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fn the Matter of George Sassower, an
Attorney and Counselor-at-Law:

Grievance Corunittee for the
Ni::tn Judicial District,,

Petitioner, :

-against-
George Sassower, 3

M-L4 25

M-2967

Respondent.

Disciplinary proceedings instituted by the Grievance Committee

for the Ninth Judicial District, Respondent.was admitted

to the Bar at a Term of the Supreme Court, Second Jud.icia1

Department on March 30, 1949. By order of the Supreme

Court, Appellate Division, Second Department, entered on

r-Tanuary 9, 1981 the within proceeding was transferred, to

tnis Court. Ei' further order of this Court entered on

,fu11' .8, 1981, Iion. Aloysius J. Melia was apponted Referee

to hear and report.

Richard E. Grayson, of counsel (Gary L. Casel-Ia, attorney)
for the petitioner

George Sassower, resPondent gc se



)totion Nos. 1425 and 2967 Sep^'ember 24 , 1982

!la--ter of Georce Sassower, An At--orneY

PER CURIAI'I (Not for Publication)

Respondent, admitted to practice in the Appellate

Divisj.on, Second, Department on March 30, l-949, was charged,
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. - . pJ.Lnary petition dated Augarst ]4, 1980, .later.amend.ed Apg*l-13r.---:-.,---',--

1981. By order dated'Januaq; 9, 1981, the AppeJ-Iate Division,

Second Department transferred the proceeding to this court.

By order entered JuIy 8, 1981 this court.referred, the-issues

raisedi!thepetitiontotheEIon.A1oysius#.t'1e1iatohear
and report. The referee has now rendered his rePort uPon the

.l

. evidence taken during. 17 days of hearings at which 171 exhibits

were introd,uced.

. During the heariags the petitioner Grievance Committ,ee

moveA to withdraw charges I, 21 5 and I1-I4, which motion h'as

granted by the referee. Those Charges are dismissed.

In his report, the referee has found that charges

3, 4 and 6-10 were not sustained by the evidence and has rec-

onmended that they be dismissed. Petitioner moves to confirm

the referee's report only with respedt to Charges 4, ? and 9.,

and those charges are hereby Cismissed.

The petitioner has moved to disaffirm the referee's

report with resPect to charges 3, 5, 8 and 10. Respondent has

declined to request confirn0ation of the referee's rePort,



choosing i.nstead. to proceed by a cross-nnotj-on for

an order 'nullifying aL1 of tJre disciplinary proceedings

against respondent nunc ,oro tunc, exPunging all records Of

samer" and for related relief. To the extent that the

cross-rDotion addresses the merits of charges 3, 6, I and

10, it is deemed a motion to confirm the refereers report,

and the motion is granted to that extent, and is in all

other respects denidd. We have exarnined the record and

find it supports the. reconusendations of the referee in all

respects. Petitionerrs motion to disaffirm- the referee I s

report ia part is de.nieC, the report is confirmed in its

entirety, and accordingiy. all the charges contained, in

the petition are dismissed.

All concur.

Noveuber 15 , Lggz

-T
t
t
$

i


