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SUPREI-IE ,"OURT OF THE STATE OF NEw YORK
COUNTY O* NEW YORK

------------------x
DORTS L. SASSOWER,

Index No.
Petit ioner, qs ^  /o9/{ /

-against-

NOTICE OF RIGHT
TO SEEK INTERVENTION

eouurssroN oN wDrerAL eoNDUeT
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

----:::tlll3l!:------x
S  I  R  S :

PLEASE TAKE NorreB that upon the annexed Notice of

Petition and Verified Petition of DORIS L. SASSOWER, sworrr to on

the 10th day of April 1995, the exhibits annexed hereto, and

upon arl the papers and proceedings heretofore had, you are

entitred, ds a person or agency charged with the duty to protect

the public interest, which will or may be affected by the

outcone of the above-entitled proceeding, raising constitutional

issues of magnitude, to seek intervention therein, pursuant to

CPLR S51012 and 1013.

Dated:  Apr i l  1o,  1995
White Plains, New York

Yours,  etc.

DORIS L. SASSOWER
Petit ioner Pro Se
283 Soundview Avenue
White Plains, New york 10606
( e r _ 4 )  9 e 7 - L 6 7 7



TO: ATTORI.TEY GENERAL OF THE STATE oF NEw YORK
LzO Broadway
New York, New York LOZTL

DISTRICT ATTORNEY OF NEW YORK COUNTY
L Hogan P1ace
New York, New York 10013

NET{ YORK STATE ETHTCS COMMISSION
39 Columbia Street
Albany,  New York L22O7-27I7

I'NTTED STATES ATTORNEY
Southern District of New york
U.S. Courthouse Annex
1 St .  Andrewrs Plaza
New York, New York 10012



Index No. year 19

SUPREME EOURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

D O R I S  L .  S A S S O W E R ,

P e t  i  t  i o n e r ,

a g a  i n s t _

EOMMTSSTON ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

R e s p o n d e n t .

.  NOTIEE OF RIGHT TO SEEK TNTNNVNMTION

(914 )  gg l  -1677  * - i
, 4 f f i I f p $

. {9{+1.3ji.93"'

To

.
' Attorney(s) for

Service of a copy of rhe within
: 

is hereby admitted.

Dated.

Atlorney(s) for

Sir: - Please take notice
tr 191p_e_og111131
that the within is a (certified) true copy of a
duly entered in the olfice of the clerk of the within named court on
El norrceorsETTLErENT

that an order of which the within is a true copy wiil be preSented forsdttlement to the HON. 
one of the judges

of  the wi th in named court ,  a t
on 19 at  M.

DORIS L. SASSOWER. F€.

.n?.{t$$$$$}*iti?il[h, Wiim"

t 9

Yours, etc.

DORIS L. SASSOWER. F€.

-flliF,!,#ifnh, k*,*:



SUPREI.IE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEw YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

----x
DORIS L. SASSOWER,

Index No.
Petit ioner, ?s- /o7/ { /

-against-
NOTICE OF
PETITION

COIO{TSSTON ON il'DTCIAL CONDUCT
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

il;;; 
_*:Ti:ii!:________x

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the annexed Verified

Petition of DoRrs L. sAssowER, dury slrorn to on the loth day of

Aprir 1995, the exhibits annexed hereto, and upon alr the papers

and proceedings heretofore had, a notion wirl be nade in the

subnissions Part of the courthouse, Roon 130, located at 60

centre street,  New York,  New York,  on May 31 1995 at  9:30 a.m.,
( '

or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard for an order and

judgment:

(a) declar ing 22 NycRR s7ooo.3,  as wr i t ten and as

applied, unconstitutional and illegal and conmanding Respondent

to cease and prohibiting Respondent from naking any further

sumrnarlf dismissal determinations thereunderi

( b )  r e v e r s i n g ,  a n n u l l i n g ,  a n d  s e t t i n g  a s i d e

Respondent I s surnmary dismissars, without investigation, of

Petit ionerrs meritorious compraints of judiciar nisconduct;

(c) reguesting the covernor to appoint a speciar

Prosecutor to investigate Respondentrs documented complaints of



G

h igrh- leve I  jud ic la l  cor rup t ion

Respondent;

and conplicity therein by

(d) referring Respondent, both its members and its

staff, to the Attorney General of the state of New york, the

united states Attorney, and the District Attorney in New york,

and the New York State Ethics Cornmission for appropriate crininal

and discipl inary investigation of Respondent; and

(e) granting such other and further rerief as to the

court may seem just and proper, including, pursuant to pubtic

officers r,aw 579, the statutory fine of 9250 payabre to the state

Treasurer, together with the costs and disbursenents of this

proceeding.

