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May 20, 2002

Larry Cohler-Esses

New York Daily News

450 West 33" Street

New York, New York 10001

RE:  Arranging a Meeting with Russ Hoyle for News Coverage
and Investigative Stories on Issues of Judicial Accountability.
ete.

Dear Larry:

Following up our phone conversation, enclosed is CJA’s March 21, 2002 Freedom
of Information Law request to the Office of Court Administration. I have received

' NO substantive response to my request for documents relating to the Office(s) of
Inspector General and Internal Affairs.

Prompting this F.O.LL. request was Nancie Katz’ March 13® article “Prober is New
Court Inspector General”, which adopted the OCA line that promotion of Sherrill
Sptaz to Inspector General and the “consolidation” of the Special Inspectord
General was an “attempt to increase accountability and boost public trust”, and the
March 17th Daily News’ editorial, “Bench Stench Spreads to Bronx”, which saw
it as “reform”. :
: !

Investigation would show the opposite. The OCA shut-down of what was supposed
to have been a permanent Office of Special Inspector was because its REAL
purpose had been accomplished. That purpose was to conceal the OCA’s knowing
and deliberate failure to implement and enforce clear and unambiguous statutory
provisions and court rules laying out an internal monitoring structure for fiduciary
appointments and fees. This internal monitoring structure, as well as other clear and
unambiguous safeguards, are OMITTED from Sherrill Spatz report, as likewise
from the report of the Commission on F iduciary Appointments. Illustrative are their
omission of the salient fact that the OCA failed to implement the statute creating the
oversight Commission for Surrogate Court Administrators— reported in your May
13" investigative article, co-authored with Ms. Katz, “Where There’s No Will,

There’s a Way” and then again in your May 15" article, “Brooklyn Court Panel
Closed to The News”.
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The Daily News should call Ms. Spatz to account for her glaring omissions --
instead of crediting her report as being “blistering” and “scathing”. It should also
ask her to explain how it is that with such widespread non-compliance by judges
and lawyers with reporting requirements she did NOT refer HUNDREDS for
disciplinary action — rather than the handful that, apparently, the Commission on
Judicial Conduct is now letting off with what today’s Daily News’ editorial does not
even consider to be a slap on the wrist. What is HER view of the Commission’s
actions? It should also ask her about restitution for the innocent victims of this
judicial/attorney misconduct, who have had thousands and thousands of dollars
unlawfully taken from them. Monies awarded in violation of explicit statutory and
rule provisions MUST be returned. Indeed, I discussed the foregoing with Ms.
Spatz in a phone conversation on December 13, 2001, following the Daily News’
publication of my Letter to the Editor, “Judicial Reforms™.

Ms. Spatz was supposed to — but has not -- gotten back to me with certain
information. This included confirmation as to which of my father’s judicial
misconduct complaints to the Commission on Judicial Conduct relating to fiduciary
appointments and fees I had provided her, in hand, a year earlier, following the
conclusion of my testimony before the Commission on Fiduciary Appointments.
These complaints included, I believe, one dated March 29, 1994 against Chief
Judge Kaye, based on her responsibility for the inaction of then Inspector General
Gallagher as a monitor of abuses’.

Please share this letter with your editor, Russ Hoyle, as well as Ms. Katz. I will
telephone Mr. Hoyle tomorrow moming — by which time I would hope he will have
read my series of letters to Mr. Aronson and perused the evidence of the corruption
of the Commission on Judicial Conduct, presented by the case file of my important
public interest lawsuit against it - NOW at the Court of Appeals. Please also be
sure to give him the enclosed, previously-faxed, Metroland story about the case,
“Appeal for Justice”. Thank you.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

R :
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator

Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)
Enclosures

P.S.  As discussed, I will be filing a judicial misconduct complaint with the
Commission on Judicial Conduct AND with Inspector General Spatz based on the

articles by you and Ms. Katz, published in last week’s Daily News. I will send you
a copy.

