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Francis Lorsoq Chief Deputy Clert
U.S. Suprerne Court
I First Street, N.E.
Washingtor\ D.C. 20543

Tel: (914) 997-1672
Fox: (914) 654-6554

hssower v. Mangano, et al.,
Suoreme Court Docket #98-106

Dear Mr. Lorson:

As discusse4 enclosed are 40 copies ofpetitioner's Supplemental Brief; with a certificate of service.
Also enclosed are the documents to be lodged in the Clerk's office -- copies of which were sent in
July to respondents' counsel, the co-respondent New York State Attorney General. These
documents, indicated by footnote 2 of the supplemental Brief (at p.'9), are:

(l) CJA's evidentiary compendium supporting its written statement to the House
Judiciary Committee for inclusion in the record of the Committee's June I l, l99g"oversight hearing of the administration and operation of the federal judiciary- [SA-
l7l; and

(2) the o<hibits to^pelitioner's luly 27,1998 letter to the Chief of the public Integrity
section of the U.S. Justice Department's criminal Division [sA-47].

fu also discussed - and as reflected by the cert petition (at p. 24) - petitioner remains a member in
good standing of the Supreme Court bar. Although suspended by the Appellate Division, Second
Departmen! by order dated June 14,lggl lA-96-971, and by the Southern Oistrict of New york, by
order dated February 27, 1992 [A-134], she was not suspended by the Supreme Court nor served
with a Rule to Show Cause, pursuant to its Rule 8. I was iold that this was because the state court,
which has the responsibility of furnishing the Court with notification, had never done so.

However' the Clerk ofthe Appellate Dvision, Second Department who handles disciplinary matters,
Robert Rosenthal, informed me -- after checking petitioner's disciplinary file -- that the Appellate
Division, Second Department had notified the Supreme Court of the June 14, l99l order. Indeed.
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lvfr' Rosenthal sent me the notffication list, circling the Supreme Court. A copy is enclosed. Should
you wish to speak with IvIr. Rosenthal directly, his number is 7lg-g75-1300.

I have been unable to ascertain whether the Southern District of New york notified the Supreme
Court of its February 27,1992 order. The Southern District's Local Civil Rule 1.5(g) .*ptiritty
states that its Clerk forwards such disciplinary orders to courts in which the affecteJ"tto-"y i,
known to be admitted to practice. I have been told that this was the procedure, as well, under the
Southern District's predecessor Rule 4, in effect when petition.. *u, suspendi. In petitioner,s
case, her admission to the U.S. Supreme Court bar was reflected at the outset of her Martindale-
Hubbell Law Listing [A-137], which was included in her response to the Southern District,s order
to show cause.

So that ttre Suprcnre Cot[t's rocords will accurately reflect petitioner's legal stafus, I have requested
Mr' Rosenthal to send to your attention a certified cipy of the Appellate Division, Second
Department's fune 14, l99l order. I have also requested that Ruth McCiean of the Clerk,s office
in the Sotrthem Dsrict (212-805-0652) send you a certified copy of that court,s February 27, lggz
order-

Inasmuch as the Southern District of New York deemed the Appellate Division, Second
Department's June 14, l99l order sufficient to issue an order to show cause for petitioner,s
suspension from the Southern District, and, thereafter, to suspend her based thereon, petitioner
expects -- and desires - that the Supreme Court will promptly issue a Rule 8 show cause order. This
will permit the Justices to address petitioner's Supreme cturt bar status simultaneous with their
consideration of the cert petitioq involving those two unconstitutional and retaliatory federal and
state suspensions. Such would serve both the interests ofjustice and judicial economy.

Your kind assistance is greatly appreciated.
Yours for a quality judiciary,

Acerrs
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER
Paralegal Assistant

Petitioner Pro Se, Sasa+'er v. Mangano, et al.

Enclosures
cc: New York state Attorney General, counsel for respondents

Letter read and approved by:
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