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Patricia Salkin, Associate Dean and Director
Government Law Center
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Albany, New York 12208

Dear Professor Salkin:

Following up our January 106 telephone conversation and my fo< to you @xhibit"A"), enclosed are the promisedprimary source materials - ALL part of the file of
the current Article 78 proceeding, Elena Ruth kssower, Cnrdinitor of rhe Center
for Judicial Accountability, Inc., acting pro bono publico, against the 

-Commission

onJudicial Conduct of the Snrc ofNew York (NY Co. #99-108551). Thev establish:

(1) thd Attorney General Spitzer has engaged in an unrestrained modus
opmndi of litigation fraud rivali ng if not swpassing, thatof his Attomey
General predecessors, €rs described in CJA's $3,000 public interest ad,*Restmining 'Liarc in the courtrcom' and on the pubtic payrclf, M,
8/27/97, pp.3-4), and;

@ that Mr. Spitzer's "public integrity unit" -- to the extent it exists -- is a"front", covering up high-level governmental com.rption in which he is an
active and knowing participant.

From these primary source materials, you will readily be able to confirm that Mr.
Spitzer cynically used your good name and reputation to mislead the press and public
by his self-promoting January 6,2000 press release,"Legal Experti praise

RE:
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Spitzer's Firct Yeaf'(Exhibit'B-l') - and that you must take decisive corrective
steps. Aside from publicly retracting the comments attributed to you as an"indelrcndenr legal expert" that:

"ovetr the last year, the Attorney General has demonstrated a deep
commitnent to the area of government ethics. His promised public
Integrity unit is now staffed and working... helping to eam the public
trust in govemment",

Canons I and 8 ofNew York Bar fusociation's Code of Professional Responsibility,
as well as the comparable provisions of the American Bar Association's Model Rules
of Professional Conduct, require you to take steps to ensure that Mr. Spitzer is held
accountable for his serious official misconduct and betrayal of the public trus! which
this file resoundingly documents. This is critical since Mr. Spitzer, whose
misconduct herein rises to a level of criminality, has been completely "above the
law". Demonstrating this is not only the inaction of Mr. spitzer,s own ethics
committee, but the New York State Ethics Commission, the Manhattan District
Attorney, and the U.S. Attomeys for the Southem and Eastern Disticts of New york
to whom CJA has,turned with fully-documented ethics and criminal complaints
against Mr. Spitzer', as well as with requests for intervention in the current Article

' CJA's March 27 ,lggg ethics complaint against Mr. Spitzer, frled with tlrc lIyS Ethics
Commissiorq is annexed as Exhibit "E" to *y.ouing affidavit in support of my Juty 2g,lggg
omnibus motian; CIA's September 15, 1999 supplement to that ethics complaint is annexed as
Exhibit "G" to my September 24, lggg reply aflidavit; cJA's octobei 27, lggg ethics
compleint against Mr. Spitzer is annexed as Exhibit "J" to nq/ November 5, 1999 letter !o Jrstice
Kapnick

Copies of these three ethics complaints were provided !o Mr. Spitzer's own Ethics
gqTltt€e and his "public integrrty unit" as may be ron fro- (l) CJA's August 6, 1999 letter to
DavidNocenti, counsel to Mr. Spitzer, annexod as Exhibits "A;' to my Septernber 24,1999 reply
alfidaviq (2) the certified maiUretum receipt for CJA's September is, iqgq ethics complaint,
annexed to Exhibit "G'.to my Septernber 2 4,lggg reply affidavit; ard (3) CJA,s Octob€r 29,lggg
notice, annexed as Exhibit "c" to my December g,lggg letter to Justice wetzel.

CJA's October 21,1999 criminal complaint, filed with the Manhattan District
Attorney against Mr. Spitzer, is annexed as Exhibitl'G'to myNovember 5, 1999 letter to Justice
Kapnick.

CJA's october 21,199� criminal complaint, filed with to thc U.S. Attorney for tlrc
Southern District of II against Mr. Spitzea is arurexed as Exhibit "ff'to my November 5, 1999
let&er to Justice Kapnick.

