2.a). Likewise theconstitutional provision creating the commission reflects the role of all threebranches in appointing the commission's members (Nys constitutioq Article vI,
$$22b(l), (2)).

Plainly, as between the Govemor, the Legislature, and the chief Judge, it is theChief Judge who has the greatest interest in the Commission's operations. As theUnified Court System's "chiefjudicial 
officer", you bear ultimate responsibility for

ensuring the integrity of the Court's administration - the sine qua non of which isan effective mechanism to discipline and remove unfit judges. Indeed, the judiciary
generally recognizes that it is in ie interest to kecp its'bwn house in orderr', lest theother branches impose upon it a mechanism orluaicial discipline and removal less
deferential to principles of 'Judiciar independence,,. This already happened in New
Yorlq when public discontent with the Court on the Judiciary coniributed to its
being superseded by the Commission. Moreover, under the constitutional andstatutory design, the Court of Appeals has an integral role in the Commission,s
functioning by its review of disciplinary determinations appealed to it (NyS
constitution, Article vI, gg224 d-h; Judiciary Law gg44.7-9) - a role not shared
with the other branches.

Consequently, CJA submits that you harrc as much, if not more, jurisdiction as the
Legislature and Executive to examine the mountain of evidence of the
Commission's comrption and can establish a Special Investigator General for thatpurpose' Indeed, the most recent addition to this evidentiary mountain is the
commission's April 6,2000 notification of its dismissalof cJA,s March 3,2ooojudicial misconduct complaint against Administrative Judge Crane and Justice
Wetzel' Such dismissal letter contains reo statement that the Commission made the
determination required by Judiciary t aw $44.1 

"that the complaint on its face lacks
merit"' Nor does it contain any statement denying or disputing the Commission,s
self-interest in the dismissal, for which the March 3'd complaint had requested (at
pp' 3-4) that the Commission take steps to ensure the complaint's independent
evaluation, including by joining in CJA's request to you for designation of a SpecialInspector General. copies of the Commission's April 6th dismissal letter, as wellas its March 7th acknowredgment letter and, for you, "onrr.nience, the March 3d
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complaintr2 are all annexed hereto (Exhibits..C-1,, _ *C-3,).

As to Mr. colodner's bard craim that you do not have ..power 
in [your]administrative capacity to review judicial determinations of the judges of the courtsystem" (Exhibit "A"), this is belied by the fact that the Special Inspector Generalfor Fiduciary Appointnents will necessarily be reviewing.Judicial determinations,,regarding fiduciary appointments and fees.

However, here again, rfMr. corodner berieves that you have no ..power in [your]administrative capaciV' to verify that in thr"" ,p..ific Article 7g proceedingsagainst the comm-ission over the past five y.-, state judges ..protected,, 
theCommission by "throwing" 

the cases with fraudulent judicial decisions, he ispresumed know that such serious allegation - fo; which cJA providedsubstantiating analyses of the decisions -- represents a pattern of criminal conductby state judges, mandating your referral to piosecutoriar bodies.

rn the unlikely event that you have any doubt as to your duty, as New yorkrs
Chief Judge, to either investigate or to refer for investigation readily-vwifuble
proof of the corruption of the New york state commission on JudiciarConduct, covered up state judges whose fraudulent decisions have thwartedlegitimate citizen chatlenge to that corruption, cJA requests that you obtainan advisory opinion from the Advisory committee on Judiciar Ethics, pursuant
to Part 101 of the chief Administrator's Rules. such advisory opinion shouldinclude the propriety of your continuing to direct victims of judicial
misconduct, who turn to you for herp, to the commission, while,simultaneously, taking no action on the proo/of its corruption.

