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Bv Priority Mail

June 9,  1993

Edward OrConnel l ,  Counsel
House Judiciary Cornmittee
Roorn 207
Cannon House Off ice Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: Judic ia l  Accountabi l i ty

Dear Mr.  OrConnel l :

This letter is ihtended as a formal complaJ-nt of mLscorrduct by
certain members of the federal judlciary. The serious charges
herein made are ful ly documentable and arise out of a case of
national portent. The asserted misconduct rests on a profound
abuse of judicial povrer for irnproper and retal iatory purposes.

Such misconduct encompasses a pattern of wil ful and deliberate
perversion and disrdgard of control l lng law by the Distr ict Court
i ludge sitt ing irr White Plains, New York, including a f inal
decis ionr which was false and fabr icated in al t  mater ia l
respects.

The Distr ict Courtts decislqr, shown on appeal to be witho*ut any
factual- or leggrl foundationz, nas, nonetheless, aff irmed by the
Second Circuitr,  which rel ied on a claimed rr inherent poweri l  to
inpose near ly $100,000 sanct ions against  c iv l l  r ights plaint i f fs.

L The Distr ict  Court ts decis ion is repr inted in the
Petit ion for Cert l-orari at CA-28.

2 The factual baselessness of the Distr ict Courtrs
decision was metl-culously detal led, lsl-th record referenceq, dt
pp. 8-40 of  our Appel lantsf  Br lef--and unrebutted by Defendants
in their  Opposing Br ief  (see Appel lant ts Reply Br iefr  pF. 'L-2t  g-
12, 15-16 ,  22-3) .  The legal  baselessness of  that  decis ion was
discussed at  pp.  42-54 of  our Appel tantsr Br ief  and at  pp.  L-2,
L2-L4, l -6- l -8 |  23-6 of  our Reply.

3 fhe Second Circuitrs decision is reprinted in the
Pet i t ion for  Cert iorar i  at  CA-6.
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The foregoing hras made the basis for a Petit ion for Cert iorari to
the U.S. Supreme Court--wherein we requested that Court to
exercise i ts r fpower of  supervis lonrr  (at  pp.  L9, 28')  to summari ly
reverse the Second Circui t ts decis ion,  which,  on i ts face,
sirni tar ly v io lates statutgry and rule provis ions,  as wel l  as
control l ing decis ional  law4. 

-

Fol lowing denial  of  cert iorar l -  by the Supreme Courtr  w€ f l led a
Pet i t lon for  Rehear ing and Supplemental  Pet i t ion for  Rehear ing,
which we have just learned have also been denied. Those two
documents--which we recommend as the start ing point for your
review--provide the framework for this rnost extraordinary case--
identifying the ulterior and retal iatory motives of the Second
Circui t  Judges, who fai led to disqual i fy themselves
notwithstanding they were obligated by law and ethical rules to
have recused themselves.

The subject  decis ions are comprehensively analyzed and discussed
in the mater ia ls herein t ransni t ted,  which include not only the
submissions before the Sqpreme Court, but those before the Second
Circui t  as weI l .  Such submissions should enable you to recognize
that an inmediate investigation of the judicial authors of those
decis ions is rnandated--s ince fabr icat ion of  fact  and perversion
of law is not,  part  of  the judic la l  funct ion.

This case cal ls for  your examlnat ion for  another reason: by i ts
denial of | tcertrr, the Suprene Court has now given the rrglreen
lighttt to the lower federal courts to use rr inherent powerrr to
override congressional intent, ds expressed in statutory and rule
provis ions--such as the Fair  Housing Act,  28 U.S.C. 5L927, and
RuIe 11---and to do so without the s l ightest  showing of
rrnecessi tyrr  or  compl iance with due process requirernents.

Since the Congress is currently considering proposed amendments
to the Federal  Rules of  Civ i l  Procedure,  tegis lat ive review of
th is case is part icular ly propi t ious at  th is t ine.  As set for th
in our Pet i t ion for  CertLorar l -  (at  p.  14):

rrThis case is a microcosm of the very issues
now under study. . .  in connection with the
proposed amendments to the Federal Rules of
Civ i l  Procedure--Rule 11, discovery,  and case
management. Those proposed amendments are
the product of hundreds of writ ten comments
from the bench, bar, and public over a three-
year per iod and of  publ ic hear ings. yetr  ds
this case i l lustrates,  the enormous ef for t

4

appears
A concise summarizat ion of  such

at pp. 4-6 of  the Supplemental  pet i t ion
facial  v io lat ions

for Rehear ing.
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expended in the rule-making process is al l
for naught if inherent pohrer is to be a
I  fa l l -backf  for  federal  courts unwi l l ing to
adhere to the text-based requirements of
those rules,  amended or not.r l