CJA's September 7,lW criminal complaint, filed with the U.S. Attorney for the
Esstern District of hIY against Mr. Spitzer, is annexed as Exhibit "H" to my Septanber'24,,lggg
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78 proceeding. These oversight bodies and public offrocrg whosc duty is to
safeguard governmental integrity, have been immobilized by personal and
professional relationships with Mr. Spitzer and his o<ecutive level staf. They have
not only wantonly disregarded fundamental conflict of intere$ rules, but procedural
safeguards designed to prevent those rules from being breached3.

That essential oversight agencies and public officers flout fundamental standards and
rules pertaining to conflict of interest in order to protect this state's highest law
enforcement oflicer from disciplinary and criminal investigation and prosecution
demands leadership which you are in a position to provide. you are, after all,
Director of the Government Law Center of Albany Law School, co-chair of the

reply affrdavit.
Copies of these three criminal complaints were providod to Mr. Nocenti and Mr. Spi6,s"public ittegtty unit", as may be seen from: (1) Exhibit "I" to my November 5, 1999 letto to

Justice Kapnick; ard (2) the certified maiVretum receipt anne,(ed as Exhibit "H- to my Septembo
24, 1999 reply affrdavit.

' Ar for thc conltict of interest of the Ethics Commissioner!, see, lnter aha, pp. 4-1 of
CJA's March 26,1999 ethics mmplaint Bxhibit 

*E'to my moving affrdavit in support oimy lub
28,1999 omnibus motionl; pp. 8-10 of CJA's Septanber 15, 1999 ettrics ccnplu-int B*hibit..G,
to my Septunber 24,1999_ rqb affdavit]; pp. l-3 of CJA's Septembo 27,lggg ethics complaint
[Exhibit 

".1' to my November 5, 1999 letter to Justice Kapnick.
As for the conflict of interest of the Manhattan District Attorney, see, inter alia,pp.

5-7 of CJA's October 21,1999 criminal complaint to the Manhattan D.A. [Exhibit 
"G" [o my

November 5, 1999 letter to Justice Kapnickl;
As for the conflict of interest of the U.S. Attorncy for thc Soutlrcrn District of lyy,

see, inter alia,pp.2'3,18-20 of CJA's October 21,1999 criminal complaint to ttr U.S. Atonrey
for the Southern District of NY [Exhibit 

"H" to myNovember 5, 1999 letter to Justice Kapnickj.
As for the U.S. Attorney for the Eastern District of NY, who has failed to respond to

CJA's September 7,1999 cornplaint, see,interalia,p.sthereof requestingreferraltotnepuUtic
Integtty Unit of the U.S. Justice Department's criminal division tExhibit 

iH- to my September
24, 1999 reply aflidavitl.

3 Neither the Manhattan District Attorney nor the U.S. Attorney for the Southern District
of NY has supplied us with information about applicable procedures for resolving conllicts of
int€rests - although we o<pressly requestod such information (Sbe p. 6 of CJA's OctoUer 21,lggg
complaint to the Manhattan D.A. and CJA's October 29,lggg and November 4,lggg letters to
the Manhattan D.A., anrrcxed as Exhibits "G", "K-1", ard ..K-3', to my November 5, 1999 letter
to Justice Kapnick; ard p. 3 (ft. 2) of CJA's Octob€r 2l,Iggg complaint to the U.S. Attorn€y for
the Southern District of NY, annexed as Exhibit "ff'to my Novernber 5, 1999 letter to Justice
Kapnick). Perhaps you have that information - or can obtain it for us.
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ethics commifroc for the Amcrican Bar Association's Section on State and l-ocal
Government Law, delegate to the ABA's Ethics 2000 initiative, member of the
Executive Comminee of the New York State Bar Association's Municipat Law
Section, and a "frequent lecturer and writer on topics dealing with government
ethics" (Exhibit "c-2") - all such positions being identified in yo-tlr pubfihea frofile
f.ry1g 1 Pr :"pJ 9f the receltly published ABA text you edited, Ethical

Public Officials (Exhibit "C-l.).

By reason ofyour positions of leadership, CJA h€reby reque$s thatyoq fcent these
primary source materials to others, like yourself, involved with- ethics and
government issues at academic institutions, at bar associations, and in other venues
for lheir immediate attention and emergency action.

