
!.-

DORIS L. SASSOWER

D L S :

Court:

Weinste in:

Court:

.  FAX9l4 /68a-6554

r v L

$5 fi,qf eS Ftt l: 26BY ITAND
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Attorney General of the State of New york
L2O Broadway
New York,  New York LO27L

ATT: Assistant Attorney ceneral Arny L. Abramowitz

RE: Sassower v .  Mangano et  a l .  94 Civ .  4514 (JESI

Dear Ms. Abramowitz:

This confirms our telephone conversation earl ier this rnonth,
wherein f put you on notice that unless the Dismissal Motion and
Answer of  Ass is tant  At torney Genera l  Jay Weinste in hrere
withdrawn, your as successor to Assistant Attorney Generar
weinstein, wourd be charged with personal r iabir i ty for the
sanctions ind.icated by Jriage sprizio at the February 3, l_995
court proceedings.

Inasmuch as you indicated that you had not seen the transcript of
that dayfs court proceedings before Judge sprizzo, a copy is
annexed hereto as Exhibit rrArr.

specif icarry, r direct your attentlon to the forlowing:

l T r . ,  p p .  6 - 7 1

f ' .  
- .  .  t t l h i s  I d i s m i s s a l ]  m o t i o n  m a d e  b y  M r .

Weinstein contains a pivotal, del iberately- false
statement as well as other misrepresentatibns and
omissions of rnaterial fact, f  wish to start the
Rule l-1 clock here and now.

The first paragraph starts out with the pivotal,
pi-votal statement that the suspension arose out of
an .  under ly ing d isc ip l inary proceeding pending
against  me.  Now, that  is  a  1 ie .  IL  has beei
stated --

Is i t  a l ie? I take a very din view of lawyers
te l l i ng  me  l i es .  f s  t h i s  a  l i e?

rrl t  is not a l ie, your Honor. r l

r r l f  i t  is  a  1 ie ,  RuIe l -  j -  w i l l  be the smal lest
sanction you face. Suspension of practicing in
the court wil l  be the one you wi1l l ikely face-. r l

L78
i
I

{
,J

.*hr6;f ",  "



Attorney General

Court:

DLS:

Page Two May  25 ,  L995

i ' i ' ; . ,  p .  111
r r . . .To the extent  that  you are making a mot ion to
disniss, you are arguing to ne that Lne pleadings
construed in your favor or in her favoi, giving
I". papers the most generous reasoning I can, sh6
i s  e n t i t l e d  t o  n o  r e 1 i e f . . ,

Now, to the extent that she argues that the
statements are false contained in your papers, i f
r think r need a factuar hearing under oatn wiricn
reguires the taking of testimony, I wiII  schedule
one on October 27Eh and I wil1 make fact f indings.
And if  f  f ind that a 1awyer has testi f ied falseiy,
r wirr make an appropriate recornmendation to tire
Bar Association as to the offending party. So do
not be loose with the truth, and especial ly do not
be roose with the truth under oath because r have
very l i t t le patience with that. That, is true of
you, that is true of her.

This is not a place where anyone gets a free
ride. Whatever you do and whatev-r yorl say in ny
courtroom you wiII be asked to account for. fherl
wil l  be consequences here. So be careful what you
say in your motion papers. They better be true.

[ T r ,  p p .  I 6 - L 7  ]

r r .  .  .  I  have ten a l legat ions of  ny compla int
stating that my suspension was unrelated €o any
pending discipl inary proceeding, that there was no
undellying discipl inary proceeding. Mr. Weinstein
predicates h is  d isrn issal  mot ion on a fa lse
statement; in other words he is not accepting it
to be true. He is representing to the Court tnat
my complaint _says the opposite of what i t  says.
My complaint does not state that.r '

So as to faci l i tate your review of the al legations of rny Verif ied
compraint ,  r  d i rect  your  at tent ion,  speci i ica l ly ,  to  r f67,  68,
6 9  ,  f n 7 9  ( a )  -  ( e )  ,  8 3 ,  8 7  ,  8 8 ,  9 9  ,  1 O B ,  j - 0 9 .

such paragraphs, among others, clearry and uneguivocally state
that there is no underrying discipl inary proceeding to my
suspension anq. that any representation to the contriry is ;
knowing and deliberate fraud