Any obJect ive lnvest lgat lon of  th ls case wi l l  conf l - rm the extent
to whlch our th l rd branch of  government has obl l terated
constitut ional and statutory safeguards by sheer usurpation of
povrer. Because the supreme court has failed to perform its
monitoring function where the lower courtst decisibns do not
conform with law or the factual record, congress must step in to
protect the publlc from the destructlon of our constitut ional
system by courts which have run amok.

we trust that this matter wilr be given arr due care and
considerat ion.  Upon requestr  w€ wi l l  6e pleased to t ransmit  to
you our submissions before the Distr ict Court, including our RuIe
60 (b) (3) mot ion,  referred to l -n . the decis ions of  the second
Circuit and Distr ict Court. Said motion dramaticatly highlights
the extent of  to which judic ia l  of f ice has been misused to
promulgate decLsl-ons which are in every way dishonesL, deceitful,
and deliberately defarnatory.

Very truly yours,

w,/J**
DdRrs L. sAssowERs

€1ana4K-M
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER

cc: Char les St,ephen Ralston, Esg.
NAACP Legal Defense and Educational Fund

Enclosures: see annexed page

5 To counter the grossly false and defamatory Second
circui t  decis ions,  a copy of  rny c iedent iars,  as last  set  for th in
Martindare-Hubbelrrs Law Directory, is annexed hereto. such
publication has given me its highest rating of nAvrr for aII the
years I was in ny own private practice. I t  may be further noted
that I am also a Fell-ow of the American Bar Foundation, an honor
reserved for less than one-half of one percent of the practicing
bar in each State.
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Matrlmonial, Real Estatd Commercial, Coroorate, Tntsts and
Estates, Civil Rights.