Dated:  Apr i l  10,  1995
White Plains, New york

Yours, etc.

DORIS L. SASSOWER
Petit ioner Pro Se
283 Soundview Avenue
White Plains, New york 10606
( e r , 4 )  e 9 7 - L 6 7 7

TO: NEW YORK STATE COMMTSSTON ON WDTETAL EONDUCT
801 Second Avenue
New York, New York l_0017

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
1-2O Broadway
New York, New York LO27L

DISTRTCT ATTORNEY OF NEW YORK COT'NTY
I Hogan Place
New York, New York l_0O13



NEI{ YORK STATE ETHTCS COIO{TSSION
39 Colunbia Street
Albany,  New York L22O7-27L7

I'NITED STATES ATTORNEY
Southern Distr ict of New york
U.S.  Cour thouse Annex
1 St .  Andrewrs Plaza
New York, New York 10017

' a

l
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SUPREIT{E COI,RT OF THE STATE oF NEw YORK
COI'NTY OF NEW YORK

DORTS L. SASSOWER,
fndex No.

Petit ioner,

-against-

VERTFIED
PETITION

EOUUTSSION ON JuDTETAL EONDUET'
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

----:::tlllli!:--------x
To: SUPREI,TE COURT OF THE STATE oF NEw YORK,

COUNTY OF NEW YORK:

Petit ioner respectfulry shows thls court and arreges:

FIRST: That at aII tines hereinafter mentioned,

Petit ioner was and is a cit izen of the United States of America

and the state of New York and a resident, elector, and taxlrayer

thereof, presentry residing in the city of !{hite prains, county

of lfestchester.

SECOND: That Petitioner is the Director of the Center

of Judicial Accountabirity, rnc. , a nationar not-for-profit

cit izensr action organization, incorporated in Lgg1 under the

laws of the state of New york, working to improve the quarity of

the judiciary, and has been so invorved for many years prior

thereto.

That Petitioner is a party personallyTHIRD:

aggrieved by certain

Respondent, severely,

her and to the general

rules, procedures, and determinations of

seriously, and substantial ly prejudicial_ to

pub l i c .

1

I
I
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FouRTH: That by Respondentrs failure and refusal to

perforn the duties enjoined upon it by law, petltioner becane the

victin of retaliatory and vindictive judicial misconduct, as yet

unredressed. Such retaliation has included the issuance by the

justices of the Apperlate Division, second Department one of

whom, Justice wilrian B. Thompson, also sits as a judiciar nenber

of Respondent New York State Connis5ion on Judicial Conduct -- of

a knowingly fraudulent and unlawful order, dated June L4, 1991,

suspending Petit ionerrs l icense to practice law innedlately,

indefinitely, and unconditionally.

FIHTH: That said June L4, 1991 order suspended

Petit ioner without charges, without a hearing, without f indings,

and wLthout reasonE. To date nearry four years rater the

justices of the Apperrate Division, second Department have

repeatedly refused to vacate such order and repeatedly denied

Petitioner a post-suspension hearing as to the basis of its
*interintr suspension order, as welr as independent review by

denying her reave to appeal to the court of Appeals and refusing

to recuse themserves from an Article 7g proceeding brought

against  them to charrenge their  aforesaid unlawful  and

retaliatory conduct.

sIxTH: That the foregoing facts have been repeatedly

brought to Respondentrs attention, as part of petit ionerrs fi led

complaints subsequent to her suspension, as werl as in an op-Ed

advertisement in the october 26, lgg4 issue of The New york

Times, entitred rrwhere Do you Go when Judges Break the Lawr. A
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copy thcreof was fited with Respondent on that day (Exhtbit rrAll).