Under DR l-103 of the New York State Bar Association's Code of professional
Responsibility, embodied in 22 NycRR 91200.4, a lawyer is duty-bound to report
matters of this seriousness to "a Eibunal or other authority empowered to investigate
or act". Consequently, CJA requests that, individually and/oi collectively, you and
such other p€rsons and entities as you can enlis! meei that duty by following up on
our alread-filed disciplinary and criminal complaints to the Ethics Commission, the
Manhattan District Attorney, and the U.S. Attorney - in particular, by reiterating
CJA's reque$s therein that the complaints be refened to thi public Integnty Unit of
the Justice Department's Criminal Division - as well as by initialini further
disciplinary and criminal complaints to other bodies "empowered 

to investigate or
act". This would include the New York State Commission of Investigationjwhich
you suggested as a body empowered to investigate.

Most immediately, however, CJA requests that you contact the tribunal hearing the
pengling Article 78 proceeding. Indeed, as the non-lawyer petitioner, actingprc bono
lublico,I urgently require intervention, amictts cariae assistance, or other legal help
from law schools, schools of government, bar associations, and others-- and,
especially, "expert" opinion on the critical issues presented by -y omnibus motion
to disqualifr the Attorney General from reprer.niing the Commission on Judicial
Conduct by reason of his violation of Executive Law $or.t and conflicts of interest- each graphically demonstrat"d by his flagrant litigation fraud and misconduct in theproceeding.
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Hopefully, ruch involvemcnt might also senrc to safeguard the integrity of the
judicial process. This politically-explosive case is already before its seienjhj,rdge
who was not randomly assigned and who is more disqualified than any of his fivc
judicial predecessors, who recused themselvesa. The record herein dernonstrates tha
cases such as this are "tfirown" by fraudulent judicial decisions. Such was the fate
of the thne cases fieanrred in"Restmining 'Liarc,,, among thenl the prior Article 7g
proceeding hris L. kssower v. Commission on Judicial Conduci of the State of
New York (NY Co. #95-l09l4l). Such was also the fate of the Article Zg
proceeding,Miclwl Mantell v. Commission on Judicial Condtct of the Sate of Nevt
Iort (NY Co. t99-10E655), commenced shortly after my o*nt -i like it defended
by Mr. Spitzer with litigation fraud.

The final sentence 
to the Preface of your ABA text concludes by exhorting those

working in the public sector to "represent honesty and integrity in our great-system
of government and governance" (Exhibit "C-4"). There is very little reflecting that"great system" in the exposition of nightmarish facts set forth in CJA's disciplinary
and criminal complaints. In par! this is attibutable to the offrcial misconduct of *,r."
of the eleven contributors to your ABA text. As reflected by their profiles (Exhibit"C-3"), Thea Hoeth and Richard Riftin were formerly Executive Directors of the
New York State Ethics Commission, with Mr. Riftin having spent 15 years in the
inner circle at the Attorney General's office before becoming the Ethics
Commission's Executive Director. As for Barbara Smith, she has been counsel at the
Ethics Commission since its inception. Not reflected bythose profiles - but rcadity
verifiable from CJA's eight-year correspond"n"" *ith the Ethics Commission
pertaining to a series of ethics complaints we filed as early as 1992 - is that Ms.
Hoeth, Mr. Riftin, and Ms. Smith, described by your preface as arnong..the best
minds addressing government ethics issues today''@xhibit ,,c4,,),harre 

iarticrpatedin comrpting the State Ethics Commission, whlsedisciplinary jurisdiction extends

o An tdditional jdgc was rcmdrcd tom the casc by the Administrdive Judgc, for reasons
unknormr sbe p. I of my November 5, 1999 letter to Justice Kapnick and p. l0 of--v O*e.Ue,
2,1999l€trer to Justice Wetzel.

: Analyses of the judicial docisions in these two Article 78 proceedings arc part of the record
hcrcin. An analysis of the fraudulent decision nDoris L. fussoierv. Commissionis annexed aspart of Exhibit "A" to the Verified Petition. An analysis of the fraudulent decision n Michael
Mantell v. Commissioz is annexed as Exhibit "p" f my December 9, 1999 letter to Justice
Wetzel.
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to the Attorncy Gen€rsl.

