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Mr. Warren St. John
98 Hicks Street
Brooklyn, Ne$r York 1L201

RE: The  A t to rney  Genera l  I  s  i nde fens lb le
defense of  respondents in  the Ar t ic le  7g
p r o c e e d l n g ,  S a s s o w e r  v .  H o n .  G u v
Manqano,  et  a l .

Dear l i l r .  st. John:

Enclosed are the mater ia ls  l re  d iscussed by phone today.  F i rs t
and foremost ,  The New York T imesr  edl tor la l  r fAf ' :er  the pr imar ies,
New Yorkrs Mystery Generd l " ,  which opens wi th  the quest ion:

rrWhat, exactly, does the New york State Attorney
Genera l  do?r l

and concludes by stating:

rrthe voters need to know how the candLdates intend to
handle the jobts  meat-and-potatoes work of  defending
t h e  s t a t e  a g a i n s t  l e g a l  a c t i o n s . . . r r .

we agree--and offer you a unique opportunity to describe a real-
l i fe  i t legal  act ion l  in  the of f ice of  the At torney Genera l - -one,
which is  dec idedry not  bor ing,  but ,  ra ther ,  involves scandar
i ssues , .be love l  r v  p ress  and  pub r i c  a r i ke - - i n  t h i s  case ,  j ud i c ia l
corrupt ion,  whis t leb lowing,  and reta l ia t ion.

As you know, when ny mother brought the Art icle 78 proceedirg,
sassower  v .  Mangano ,  e t ,  q l . ,  cha rg ing  the  Apper la te  D iv i s ion ,
Second Depar tment  wi th  us ing i ts  jud ic ia l  o f f lces to  reta l ia te
against  her  for  whis t lebtowing on jud ic ia l  corrupt ion,  the
Appel rate Div is ion was prov ided f ree regal  defenle by the
At torney Genera l .

How did the Attorney Generar defend the Justlces, who ny nother
was.  accusi .ng of  he inous cr i rn ina l  acts? By ar lowing them to
decide the i r  own case.  Wi thout  leqal  author i tv ,  At torney Genera l
Robert Abrams--and Attorney Generar oriver Kopperr after hin--
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argued that the Apper latg Div ls lon was .not disquar i f ied f romdecidins mv mother- 'L Arr ic le i t - ; ; ;edins "gi l i=t  i r .  And,likewise, without. reqar authorLtyr^ atlorr,"y Generar Kopperl hasqone on to argue to the court of appeats that there should be noappellate review of the appella€e oivtsion'=--="ri: f ; i ;r;Jt;E
:;:|f,:!"rN};t= 

own ravor, a3-srnissins the artlcre ie pro"..ai.s

such indefensibre posi t rons taken by our  s tatefs  h ighest  regalof f icer- -af fect rng the in tegr i ty  or '  in"  jud ic iar  process anddestroy ing the sanct i ty .  o f  i r t i l re  78 proceedings,  des igned toprovide independent reir lew of. governmental aUusdsj-needs to beexPosed and by the candidates forAttorney Generar, vyrngff i  November.

s l -nce Judlc iary  Law s 14 qnq.  _s 1oo.  3  (c)  o f  the Rulee Governr .ncrJudiclat conduct each expricitiv ;;;,;#" that a juag-e" dilfi:Ii;;h imse l f  f rom a  case whe iern  he '  rs ; - ia r ty  o r  has  an  , in te res t
that courd be substant iarry artecied by the outcome of theproceediDgrr ,  the publ ic musf. !m"y__ __w h e t h e r t h e A t t o r n e y G e n e r a l i t } , i 1 1 m r - - w i l l o b e y
such crear-cut  law and ethical  rutes.  rndeed, come January,

wil l be on the desk of the nextAttorney General--whoever he-or she may be.

I f  the Court of Appeals does not revl_ew

*+, 
'":.-11:t^ p::pi:" a perition_ _ro! . 

-"rEJffijbrari 
to theJ !  q !  I  L ( J  L I I Eu.s. supreme court.  wrrat wirr be the p"r i i i ""  of Attorney

S?lir.t.*jy=-.,"f1 ::_.llt?I11y- General. vacdo i"- sucn perition?WiI l  they  a lso  . .q r " - -
(because there is none.) t "= to decidean Article 7g- p.r:oceeding against thenJerves i= tr."yz And whatposi t ion wirr  they ta l ie as to the const i tutroni i i ty  of  theArt icre 78 statute and Judrciary r , iw-s9o--dlscu==LJ' i '  detair  atpp'  4-1o, LG-23 of  my motherrs encrosed i l i rg"rn"nt l renewalrnot ion--but ignored ent i rery by at tornly.Generar Kopperr .  (see,my motherrs Repry Aff idavi t ,  l f ro-rrr  ds to the af f i rmat ive dutvof the Attornev Generar ro 

- 
iddress the """=ril;11;;:iii"""I",s ta tu tes- -wh ich  Mr .  Kopper r  whor ry  fa l ted  to  do .  t - - - -

The pubr ic  a lso must  know how Ms.  BursteLn and Mr.  vaccor  €rsAt torney Generar ,  propose to handle compraints  of  jud ic iarcorrupt ion--such as here presented.  The extLnsive correspondencewith Attornev General Kopperr, .r,rr"*Ld- to our court of Appearssubniss ions l , -  shows tne c 'o inp le le  fa l tu ie  of  h is  of f lce to  respond