Nonetheress, Mr. weinstein, in his rMemorandum of Law in support
of Defendantsr Motion for Judgment on the pleadingsn, prel lnas
the very opposite. Thus, in the very f irst senlence- of his
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Casetr, Mr. Weinstein, who thereafter recites
for purposes of this motion i l is assuned to be

ny Verif ied Complaint as fol lows:

rrPlainti f f  pro se brings this action under 42
U .  S .  C .  S 1 9 8 3 ,  c l a i m i n g  t h a t  d e f e n d a n t s
deprived her of her cons€itutional r ights by
acting, indivi_dua11y and i-n concert, aia wittr
improper motive, to suspend her professional
l icense.to practice law during an underlying
discipl inary proceeding pending agaEE-TEr.
( C o m p l a i n t  ( t C o m p l . , ) , - T i r  a n d  2 6 - . "  ( p .  2 ,
emphasis added)

Examination of the aforesaid ten al legations of my Verlf ied
complaint, incruding paragraphs L and 26-cited by Mr. 

-weinsi" i ; ,

shows his representation that my Verif ied Compiaint claims .r,trunderlying discipl i .nary proceedingrr to be cornJletely false ""a'
d i a m e t r i c a l l y o p p o s i t e t o . s a i d a I I e g a t i o ' . = @ t i i ;
relevance of paragraph 26 is that it- arleges that the a€dorney
General hasr- through ttperjury and deceitr, covered up tha
misconduct of Defendants--and Mr. Weinsteinrs has given i i ,r tn""
demonstrative evidence of same by his oisrnissal] Motion and
Answer.

As to the Answer f ired by Mr. weinstein, i t  is no less
sanctionable. Quite apart from the fact that Mr. Weinstein h;s
lumped a1I the different Defendants together in a single Answer--
thereby representing identical levels of knowledge--the Answer is
completely false and fraudulent.

overwhermingry,  Mr.  weinste in,  on behal f  o f  h is  c l ients ,  rdeniesr l
or rrdenies knowledge and information suff ibient to form a beliefr l
as to virtual ly al l  the al legations of the Verif ied conplaini.
Yet ,  the najor i ty  o f  a l regat ions c i te  cour t  docurnents- -
examination of which requires said al legations to be adrnitted as
t rue.

rndeed, in December .L994, Mf. weinstein, who hras arranging to
obtain fron me a stipulation extending nis t ime to anshrer, hras
in_f orrned by my daughter that the truth of the factuar
al legations of the Verif ied Complaint could be further verif ied
by .comparing thern to the arregations of a 54-page document
entitred rrchronology,,, annexed to my Art icle 7g p.oie6aing, *rni"n
was annotated with precise record references--gven including page
citat ions--to the discipl inary f i lesr €rS orqan@

1 See, Iast sentence on page
Memorandurn of Law
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tranemitted by ne to the Attorney Generalrs offLce2.

A copy of said rrchronologytt, served upon the Attorney ceneral on.rury 19, L994 as Exhibit ru fr to rny notion to the court oiAppears  i n  my  Ar t i c re  7B  p rocLed ing  fo r  rea rgument ,
reconsideration, leave to appear, and othef rel ief ,  is 

-.r,r"*"a

hereto as Exhibit rrBrr. The cross-references to the record arehighl iqhted in  ye l tow to ass is t  you.

r am also annexing (as Exhtbit ' fc") a copy of my hand-derivered
March 8,  L994 le t ter  to  At torney 

-CLnerat -  
f f itransmitted the. discipl inary f i les Lo hirn and., Laait ion.i fv

provided hirn with a aetai:t eg comprehensive fnventoiyt. 
--'H;il

Inventory hras designed to faci l i tate his review of th; f i les so
as to pennit hirn to verify thatr €rS al leged in the Art icle 7gproceeding, eaqh and every court order in [n" aiscifr iniry-] ir"=
was'  in  addi t ion to  being jur isd ic t ionar ly  vo id and iegarry
unfounded,  factual ly  baseless as we1l .