A large portion of thd eight-ycar correspondence is part of the file of the cuffi
Article 78 proceeding. This, because a branch of my omnibus motion to disqualify
Mr. Spitzer as defense counsel is based on the conflict of intere$ resrlting from his
having appointed Mr. Riftin to head the office responsible for defending tf," stat€ in
litigation in facc of notice that Mr. Rifkin had used his position * th" Ethics
Commission's Executive Director to cover up the fraudulent defense tactics of that
very offrce in the three cases featured in"Restroining 'Liarc"'- all three of which
are embodied in the current Article 78 proceeding6. Ne€aless to say, upon reques!
CJA would be pleased to provide you with the balance of 

-that 
eight-year

correspondence with the Ethics Commission, which is either not part of the cunent
Article 78 proceedingT or not herein transmitted so as not to unnecessarily burden
your preliminary reviews. This includes ALL the voluminous substantiating
documentation which we provided to the Ethics Commission in support of our ethics
complaints.

t 
tlz4'35, 4145 of my tuly 2t, 1999 qnnibus motion relarc to I\{r. Rif,dn's officiat

misoondrct as the Ethics Commissiqr's Executive DLector- and CJA's notice to Mr. Spitzer. Mr.
Riftin's misconduct is also detail€d - and with greatrer particularity - by CJA's March 26, lggg
ethics complaint - annexed as Exhibit "E'to ry *oning affidavif (Jbe pp. l-3, 12-14 thereog.

Not part of this Article 78 record is CJA's correspondence with the Ethics Connmissiorl
going brck to lggz,establishing h[s. Hoeth's official misconduct as the Cornmissiqr,s Exautive
Directon - to which Mr. Riftin" upon succeeding her, put his imprimatur. Sbe pp. 6-7 of CJA's
March 26,1999 ethics mmplaint and fmtnoks 7 and 9.

t Thes€ materials consist of the following free-standing folders that we submisod to the
Court in support of my July Zg,lggg omnibus motion:
(l) File Fold€r I: prior Article 78 proceeding, Dois L. kssower v. Commission on Judicial

Conduct of the State ofNew for& (Ny Co. #95-l09l4l);
(2) File Fold€r I: Hirshman Documents;
(3) File Folder Il: CJA's January 27, lggg letter; and
(4) File Folder III: CJA's March 26, 1999 letter.

. An inventory of the contents of these folders is appended to end of my July 2g, 1999
nwing affrdavit.

Additiondly, a free-starding folder containing a copy of the 1ile of thg Article 7gptcrading,Michael Mantell v. Commission on JudicioT Corditt oTthe State ofNew fort (Ny
Co' #99-108655) - was submitted to the Court in support ofmy December g, t$ktterto Justice
Wetzel An invartory of the cqrtents of that fold€r is Apendedio the end of my December g,lggg
letter.
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Although you rebuffed my concern that your review of these materials might be
compromised by personal or professional relationships, it seems r""*n"bl" to
assume that but for your relationship with Mr. Riftin - whose participation in Mr.
Spitzer's admini*ration the January 6th press release reflects (Exhibit tB-l') - you
would not have been lulled into a false sense of confidence that notwithstanding your
lack offirct-lrand, direct lonwledge of the staffing and operations of Mr. Spitzer's"public integrity unit", you could nonetheless favorably comment on it. As you
conceded to me, your sources of information about the unit - in the order in which
you recounted them to me - were newspapers, Mr. spitzer's remarks at Albany Law
School and the university of Albany, and your conversations with him.

As it happens, newspapers alro relied on the self-serving claims of Mr. Spitzer and
his staffin reporting on the operations of "public integrity unit". Indeed, since last
August, when such articles first began to appear, CJA has endeavored to get their
authors to recognize that their professional obligation is NOT to act ̂  u pt.r, "r1n
for Mr. Spitzer, but, rather, to independently examine the unit's operations by
examining the evidentiary proof presented by this Article 78 file. As illustrativi,
annexed are three articles from reputable newspapers: The New York Times' August
26, 1999 article by John Sullivan, "spitzer Sets Up Unit to Investigate Both State ard
Incal Corruption" (Exhibit "D-1"), Gannett's September g, 1999 article, ,,Spitzer,s
Anti-comtption Unit Ge* of to a Busy starf' (Exhibit ..E-l',), and Ginnett's
September 9,1999 article by Jay Gallagher, "spitzer to Fight puiblic Corruption,
(Exhibit "E-2"), along with CJA's conespondence with their authors @xhibits.,D-2,,- D-6" and Exhibits "E-3" -..E-5").