I gave you a copy of this complaint when we met together at the Daily News on April 4,
2000. Another copy is enclosed inasmuch as you informed me that you no longer have the
extensive documentary materials I provided you at that time.
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March 21, 2002

Office of Court Administration
25 Beaver Street
New York, New York 10004

ATT: John Eiseman, Records Access Officer

RE: Réguest to Inspect Records

Dear Mr. Eiseman:

Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Law (F.O.IL) [Public Ofﬁcers Law,
Article VI] and Part 124 of the Chief Administrator’s Rules for Public Access to
Records, request is made to inspect and copy:

1.

publicly-available records pertaining to the Office of Court
Administration’s “consolidation” of the Office of Inspector General, the
Office of Special Inspector General for Fiduciary Appointments, and the
Office of Special Inspector General for Bias Matters, announced in its
March 12, 2002 press release as “provid[ing] a more efficient use of the
court system’s investigative resources”, including records pertaining to
the jurisdiction, budget, staff, staff credentials, and staff salaries of the
new consolidated Office of Inspector General;

publicly-available records pertaining to the history and operations of the
pre-consolidated Office of Inspector General, including its annual
reports, if any, and other documents reflecting its jurisdiction, yearly
activities, budget, staff, staff credentials, and staff salaries;
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3. publicly-available records pertaining to the history and operations of the
Office of Special Inspector General for Fiduciary Appointments,
including its annual reports, if any, and other records reflecting its
jurisdiction, yearly activities, budget, staff, staff credentials, and staff
salaries, apart from its December 3, 2001 report.

4. publicly-available records pertaining to the history and operations of the
Office of the Special Inspector General for Bias Matters, including its
annual reports, if any, and other records reflecting its jurisdiction, yearly
activities, budget, staff, staff credentials, and staff salaries;

5. publicly-available records pertaining to the history and operations of the
Office of Internal Affairs, including its annual reports, if any, and other
records reflecting its jurisdiction, yearly activities, budget, staff, staff
credentials, and staff salaries;

6. the Office of Court Administration’s subject matter list of “all
administrative records” in its possession, pursuant to §§124.2(bX1) and
124.3 of the Chief Administrator’s Rules for Public Access to Records'
and, in particular, the subject matter list pertaining to the pre-
consolidated Office of Inspector General, the Office of the Special
Inspector General for Fiduciary Appointments, the Office of the Special
Inspector General for Bias Matters, and the Office of Internal Affairs.

7. rules, schedules, and procedures promulgated for Retention and
Disposition of the Records of the Courts of the Unified Court System,
pursuant to Part 38 of the Chief Administrator’s Rules.

Pursuant to F.O.LL. [Public Officers Law §89.3] and §124.6(a) of the Chief
Administrator’s Rules for Public Access to Records, your response is required within
five business days of receipt of this written request.

Thank you.
Yours for a quality judiciary,
<lera £ :
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc. (CJA)

Enclosure: OCA March 12, 2002 press release,
“Court System Consolidates Investigative Offices”

' Public Officers Law §87.3(c).




Court System Consolidates Investigative Offices

PRESS RELEASE

Contact: David Bookstaver,

New York State Communications Director

Unified Court System Mai Yee, Assistant Director
(212) 428-2500

Hon. Jonathan Lippman www.courts.state.ny.us.

Chief Administrative Judge
Release: Immediate, March 12, 2002

Court System Consolidates Investigative Offices

NEW YORK—Chief Administrative Judge Jonathan Lippman announced today the
consolidation of the Unified Court System’s three investigative offices—the Office
of Inspector General, the Office of Special Inspector General for Fiduciary
Appointments and the Office of the Special Inspector General for Bias Matters.
The Office of Inspector General investigates allegations of misconduct within the
Unified Court System. The Office of the Special Inspector General for Fiduciary
Appointments investigates compliance with court rules governing judicial
appointment of guardians, guardians ad litem, receivers, referees and others who
assist the courts in resolving cases. The Office of the Inspector General for Bias
Matters investigates allegations of work-related bias involving court system
employees.

- The newly consolidated office will be headed by Sherrill R Spatz, currently the
Special Inspector General for Fiduciary Appointments. Judge Lippman said, “The
consolidation of these three offices will provide a more efficient use of the court
system’s investigative resources. Sherrill Spatz is an experienced professional with
a proven track record. She has done an outstanding job during the past two years
in regard to the fiduciary appointment process. I know that as the new Inspector
General for the Unified Court System she will be a highly effective leader of this
newly merged office.”