To further assist you in recognizing the fraudurent and
deceitful nature of Mr. Weinsteintl  Answer, annexed hereto as
Exhibit rrDtf 

_is _ a Cri.t ique of his demonstrably sanctionable
responses. such crit ique, addit ionarry, cross--references Mr.
Weinsteints responses to the al legations & my Verif ied Complaint
w i t h t h e a 1 1 e g a t i o n s o f m y a f o r e s i i d | | C h r o n o ] 6 g y ' , � � � �

I would further point out that examination of the documents from
the discipl inary. f i le identif ied by the pert inent al legations oi
t |r" trcri t iquert wilr estabrish that not only for the purposes of a
d ismissal  mot ion must  the repeated a l leg i t ions of 'mf  ver i f ied
Conplaint that there is no underlying aist ipf inary pro--ceeding Ue
AssuMED TRUE, but that, documentariry, they ARE tnui [see, i i ter
a l i a ,  C r i t i g u e  # # 1 1 , 3 8 , 4 4 , 4 7 ,  S O ,  S Z ,  l : - ) .

From the foregoing, you have more than fair warning and notice of
the seriousness of the sanctions lou wil l  face siould you atso
fai l  to imrnediately withdraw Mr. weinsteinrs Answ"i ""a Dismissal
Mot ion.

2 such information vtas also made known by rny daughter toAssistant Attorney General ol iver wilr ians, 
'r i ln 

whom shepersonally spoke at great rength, forrowing the December 23, Lgg1�court proceedings. Like Mr. weinstein, Mr. wirr iarns rraspreviously assigned to this case.

3 said letter and rnventory were, addit ionally, provided
to the Attorney Generarrs off ice as part of my Art icre 7gproceeding [Exhibit '7, to the March L4, Lgg4 re]tter of Evanschwartz, Esq. in support of jurisdict ion by the court ofAppea ls l .
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Review of my extensive correspondence with Attornev General

Koppell--at l  of which was annexe-d to rny Art icle 78 Proieeding4:-
=nbir= repeated attempts on ny part to assist hirn in doing his

a"ty to protect the public from corruption within the state
jualciary and by i€s at-wiI l  appointees involved in the

ittortr"y--aiscipf inlry process. I,  l ikewise, remain ready and

wil l ing to alsist 
-you 

and Attorney General Vacco in that
endeavor. Upon request, I am ready to provide. you with any and

aII documentlt ion not already in your possession or control so

that you may do your duty to ascertain the true facts- Should
y;; Ji=n a dupl- icate copy of the _ f i le, dS inventoried and

lel ivered to you on March 8, l-994--but thereafter returned to
me--I am more than wil l ing to provide same.

I remind you that the Attorney Generalrs obligation is not to
engage in spurious pretenses but to investigate the evidence that
fral i tready been presented and that is again being proffered.

Please let me know before June 5th as to your intentions. On
that date, I  intend to retain counsel to prepare.a comprehensive
sanction rnotion. In view of the overwhelning documentary
presentation of the deceit and other misconduct of your off ice on
Lne Answer and Disrnissal Motion, I expect Judge Sprizzo wil l
impose the expense I incur thereby .on your office and on you
peisonally and wil1, 6s stated by hin at the February 3' l-995
proceediDgs, direct a discipl inary referral

Sj,nce Judge Sprizzo has stated that he does not wish to receive
correspondence, a copy of this is not being sent to hin.
However, should you fai l  to withdraw Mr. Weinsteinrs denonstrably
fraudulent and bad faith Dismissal Motion and Answer, i t  wiII  be
the first exhibit supporting my sanction rnotion.

very truly "ry

,0^ &**
DORIS L. SASSOWER

DLS/ er
Encl-osures

4  see ,  Exh ib i t s  n2n ,  nA t t ,  r r5 r r ,  l r 6 r ,  i l 7 t t  I  l r 8 r r ,  and  r rg r f  t o
Mr. Schwartzr Dtarch !4, 1994 letter to the Court of Appeals and
EXhib i ts  t t } t t t t ,  i lN i l ,  i lOi l ,  f lp i l  and ' tRi l  tO my JUly L9,  L994 mOt iOn tO

the Court of Appeals for reargfument, reconsideration, Ieave to
appeal, and other rel ief.
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