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New York Civil Liberties Union
Arthur Eisenberg, Legal Director
125 Broad Street
New York, New York 10004

RE: Amicus and other assistance in securing review by the New york
court of Appeals of the public interest lawsuit, Elena Ruth
Sassower, Coordinator of the Center for Judicial Accountability,
Inc., acting pro bono publico, against commission on Judicial
conduct of the state of New york (Ny co. #log55l/99; Appellate
Division, First Dept. *SOla;

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

As the Civil Liberties Union safqguards the constitutional rights of all sorts of unsavory, unworthy
individuals, whose acts and speech it does not agree with, it is incomprehensible to me that it
would not safeguard my precious right to access to the courts - whether or not it likes the..tone',
of my legal papers.

On the nalrow issue of Justice Wetzel's DUE PROCESS-LESS filing injunction against me and
the non-party Center for Judicial Accountability,Inc. (CJA), affrrmeJ inihe fifth sintence of the
Appellate Division, First Department's decision, my discussion of that fifth sentence appears at
pages 17-19 of my l9-page analysis of the appellate decision, which is Exhibit ..B-i; to my
January 17,2002 reargument motion.

Do understand, howwer, that you have NO basis for being "offended" by the tone of my papers
unless you deny or dispute the accuracy of my 3-page analysis of the decision of Justice Cahn in
Doris L. Sassowerv. CommissionlA-52-54;A-189-1941 and of my l3-page decision of Justice
Lehner inMantell v. Commission [A-321-334; A-299-307]. I have beggeJand pleaded for over
a year that you examine these analyses. IF you have done so, you know that the decisions of
Justices Cahn and Lehner- on which Justice Wetzel exclusivelyrested the dismissal of my Verified
Petition [A-12-13] --are utterly bogus as to the law. Indeed, reinforcing this is the fact that the
record before you shows that NO ONE - NOT the Commission, NOT the Attorney General, and
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NOT any of the three courts before whom I have placed these analyses - hane denied or disputed
their accuracy in any respect.

From these two undisputed analyses, it should be IMMEDIATELY oBVIous to you that the
Commission has been the beneficiary of a series of FIVE fraudulent judicial decisions in three
separate lawsuits - including two appellate decisions which have INSULATED the Commission
from legal challenge by an insupportable single-sentence pretense, UNSUppORTED By
FACruAL FINDINGS OR DISCUSSION OF LEGAL AUTHORITY that a complainant whose
complaint has been dismissed by the Commission lacks "standing" to sue the Commission. IF
ANYTHING, you should be offended by this - and by the r."otd evidence before you of the
Attorney General's extraordinary litigation misconduct, fully documented by me in sanctions
motions - as to which neither Justice Wetzel nor the Appellate Division have made A\Iy findings.

Please note that my discussion of the Appellate Division's single-sentence hoax as to lack of"standing" appears at pages l5-16 of my l9-page analysis of its appellate decision - Exhibit..B-1,,
to my reargument motion. Is it really possible that the New York Civil Liberties Union is
unperturbed when appellate courts, without factual findings or discussion of legal authority, wipe
out citizens' rights to bring legal challenge to the Commission - including for the kind of violative
conduct detailed by my Verified Petition's six Claims for Relief [A-37-45]. IT CANNOT BE.

Finally, so that you can see for yourself the September 20, 1972letter to you which I had just
photocopied to send to Harvard University as part of a transmittal of my mother's papers, *t i"n
Harvard had long 4go requested, I enclose a copy.

Thank you.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

&g7zg-
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)

Enclosure
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