William Gallagher, the current Inspector General, and Desiree Kim, the current
Special Inspector General for Bias Matters, will work under Ms. Spatz’s direction.
In her new role, Ms. Spatz will also continue to work closely with Dennis
Donnelly, the Director of the court system’s Office of Internal Affairs,
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DALY NEWS veh 13,2000

Prober is new court

23

“To :5'2;

| three months.

+ der investigation for alleged

I .. . . t
By NANCIE L. KATZ -
DAILY NEWS STAFFWRITER S

A state court investigator who last year
helped expose rampant judicial miscon-
duct was named a top .court watchdog
yesterday. .

Sherrill Spatz, who. issued _.a@/
report on fiduciary appointments in De-

cember, was named the court systém’s
new inspector general by Chief -
Administrative Judge Jonathan
Lippman. . . , 3
The move was Lippman’s lat-
est attempt to increase account-
bility ‘and boost public trust
amid a series of scandals plagu-
ing the judiciary over the past

In Brooklyn alone, one j;idg’é
has been indicted on. bribery
charges and seven others are un-

wrongdoing. » S
Lippman said Spatz would
head an office that combines three previ-
ously independent investigative units.
Her investigation last year exposed wide-
spread cronyism and -patronage among
Judges and lawyers in the haming -of
guardians and lucrative legal appoint-
ments. _ : :
“We can't put our heads in the sand,”
Lippman said. “We really have to be able
to address systematically the realities of

- what happens and what can happen in

the judicial system. .
reproach.”
Spatz graduated from Georgetown Uni-

.. We must be above

3
Sherrill Spatz -

versity and spent five years at the New
York Stock Exchange investigating viola-
tions. She lives in the Bronx with her hus- }
band, Robert Katz, a filmmaker, ‘and their
two young daughters. e o
Lippman said complaints alleging cor- -
ruption in the state courts should be ad- .
dressed to Spatz at the Office of Court Ad- |
ministration, 25 Beaver St. in lower Man- .
o hattan, o e
Steven Zeidman, head of the
Rund for Modern Courts, a non- -
‘partisan watchdog group, com- }
‘mended the move, :saying it |
showed court officials are not-
sweeping problems under ‘the
rag.. o R :2:;:*.7...
-"ée‘rald Stern, who heads the .
‘state Comimission on Judicial
Conduct, which disciplines judg- .
es, also’ praised the appoint-
ment. B T
~ “It will enable people to make 4

I

e

- -~ complaints either directly to the !
commission or Sherrill Spatz,” he said. |

But sources familiar with the couit sys-
tem called the announcement “postur-’
ing.” . : - oL
~ Ome critic, who requested dnonymity, |
said Spatz’s appointment does not ad-
dress the “thin blue line” among local ad- i
ministrative judges. o

The source said administrators often
do not report complaints from lawyers |
about colleagues, but direct the attorneys
to the Commission on Judicial Conduct.
Fearful of retribution, many lawyers nev-
er file the complaints. ‘

oo

b
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- _Benchstench
~ Spreads to Bronx -

| 4 l Yoday’s lesson on the disgtaceful state of New York's judiciary

comes in the person of one Carlos Jenkins, who swept in and "
- out of Bronx Civil Court as if pursued by dervishes, In tryth, he ;
© Was being pursued by investigators from the Manhattan district attor- v
ney’s office. Here are the detalls of bis Shott career on the bench: - )
In' Novembet, the city Bar Association refused to approve Jenkins".:
candidacy for a Judgeship. Despite this req flag, he was elected any-
way — thanks to muscujar Support from the powerful Bronx County.
— Dermocratic niachire. His 10-year term began
' Jan. 1. It ended less than 10 weeks later.
o Jenking abruptly .quit his $126,600-a-year
post and surrendered his license to practice :
v ﬁtw.- Why? Because before his election, as a
lawyer in private practice, he reported! acted:
A5 a conduit for & bribe of mote than $12,000"
from b‘usinessmen‘seeking to influence a state’
agency. Now he's cooperating with District At-:
¢ torney Robest Morgenthau’s probe into the al- -
leged role of Assemblywoman Gloa Davis
(D-Bronx), Jenking' ‘political patron, in ‘the
bribety scheme, =" Co
majority whip, pushed Jenking’ judicial nomina-