The Advisory committee, whose establishment was directed by Judiciary Law
S2l 2.2(l), is authorized :

"to issue advisory opinions to judges and justices ofthe unified court
System concerning issues related io ethicar conduct, proper execution
ofjudicial duties, and possible conflicts between private interests and
official duties". ($l0l.l of the chief Administrator,s Rules)

t2 A copy of cJA's March 3rd judicial, mi,rsconduct comptaint was delivered to yourchambers on that date, arong with cJAis u*"n 3.o retter to vou.
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These are precisely the issues about which Mr. colodner has so demonstrably failedto provide you with proper advice. Indeed, Mr. colodner's deceiful and superficialMarch 27ft letter may reasonably be viewed as the consequence of the very"conflicts 
between private interests and official duties" that CJA,s March 3d letter(at pp' 7-8) indicated would taint your ability to confront your duty impartially.since Mr' colodner has wholly fai[d to address such actual and apparent conflictsof interest as they relate to you, let alone his ownpalpable conflicts of interes! theAdvisory committee should be calred upon to guia" you on the subject.

Pursuant to Judiciary Law $212.2(Dli),the Advisory committee on Judicial Ethics:
*shall issuea written advisory opinion to the judge or justice making
the request based upon the particurarfacts indiirrt *rtances of the
case, which shail be detaited in the request and in any additionat
material s'rppried by the judge orjustice at the instance of the panel.
Ifthe individual facts and circumstances provided are insufficient in
detail to enabre the panel to render an advisory opinion, the panel
shall request supprementar information from the judge orjustice to
enable it to render such opinion. If such ,uppre-Ltary information
is still insuffrcient or is not provided, the panel shall so state and
shall not render an advisory opinion based upon what it considers to
be insufficient detail.', (emphasis added)

cJA submits that the primafacie proofl hand-derivered to you with cJA,s March
1d 

letter, is so dispositive oiyour.tt icar obrigations as New york,s chief Judgethat the Advisory committee on Judicial Ethics must seeit for itself. Likewise, itmust see for itself the documentary materials that cJA mailed to you and whichwere received by your offrce on March z4*t',three days prior to Mr. corodner,sMarch 27h letrer- These additionar materials, which incrude cJA,s March 17,2o(mmemorandum to the proposed intervenors in Elena Ruth Sassower v. Commission,
further reinforce your duty to either investigate the commission or refer it forinvestigation to an independent body, such as the Justice Department,s pubric
Integrity Section of its criminal Division. As detailed therein, the proposedintervenors: the New York state Attorney General, the Manhattan Disrid Attomey,
l: u s Attorney for the southern District of New yorh and the New york stateEthics commission - each investigative bodies -- are compromised by disabting

Certified Mait receipt : 2-294-5 6g-952.
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Yours for a quality judiciary,

conflicts of interest to such an extent that, like Mr. corodner, they ignore thoseconllicts and disregard fundamental rules and procedures for disqualification. Theresult is that cJA has been unable to obtain any criminar or disciprinaryinvestigation of its fully-documented complaints of thl commission,s comrptionand the judicial cover-up.

In view of the ongoing, irreparabre injury to the peopre of this state caused by acomrpted commission - and by the continued service of state judges such asAdministrative Judge Crane and Acting Supreme Court Justice wetzel who, forillegitimate personal 
. 
and poritical gain, hurr" p".p"tuut"a its comrption bycorrupting the judicial process -- your expeditious attention is required.Considering the speed with which you publiclyannounced creation of a SpecialProsecutor for Fiduciary Appointment, in the wake of media-publicized allegationsof impropriety in Brooklyn, "Law Day",May l, 200o,is not too soon to expectsome public announcement responding to the irrefutab le proof ofrthe commission,scomrption, long in your possession. Certainly, ..Law Day', would be a mostappropriate occasion.
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Enclosures
cc: Michael Colodneq Counsel, Unified Court System

shenill R. spatz, special Inspector General ior Fiduciary AppointmentsGovernor George pataki
New York State Commission on Judicial Conduct
New York State Attorney General Spitzer
District Attomey, New york County
U.S. Attorney, Southern District of New york
New york State Ethics Commission
U.S. Attorney, Eastern District of New york
Association of the Bar of the City of New york
Media