DoRIs L. SAssowER, born,New York, N.Y., seprcmber 25,
1932: admittcd to bar, 1955, Ncw York; 1961, U.S. Supreme
Court, U.S. Claims Court, U.S. Court of Mil itary Appeals and
U.S. Court of International Trade. Educotion: Brooklyn Collcge
(8.A.,  summa cum laudc, 1954);  New York Universi ty (J.D.,  cum
laude,, l955),  Phi  Beta Kappa. Florence Al len Scholar.  Law Assis-
tant: . U.S. Attorney's Office. Southern Distnct ol New York,
1954-1955; Chief  Justrcc Ar lhur T.  Vanderbi l t ,  Supreme Court  of
Ncw Jersey, 1956-1957. President,  Phi  Beta Kappa Alumnae rn
Ncw York,  1970-71. Prestdent,  New York Womcn's Bar Assmra-
l ion,  1968-69. President,  Lawyers '  6roup of  Brooklyn Col lege
Alurnni  Associat ion,  1963-55. Rccipientr  Dist inguished Woman
Award, Northwood Inst i tute,  Midland, Michigan, 1976. Special
Awsrd for outstonding achievements on bchal f  of  womcn and
chi ldrcn, '  Nat ional  Organizat ion for  Women-NYS, t98l l  New
York Women's Sports Association Award 'as champion of equnl
r ights, '  1981. Dist inguishcd Alumna Award, Brooklyn Col lege,
1973. Named Outslanding Young,Woman of  America,  State of
New York,  1969. Nominated as candidate for  New York Court  of
Appeals, 1972. Columnist: ( 'Feminism and the [aw') and Mem-
ber,  Edi tor ia l  Board,  Woman's Li fe Masazinc,  1981. Author:
Book Review, Separation Agreements and Marital Contracts, Tnal
Magazine, October, 1987 Support Handbooh ABA Journal, Oct-
ober, 1986; Anatomy of a Settlement Agrfrm€nt Divorce Law
Eduction Institute 1982 "Climax of a Custody Case,' Lit igation.
Summer, 1982; "Finding a Divorcc Lawycr you can Trust," Scors-
dale Inquirer, May 20, 1982. "ls This Any Way To Run An Elec-
tionT'American Bar Associalion Joarnol August, 1980;'The Dis;
posablc Parcnt: The Casc for Joint Custody,',Trial Magazinc,
April, 1980. "Marriaga in Turmoil: Thc Lawyer as Doctor," Jour-
nal of Psychiatry and kw, Fall, 1979. "Custody's Lasr Stand,"
Trial Magazinc, September, 1979; 1Scx Discrimination-How to
Know It Wheri You See lt,' American Bar lssociatlon Section o!
Individuol Rights and Responsibilitia Newsletter, Summcr, 1976;
"Scx Discrimination and Thc kw,'/VI Women's Tcek Novcmbcr
E, 1976; "Women, Power and thc [:w,' American Bar Association
Joumal, May, 1976; Thc Chicf lusticc Wore a Red Dress,'
Woman ln the Year 2000,'tAtbor Housc, 1974: "lilomcn and thc
Judiciary: Undoing thc Law of the Creator, '&dicature February,
1974; 'Prostitution Review,' Juris Doctor, Fcbrurry, 1974; "No-
Fauf t '  Divorce and Wonten's Propcrty Right]," New York Stote
Bar Journal, Novmbcr, 1973; 'Marital Bliss: Til l  Divorcc Do Us
Part," Jurn Drctor, April,,1973; 'Womcn's Rightr.in Highcr Edu-
calion," Current, Novcmbcr, 1972;'Women and the Lsw: The Un-
finished Rcvolution,' Human Rigrtr Fall, ,1972; 'Matrimonial
Law Refom: Equal Propcrty Rights for Womeri, '  New York State
Bar Journal, October, 1972, "Judicial Sclction Pancls: An Excr-
cisc in Futi l i tyf, New York Law Journal, October 22, I97l:
' lVomen in the Law: The Seond flundred Yean,r,lmerlcan Dar
Association Journal, April, l97l; Thc Role of Lawycrs in Wom-
en's Liberation,' New York Law Journal, Deccmbcr 30, 1970; Thc
Legal Rights of Professional Womcn,' Contemporary Educalrcn,
February, 1972; 'Womcn and thc Legal Profession," Student Law-
yer Journal, November, 1970; 'lly'omcn in thc Professions,' lTom-
en's Role in Contemporary Society, 1912; Thc hgal Profcssion
and Women's Rights," Rrtgers law Retiew, Fall,. 1970: "What's
Wrong With Women lrwyers?., Trial Magazine, October-
Novmber, 1968. Address to: The National Conlercnce of Oar
Presidents, Congressional Rrcord, Vol. I 15, No. 24 E 815-6, Feb-
ruary 5, [969i The New York Womens Bar Association, Congres-
sional  Raord,  Vol .  l14,  No. 85267-8,  June l l ,  1968. Dirrctor:
New York University Law Alumni Association, 1974; Interna-
tional Institute of Women Studies" l97l; lnstitute on Women's
Wrongs, 1973; Ermutive Woman, 1973. Coorganizer, National
Conlerence of Professional and Aedemic Womcn, 1970. Founder
and Sprcial Consultant, Professional Womcn's Caucus, 1970
Trustee, Supreme Court Libraiy, White Plains, New York, by ap-
pointment of  Governor Carey,  1977-1986 (Chair ,  1982-1986).
Elated Delegate, White l louse Cdnference on Smail Business,
1986. Member, Panel of Arbitrators, American Arbitrtrt ion Asso-
cialion- Mentber: The Association of Trial Lawyers of Amenca;
The Association of the Bar of the City of New York; Wstchester
Courrty. New York State (Menrber: Judicial Selection Committee:
Legislit ive Committee. Family Law Sation), Federal and Amcri-
can (ABA Chair, National Conference of l.awyers and Social
Workers, 1973-1974; Member, Sections on: Family Law; lndivid-
ual Rights and Responsibil i t ies Committee on Rights of Women,
1982; Lit igation) Bar Assciations; New York State Trial Lawyers
Association; American Judicature Society; National Association of
Women Lawyers (Official Observer to the U.N., I969-1970): Con-
sulnr l-aw Socie(y; Roscoe Pound-American Trial lawyers'Fouri-
dation; American Assmiation for the lnternational Commission of
Jurists; Association of Feminist Consultants; W6tchest€r Associa-
tion of Women Business Owners: American Womens' Economrc
Development Corp.; Womens' Forum. Fellowr' American Acad-
emy of Matrimonial lawyers; Nerv York Rar Foundation.

"AV" rat ing
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Enclosures:

Page Four

Subrnissions to the United States Supreme Court :

June 9,  1993

(1) Pet i t ion for
(2) Respondentrs
(3) Pet i t ionersl
(4) Pet i t ion for
(5) Supplenental

a Wri t  of  Cert iorar i
Opposing Br ief
Reply Br ief
Rehearing
Pet i t ion for  Rehear ing

Appel late submissions to the Second Circui t :

(1-)  Appel lantst  Mot ion to Vacate Judgment
for Lack of  Jur isdict ion

(2) Appel lants '  Br ief ,  Appendix,
and Supplemental Appendix

(3) ArnicuF Curiae Br ief  of  NAACP Legal  Defense and
Educational Fund

(4) Appel lees'  Br ief  and Appendix
(5) Appel lantsr  Reply Br ief  and Second Supplemental

Appendix
(6) Appel lantst  Pet i t ion for  Rehear ing
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