Marcd /7, 2002

.. For months, this page has examined an unaccountable coyrt sys-
 tom insulated from public scrutiny and rife with patronage, piunder .
and conflicts of interest, We've shown how a toothless state Commis-
. 8ion on Judicial Conduct, operating behind closed doors, fails to curb
. abuse. And we've documented the dubious Ccompetence, behavior
" and ethics of Judges spawned by the spoils system.
. "~ ¢ A8 The News has pursued its review, a seismic scandal has rocked
. T ‘the elected bench in Brooklyn. Two Jjudges have been rebuked for eth-
; ~ ical lapses and at least seven others are under invesﬁgation.‘Anothen
"Supreme Court Justice Victoy Barron, has been indicted on charges
< of accepting an $18,000 bribe ftom q lawyer to fix a cage. That's 10
Jjudges out of Brooklyn’s tota} of 60.elected Supreme Court Jjustices,
-One in gix: Now the miasma of corruption has Spread, inevitably, to
" another borough, "~ N

e Some reform has begun. Last week, Chief Administrative Judge

Jonathan Lippman reorganized the courts’ investigati it and
fiamed as inspector general Sherrill Spatz, author of (-.E‘listerinﬁ re-
port on fiductary appointments, For the first time, the ifSpettor zen-
eral will be empowered to sceutinize everything in the system, includ.
ing jurists. ‘ . L S
Equally welcome were the shakeup that installed Ann Pfau ag
Brooklyn's new chjef judge and her subsequent transferring of two
problematic jurists out of their courtrooms, But what about the prob.
lematic who are Warming benches elsewhere? And the potentially
. Problematic Justing to ?et their names on the baliot?
he deeper the Spotlight is cast into the shadowy corners of (he
elected Judiciary, the more distastefu] thethings thaf come scurrving
-out, The solution lies with the state Legislature, which can initiate
the necessary reforms. » o L
.- Albany, we havg g problem.
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 28, 1998

An Appeal to Fairness:

|  Revisit the Court of Appeals

®Your editorial “Reclaiming the
Court of Appeals” (Dec. 18) as-
serts that Albert Rosenblatt will
be judged by how well he up-
holds the. democratic- process

| - “from those who would seek to

short-circuit” it.

On that score, it is not too
early to judge him. He permit-
ted the state Senate to make a
mockery of the democratic pro-
cess and the public’s rights

| _when it confirmed him last-

i Thursday.

" The Senate Judiciary Commit-

. tee’s hearing on Justice Rosen-
blatt’s confirmation to our
state’s highest court was by in-
vitation only.

The Committee denied invita-
tions to citizens wishing to tes-
tify in opposition and prevented
them from even attending the

" hearing by withholding inform-

ation of its date, which was

never publicly announced.

Even reporters at the Capitol
.did not know when the confir-
mation hearing would be held
until last Thursday, the very

? day of the hearing.
The result was worthy of the

former Soviet Union: a rubber-

4

stamp confirmation “hearing,’
with no opposition testimony —

~followed by unanimous Senate

approval. -

In the 20 years since elections
to the Court of Appeals were

scrapped in favor of what was

purported to be “merit selec-
tion,” we do not believe‘the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee ever

— until last Thursday — con-

ducted a confirmation hearing
to the Court of Appeals without
notice to the public and oppor-
tunity for it to be heard in oppo-

-sition.

That it did so in confirming
Justice Rosenblatt reflects its
conscious knowledge — and
that of Justice Rosenblatt —
that his confirmation would not
survive publicly presented:-oppo-
sition testimony. It certainly
would not have survived the
testimony of our non-partisan
citizens’ organization.

This is why we will be calling
upon our new state attorney
general as the “People’s law-
yer,” to launch an official inves-
tigation. Elena Ruth Sassower

Center for Judicial Accountability

White Plains

DAILY®@NEWS

Friday, December 7, 2001

—
Judicial reforms
White Plains: Re your Dec. 4 editorial “Judges betray trust of
those in need”: Chief Judge Judith Kaye and Administrative
Judge Jonathan Lippman deserve no credit for the probe into fi-
duciary appointments. The credit belongs to the media. If not for
their coverage of the letter of two disgruntled lawyers complain-
ing to party leaders that they were being denied patronage, Kaye
would have done nothing. Away from the media spotlight, the Of-
fice of Court Administration hasn’t lifted a finger when litigant
and lawyer victims turned to them for help about violations of
law by judges and lawyers regarding fiduciary appointments.
Moreover, the inspector general’s report and follow up rec-
comendations are an inside job. They cover up for the higherups
in the court system, whose refusal to discharge their monitoring
responsibilities has made abuses possible. It also covers up the
corruption of other key governmental monitors — the Commis-
sion on Judicial Conduct, the attorney disciplinary committees
and the attorney general’s office. True reform will come only

when their scandalous role is exposed. .
Elena Ruth Sassower, Center for Judicial Accountability