I would appreciate ifyou woutd confirm that these three articles were among those
on which you relied when you gave your expert opinion for Mr. Spitzer's January 6,
2000 press release (Exhibit *B-1"). That way cJA will be able to provide Mr.
Sulliva4 Mr. Hughes, and Mr. Gallagher with a concrete example of the detrimental
consequence oftheirwilful failure to present the fiue facts about the "public integrity
unit" based on proffered evidentiary proof. In the event you relied on other
newspaper articles to form your opinion, I would appreciate if you would identify
them so that cJA may similarly follow-up with their authors.

The Times article -- wtrich, I believe, genenated fre Gannett coverage - was nottlrc
result of any press release. In fact, there is not a single press release on the Attorney
General's website devoted to the "public integrity unit": its establishment, its
staffrng, its activities, its accomplishmentq or even information as to how to contact
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it with a complaint for investigation. Indeed, no pness releasc was issued by the
media-conscious Mr. Spitzer following his January 27,lggg announcement at the
Association of the Bar of the city of New york that"as of today I am creating a public integrity unit" and "[t]odsy I'm announcing the
creation of a public integrity unit" (fr. 7) - nor followini-his announcement months
later at Albany Law School, which you believed *as hii first announcement of the
creation of his "public integrity unit"-- until I read you the above quotes from the
tanscript of the January 27, 1999 City Bar evente.

As discussed, apart from your non-probative comments in Mr. Spitzer,s Januar5r 6,
2000 press release heralding his fir$ year in office (Exhibit ..B-1"1, a..search,, of the
Attorney General's_website for the "public integrity unit", produces only one entry
out of more than 1,560: Mr. Spitzer's April t t, iggg pressrelease herddlng his first
100 days (Exhibit B-2"). Witlnut any specificity,thaipress release claimeJthat Mr.
Spitzer was "[d]eveloping a Public Integrity Unit io investigate allegations of
wrongdoing and comrption by those in public oflice across the state',.

As the enclosed Article 78 file makes plain, to the extent Mr. spitzer,s ..public
integrity unit" exists, it functions much as the New york State aommission on
Judicial conduct functions, as a fapade: pursuing..wrongdoing and comrption" only
by those in relatively low level "public office'l Nor; the higher rungs of the
governmental hierarchy. This seems true, as well, of the New york State gtfrics
Commission.

An inventory ofthe hansmitted Article 78 file is annexed to this tetter. The starting
point for your review should be: (l) my July 28,lggg omnibus motion, detailing Mr
Spitzer's unrcstrained litigation fraud and other misconduct in this Article 7g
proceeding - including his wilful violation of Executive Law g63.1 and

e ^lFthere is a hanscript or recording of Mr. Spitzer's remarks about the ..public integlty
unif .t Albany Law School and University of Albany - or press report about tlrem -- we would
Ppr€ciate ifyou would arange tohave a copy sent tous -- reciprocating *re full transcri; of Mr.
lqitzer's January 27, 1999 remarks at the City Bar, enclosed with this transmittal [annexod toCJA's March 26,l99g ethics complaint as Exhibit..B" theretol.
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multiple conflicts of interess; and (2) cJA's March 26, lggg ahics complainf
particularizing the high-level, systemic govemmental comrption, in which Mr.
Spitzer has shown himself to be fully complicitous. The ethics complaint is Exhibit"E'to my July 28,l9g9 affidavit in support of the omnibus motion.

Particularly important are t[t[40-103 of my July 28, 1999 affrdavit. Thesc clrronicle- with appended and accompanying documentary proof - CJA's direct, first-hand
experience with Mr. Spitzer and his "public integrity unit", beginning more than a
lonth preceding his January 27,lggg City Bar announcement, when CJA notified
him of the need to rescind Mr. Riftin's appointnent as his Deputy Attorney General
for State Counsel, based on Mr. Riftin's official misconduct as the Ethics
Commission's Executive Director. As to Mr. Riftin's misconduct in that position,
tT24-35 of my July 28, 1999 affrdavit provide relevant particulars. Of the,exhibits
annexed to my July 28, 1999 affrdavit, the most significant are:

Exhibit cB': CJA's handdelivered December 24,lggS letter transmitting to then
Attomey General-Elect Spitzer documentary materials relating to Mr. Riftinls tenure
at the Ethics Commission. These materials are contained in the enclosed file marked:"Folder I: Riftin Docs.", which I submitted to the court in support of my July 2g,
1999 omnibus motion