1 see the_ correspondence annexed to Mr. schwartz | 3/L4/g4let ter  to th:  court  .  of  Appears as Exhibi ts-- t i2, i - ' , , f , , ,  , ,5r ,  ,6, ,t t7t t ,  t f  8* '  r '9r t , . .__3rd t9 my-rno!h:rr= i / tgtga reargument mot ion asEXhib i ts  r rMr t ,  l rNr f  ,  r rOr r ,  r f t , r ,  rRr .
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to the docune4_ta_fy evidgrlce provided._ Since our nel, AttorneyGenerar wirr have on hT"_ ;;-;; depk 
-;;; ' f i lv_documentea

arregat lons of  cr in in i r  conduct ui-  " i t t i .g i ;d 'g"#Ehar quest ionis actual, n=gt specuiatir". or abltract. 
- 

i,. iG september 12,r-ee4 j-ssue, Lne few ioir-rimes a;;;;;;", M.. s,rrlteinrs view oithe Attorney c@;-i,,"n.'gor"rn*entar 
corruption as:

'favors 
-an expansion of duties for attorneygeneral  but  is uneertain of  Lxact role.  r l

Now that she is the Democratic candidate, it is t irne for Ms.Burstein to become ro* 
--""rtain 

u= 1". now tne atto.r,"y Generarwirr handre governmentar corruption r==ul=_i-'f ' . i i i",rrarry sinceshe is alreadv famir i ; ; -  wi th-  i i ; - - i .n" '  , ' rear i i ; ; ; -  s i ruar ion ofsassower v.  - -Ma-ngano -  .  .Lt  ar ,  in wi . i "n -  Mr,  Kopper l  used the
: : : f f i ; I"""T,., :1'F'p'". ,"nf indepenoenf.reviewofthe

As you can see fron the encrosed hand-written note of Ms.Burstein,  addressed to.  ny noth"r ,  "n" craims sne- i lwirr  rook intothis matter when [she is1'  at torr ,"y !"r . . . f  , , .

Howeverr you shourd know that before she sent note, when Ms.Burstein, who ret us know that sne woura ,,ot- ,.=" EaE'gv/er J-rMangano- et  ar .  in her hotry contestea pr imary race with Mr.Kopperl, refused to even sta€e nei 
-v-Gw 

as to Ltre propriety ofjudges deciding theii ""n case and made various other comrnentsnot reflecting well upon h.r .orpetence and/or integrity.
r  rook  fo rward  to  descr ih ing  to  you our  ex t raord inarycommunications with Ms. Burstein,- wniln give me 

-no 
reason to beconf ident as to her cornpetence or--intlgrity__.s 
. verr as mycontacts which are just  u"ginning , I i r ,  i r . .  vaccors otrrce.

This is a dynamite story--and particurarly ln the erectlonseason. rndeed, as ref  re l ted 
-  by 

-*v-- ." ther, !  
o"toi" ,  24 ,  r -ggr-Iet ter  to Governor cuomo2l enctoled 

- in 
rny in i t ia l  Apr i r  5,  Lgg.transmirtar ro you, the conrexr for  i ; "  j "e i ; i ; i -  re lar iat ion towhich she has 

^-r.ree". ="uj"cted, is ah" voting rights case ofceslracan - v. cqravila, 
-i, 

wrricn =h"charlensea tne--traaEl d- . j..,as"=t,+. 'pyu.. 
H"="*r"i3lillit;

$il i ;."iTij,fijjf, J.".J.". 
I c-iiT 

- -;;-#i;.t 
i ng "onJJnt i o,,= wn i ch

2 M y
ca l l i ng  fo r
to  her  Ju ly
! r K | | .

I

I
I

mothe r rs  Oc tobe r  ?4 ,  L99L  Ie t te r  t o  Gothe appoinrment "i. ,i #."-iii 
-;;;=;;"#J,"tl:""lxlll;

L9, Le94 reargument/reco-nsiaerali";;; l ;on 
as Exhibit



Warren St. John

Please call 
1:_ "t't Monday-_or Tuesday so that rre can make theappropriate arrangements ior an inieii.iew on wednesday. we wouldbe particularlv. f,r"u="J i i you ;;; i;-;o*" ro whire prains forthat purpose lince it wout-a be iutn." diff icult for us to

:;:liffi: i"rr"=.iX """"rr."e.rr"ll, a.J"r.^iJ"tior,-[nii-il-r,u.," readily
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Yours for a quali ty judiciary,

€czaq&seqrRa
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, Coordinator
Center for Judicial Accountabif i ty

Enclosures:  
t : l  w edi tor iar ,  s /L7/s4(b) New York Times ,  a7u)sa gr id,  i 'o"ro"rats Runningf or Attorney Generalrl
(g l  s/4/e4 r t r  to i (ar"n e;rstein(d) Karen Bursteinrs nandJwritien response(e) Judic iary Law Sl-4
(I l  !1gg.,J(" j  of  nules Governins Judic iar  conduct(g,l 7 /19/94 Reargument/Renewal Motion(h) 8/4/94'Memoiandum of Lawr ot aiiorney Generar( i )  s/B/s4 DLS Reply arr iAavi t

*  Also enclosed is_ my I" ! l "T,s just  f i led complaint  tothe commission on Judic ia l  G;f f& against  theAppellate Division, second Departme"c. 
- 

rs it your betthat the commission wirr or wirr n"i-l"te action?
r hope youflr agree that such extraordinary cornpraint__and what the commission aoes or does not do with it__isyet another great story.