March 29, 1994

Gerald Stern, Esq. ‘
Commission on Judicial Conduct

801 Second Avenue,

New York, New York, 10017

Re:  Chairperson JUDITH S. KAYE
Chief Admin. Judge E. LEO MILONAS

Dear Mr, Stern,

la. The Rules of the OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION [*OCA"), having
the force of a statutory mandates, provide that an accounting must be filed by a court-appointed
receiver "at least once a year" (22 NYCRR §202.52[e]). This obligation imposed upon the receiver,

is in addition to the "duty” imposed upon the N.Y. State Attorney General and the right of every
creditor to demand an accounting (Bus. Corp. Law §1216[a)).

b. The Rules of the Chief Judge, Part 26 & 36, also having the force of statutory

mandates, as non-discretionary obligations, provide additional informational requirements in the
Judiciary Law 35-a filings with OCA. :

2a(1) The above mandates notwithstanding, since PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD. ["Puccini*]
was involuntarily dissolved on June 4, 1980 -- almost fourteen (14) years ago -- not a single
accounting has been filed.

(2) Any true accounting would reveal that all of Puccini's judicial trust assets were made
the subject of larceny by the criminal entourage of KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C. ["K&R"] and
FELTMAN, KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esgqs.

b(1) LEE FELTMAN, Esq. ["Feltman"], the court-appointed receiver, in consideration for
his concealment of the aforementioned larceny and not making any attempt at recovery on behalf of
his judicial trust, was to be given the balance of Puccini's tangible assets, or about $700,000.

(2) Because of the statutory maximum, as contained in Bus. Corp. Law §1217 (Matter
of Kane, 75 N.Y.2d 511, 554 N.Y.S.2d 457, 553 N.E.2d 1005 [1990]), which Feltman conceded was
$7,667.27, such approximate sum of $700,000 was transferred to his law firm, FKM&F, who for
various reasons, legal and otherwise, were not entitled to anything.

(3) Referee DONALD DIAMOND ["Diamond"], who has no authority to award fees
(CPLR §4317[b]), was the vehicle for more than $550,000 in such, ex parte, transfer to FKM&F.

(4) Neither Referee Diamond, nor Judge DAVID B. SAXE ["Saxe"] who also made ex
parte awards, have never filed their Judiciary Law §35-a Statements, as confirmed in writing by OCA.

=% "D->°
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3a. Inspector General of the OCA, WILLIAM J. GALLAGHER ["Gallagher"],
knows of the aforementioned criminal activity, insofar as they relate to OCA, is in possession of the

essential documentation, and is aware of his obligations where criminal conduct is involved.

b. Chairperson JUDITH S. KAYE ["Kaye"] and Chief Administrative Judge E.
LEO MILONAS [*Milonas"] are also aware of the aforementioned criminal racketeering activities,
particularly as they relate to OCA. '

c. Chairperson Kaye and Chief Administrative Judge Milonas, in order to conceal
and advance the criminal racketeering activities of, inter alia, Presiding Justice FRANCIS T.
MURPHY ["Murphy"] and former Administrative Judge XAVIER C. RICCOBONO ["Riccobono"],
have clearly made it known to Mr. Gallagher, that he should not take any action in the matter,

including a reference to the District Attorney, Grand Jury, and/or the Departmental Disciplinary
Committee.

4, Similar acts of misconduct by some minor jurist, would unquestionably result
in sanctions by your Commission,

s. If you entertain any doubt as to the unlawful reasons for Mr. Gallagher's
inaction, you simply need ask.

Respectfully submitted,

GEORGE SASSOWER

cc:  Chairperson Judith S. Kaye |
Ch. Adm. Judge E. Leo Milonas
William J. Gallagher, Esq.