Erhibit sCt: CJA's faxed December 28, 1998 letter transmitting to then Attorney
General-Elect Spitzer a copy of cJA's l-etter to the Editor, ,,An Appeal to Fairness:
Revisit the court ofAppeals", appearing in that day's New yorkiost;

Erhiblt cDt: cJA's January 27, lggg letter which I publicly presented to Mr.
spitzer, in landto, after he rtut"a "MG THAT ts 

-sugN,InrED 
To us wE

WILL LooK AT'cfr. l3) in answer to my question as to what he was going to do
about the allegations of "Restraining 'Liats"'. CJA's previous correspondence with
Mr. spitzer, annexed to the January 27, lg99 lettei, makes plain why, when I
responded to Mr. Spitzer's invitation by stating "I have it right here" - r"i"rring to
the January 27,lggg letter -- Mr. spitzer's quilped, ..why did I suspect that?,, (Tr.
l4).

r0 ALL the docurnent*ion hsnd up to Mr. Spitzer with that letter is prrt of thc cunrnt
$ti:rc 78 proceeding. It irrcludes Exhibits "8", "i", ..D,,, ..8,,, ..F-1,,- F-4" to the VerifiedPetitiqr herein' as well as materials contairpd in Fih Folders U ana fif supporting the July 2g, 1999omnibrs motiorl not herein transmitted. See fn. g, supra.
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Erhibit sE': g1-: Ml,h 29, rgggerhics oompraint again$ Mr. spita (pp. j-7,
27'29) and Mr. Riftin (pp. 12-14), among others. A Table of C-ontenti to tt"
complaint appears at p. 3. Annexed as Exhibit "B" to the complaint is the hanscript
of h[r. Spitzer's January 2t,lggg announcement at the City Bar of the establislrment
of his "public integrig unit" and my public exchange wittr him (Tr. 7-g, l3-14).

The recitation of my July 28, lggg affrdavit is entirely unconfiotvrted. This is
highlight€d d pages 7 and l3-zo of my september z+, tggg Reply Memorandum of
Law, which, at pages l-12, continues the recitation of CJA;S direct, first-hand
experience with Mr. Spitzer and his "public integrity unit". The accuiacy of this
further recitation is attested to at !f2 of my Septembei 24,lgggreply affid".,rit, *ith
![6 referencing the substantiating exhibits annexed to the repty afiaavit. Among the
most significant exhibits annexed to my September 24,1999 reply affrdavit are:

Exhibit (A': my handdelivered August 6,lggg letter to David Nocenti, counsel to
Mr' Spitzer, hansrnitting a copy of my July 28, 1999 omnibus motion and requesting
that it be consider"d by Mr. Spitzer's own ethics committee as an ethics complaint
against Mr. Spitzer, Mr. Riftin, and other staff for participating and countenancing
the conflict of interest and litigation fraud detailed by the-motion;

Erhibit cEt: Mr. Nocenti's September l, 1999 letter to me, declining to undertake"a separate internal review" by reason of my pending omnibus motion and CJA,s
pending tr'Iarch 26,19.9D� ethics complaint to the New iork State Ethics Commission;

Erhibit'F : CJA's September 15, 1999 ethics complaint to the New york State
Ethics commission, inter alia, supplementing cJA's March 26, 1999 ethics
complaint against Mr. Spitzer based on his litigation fraud in my Article 7g
proceeding;

Exhibit (Gt: CJA's Septemb er 7,lggcriminal complaint to the U.S. Attorney for
the Eastern District of New York detailing (at pp. +-o; tvtr. Spitzer's complicitous
cover-up of systemicgovemmentalcomrption, involving,interalia, Governorpataki
and the New York State Ethics Commission.
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My correspondence.with Acting Supreme Court Justice l&pniclq the srr#r judge
assigned to my Article 78 proceeding, and with Acting Supreme Court Justice
wetzel, the seventh judge to whom. the case ,,r* ,piifically directed by the
Administrative Judge following Justice Kapnick's recusal, reflects my further
contacts with Mr. Sp-itzer and his "public integrity unit" concerning ttre Anorney
General's continued fraudulent defense tactics in -y case, as well as his fra'dulent
defense tactics in Mr. Mantell's Article 7g proceeding;

lug" 6 of my Novernber 5,lggg letter to Justice Kapnick identifies thd Mr. Spicer,s
litigation misconduct in my Article 78 proceeding served "as a template for his
litigation misconduct in Mr. Mantell's concurrent-proceeding" - -i uses, as an
example, his misrepresentation of Executive Law $63.1. A-ong the pertinent
exhibits annexed to my November 5, 1999 letter:

Exhibit sG': CJA's October 21,lgggcriminal complaint to the Manhanan Distict
Attorney agains! inter alia, Mr. Spitzer, based on his litigation fraud;

Exhibit cH': CJA's October 21,lggg criminal complaint to the U.S. Attorney for
the Southern District of New york again st, inter oiio, Mr. spitzer, based on his
active complicity in systemic governmental comrption, including litigation fraud;

Erhibit cI': CJA's hand-delivered October 25,lggg letter to Mr. Nocenti and to
the "public integrity unit", transmitting copies of CJA's October 21,lgggcriminal
complaints and calling upon them to take investigative and corrective steps;

Erhibit s.lt: cJA's October 27, lggg ethics complaint to the New york State
Ethics Commission, inter alia, against Mr. Spitzer, 

-based 
on his litigation fraud in

Mr. Mantell's Article 78 proceeding;

lhe artiretv of my December 9, 1999 letter to Justice Wetzel, as likewise my
December 17' lggg letter to him, particularize Mr. Spitzer's unrestrained litigation
fraud, entitling me to additional sanctions. Among the pertinent exhibits io ,y
December 9,lggg letter are:

Erhibit "C': CJA's handdelivered October 29, l99�...�g letter transmitting to Mr.
Nocenti and the "public integrity unit" a copy of CJA's October 27, 16 ethics
complaint and putting Mr. Spitzer on notice of his ethical duty to takecorrective
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steps to vacate thc fraudulent judicial decision dismissing Mr. Mantell's Article lt
proceeding;

Erhibit'D': Analysis of thc fraudulent judicial decision dismissing Mr. Mantell,s
Article 78 proceeding.

Based upon your review of the foregoing I expect you will not disagree with the
assessment in CJA's proposed Letter to the Editor to the New York po* - a copy of
which I sent you under my January l0n letter (Exhibit '%,-t -- thutffispitzer has
engaged "in a level of litigation misconduct which, if committed by a private
attorney, would be ground for disbarment" and, further, that his "pubiic integnty
unit" has been "nowhere to be seen" - either as to that misconduct or the systemic
high-lwel governmental comrption as to which CJA long ago gave both Mr. S pitznr
and the unit notice and documentary proof.

Yours for a quality judiciary
and adherence to the requirements of ethical

codes of professional responsibility,

&.as€GcZ\a
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)
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l' Paitioner'sNdicc ofRight to Sek Intenrentioq Notice ofPaition, and Verified petition (April
22,l99g)

2' Attonrcy C*'rsd's Affinnation (Carotyn Cairnes Olson) in Support ofResponderf's Application
Pursuant to CPLR 3012(d) (May 1,7, tggg)

3. Attomey General's Dismissar Motion (May 24,lgggr,consisting of:
(a) Noticc of Motion, with Affrrmation of Assistant Attorney General Michael

Kennedy and Affrdavit of Albert Lawrence, clerk of the commission on
Judicial Conduct;

(b) Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion to Dismiss, signed by Assistant
Attorney General Carolyn Cairns Olson

4. Petitioncr's ornnibu! Motion (July 2g, l99g), consisting of
(a) Notice of Motiorq with Afrdavit of Petitioner and Affdavit ofDoris L. Sassower

CJA's Director; 
- -' ----- " v''

@) Memorandum oflaw in Opposition to Respondent's Dsmissal Motion & in Support
of Petitioner's Motion for Disqualification of the Attorney General, Sanctions, a
Default Judgment, and Other Relief

lwith substantiating Fite Folder I: Rffin Docs.J

Attorney General's Reply Memorandum in Further Support of a Motion to Dismiss and in
Opposition to Petitioner's Motion for "Omnibus Relief', signed by Assistant Attorney General
Carolyn Cairns Olson (August 13, 1999)

Petitioner's Papers in Reply and in Further Support of lrer Omnibus Motion (September 24,
1999), consisting of:

(a) Petitioner's Reply Affidavit
(b) Petitioner's Reply Memorandum of Law

Petitioner's November 5, 1999 letter to Acting Supreme Court lustice Barbara Kapnick

Petitione'r's December 2,lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice William Wetzel

Petitioner's D€cembcr 9,lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court fustice William Wetzel

Petitioncr's December 17, lggg leffer to Acting Supreme Court fustice Wlliam Wetzel

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.
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CJA'r comccpondencc with rnd ebout RICHARD RIFKIN, Executive Dirtctor of
thc New York Strtc Ethicr Commission, involving his ofliciel micconduct in thetpssition' hend-delivered to the law oflice of Attorney Gcneral-Elect Spitzer under
CJA'r December 24, l9g8 letter [Exhibit sB' to petitioner'r July 2t, lggg
Affidrvitl

(l) CJA's Septenber 14, 1995 letter to Richard Rifkir\ constituting a zupptemental ethics complaint
rgainst the I'IYS Commission on Judicial Conduct and initiating - "ttio complaint against the
Attorney Creneral

(2) Richard Rifkin's October 3, 1995 letter to CJA

(3) CJA's January 24, 1996letter to Richard Rifkin

(4) Richard Rifkin's February 29,lggg letter to CJA

(5) CJA's Ni124,1996 letter to Richard Rifkin

(6) Joseph Bress' May 28, 1996 letter to CJA

(7) CIA's April 15, 1997 letter to Walter Ayres, enclosing CJA's April I l,lggTletter to
Reverend Robert Eggenschiller and CJA's April 15, 1997 letterio Governor George pataki

(8) CIA's June lQ 1997 tetter to Walter Ayres, enclosing CJA's June 9, 1997 letter to the Ethics
Commissioners

(9) CJA's Deccmber 16, lggT letter to the Ethics Commissioners, constituting a supplemental
ethics complaint against the Attorney General, including against Attorney Gen"i"l v""*,
persorully
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Paitioncr'c Noticc of Right to Seek Intervention" Notice ofPetition, and Verified paition (April
22, l99g)

Attorney Gencral's Affirmation (Carolyn Cairnes Olson) in Support ofRespondent's Applcation
Pursuant to cpLR 3012(d) (May 17, 1999)

Attorney General's Dismissal Motion (Mav 24,lw),consisting of:
(a) Notice of Motion, with Affirmation of Assistani Attorncy General Michael

Kennedy and Affrdavit of Albert Lawrence, Clerk of the Commission on Judicial
Conduct;

(b) Memorandum of Law in Support of Motion to Dismiss, signed by Assistant
Attorney General Carolyn Cairns Olson

l .

3 .
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4. Petitioner's Ornrdbuc Motion (tdy 29, 1999), consisting of:
(a) Notice of Motioq with Affidavit of Petitioner and Affidavit ofDoris L. Sassower,

CJA's Director;
@) lvianorandum oflaw in-Opfitbn to Reryondent's f,tignissal Motion & in Support

of Petitioner's Motion for Disqualification of the Attorney General, Sanctions, a
Default Judgment, and Other Relief

lwith substantiating File Fotder I: Ri/kin Drcs.I



Eleia kth &.xsowa, Mirre of ilu Centafor Jadicial Acountabilig, fnc, dng pro funohtblico, agains Commission on Judicisl Conduct of the State of Ner+, Vii*rlty Co. #99-l0g55r

5' Attorney Crcnerel's Rcply Mcnrorandum in Furtlrcr Support of a Motion to Dsmiss and inopposition to Petitioner's Motion for "omnibus Relief', rign"d by Assistant Attorney GeneralCarolyn Csirns Olson (August 13, 1999)

6' Petitioner's Papers in Repb snd in Further Support ofher omnibus Motion (Septembcr 24,lggg),consisting of:
(a) petitioner's Reply Affidavit
(b) petitioner's Reply Memorandum of law

7 ' Petitioner's November 5, 1999 letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice Barbara Kapnick

E' Petitioner's December 2,lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice William Wetzel

9' Petitioner's December 9,lggg letter to Acting Supreme Court lustice William Wetzel

l0' Petitioner's December 17,l99g letter to Acting Supreme Court Justice william wetzel
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