SEVENIII: That the record before Respondent also gave

it knowledge of Petit ionerts dist inguished credentials as an xAVr

rated attorney. fncluded as part of Petitionerts complaints

filed with Respondent nas a copy of Petitionerrs biographlc

listing in the 1989 Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory (Exhibit rrB-

1") which so rated her, and a copy of a letter confirming her

election in 1989 as a FeIIow of the American Bar Association, is

well as the fact that guch is an rhonor linited to one-thLrd of

one percent of lawyers l icensed to practice in each jurisdict ionr

(Exh tb i t  'B -2n ) .

EIGHTH: That at aII tines hereinafter mentioned,

Respondent Connission on Judlcial Conduct was and is the public

body created, organized, and existing under and by virtue of the

Iaws of the State of New York, charged, inter alia, with the duty

to rrreceive, initiate, investigate and hear conplaintsrr against

t 'any Judge or justice of the unified court system[ (New york

State Constitution, Article VI, S22.a), with broad investigatory

powers, including the power of subpoena (Judiciary Iaw, S42).

NfNTH: That pursuant to the venue provisions of CPLR

S5O6(b), this proceeding is brought in New york County, whlch ls

where Respondentrs principal office is located

TENTH: That pursuant to CPLR SZgOt et seq., this

Petition is brought seeking a judgment in the nature of

certiorari, mandamus, prohibition, and such other and further

relief as this court may deem just and proper, to charrenge the



( a )  W h e n  a  c o n p l a i n t  i s  r e c e i v e d . . . . a n
initial review and inguiry nav be undertaken.

(b) Upon receipt of a conplaint, or after an
initial review and inquiry, the complalnt nav
be disnissed by the cornrnission orr when
a u t h o r i z e d  b y  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n ,  a n
investigation may be undertaken. rr (emphases
added)

FIFTEENTH: That Respondent has refused to provide

Petitioner with infotmation concerning the promulgation of 22

NYCRR s70o0.1 et seq., including rule-making history rerative
I

thereto.

SfXTEENTH: That Respondent has refused to reconcile

the patent discrepancy between Judlciary Law 544.1 and 22 NYCRR

57000.3,  a l though requested to  do so.

SE\TEIIIEENTH: That by its self-promulgated 22 NveRR

s7000.3, Respondent has subverted the pubric interest and

frustrated and thwarted the intent of the peopre and their

elected representatives by transforming ltE uandatory duty to
frinvestigate and hearrr into an optionar one, with ng requirement,

as called for by JudicLary Law 544.1, that Respondent first nake

a deterninat ion that the r fconplaint  on i ts face lacks meri t . . .n;

prior to surutary dlsnissal of a given complaint.

EIGHTEENTH: That  as wr i t ten,  22 NYCRR SZOOO.3 is

unconstitutional since, contrary to the explicit requirements of

Judiciary r,aw, 544.1, it perrnits Respondent to act without and in

excess of its jurisdiction by summarily dismissing, without

investigation and without any findings, conpraints of judicial

misconduct arbitrariry, capriciousry, and without a fixed,

5 I
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obJective standard by which any exercise of discretion can be

measured.

NINETEENTH: That  as appl ied,  22 NYCRR 52000.3 has

enabled Respondent to violate its nandate to protect the public

from inconpetent, corrupt, and othemise unf it Judges and,

instead, to initiate and perpetuate a pattern and practice of

protecting poriticarly-connected judges lnctuding Justice

wirl ian B. Thompson, one of its own Judiciar members by

sumnari ly dismLssing, wi thout invest igatLon or f indings,

c o m p l a i n t E  o f  j u d i c i a r  m i s c o n d u c t  f i l e d  a g a i n s t  t h e m .

Respondent, thereby, shields Euch Judgres fron the dlsclpllnary

and crininal consequences of their serious judicial misconduct

and corntrption. rn Eo doing, Respondent has knowingly and

deliberately acted in conspiracy and cornplicity with judicial

wrongdoers, aiding and abetting them in violating petit ionerrs

rights under the First and Fourteenth Anendnents of the Federal

Constitution and Article T, 556, B, and 11 of the New york State

constitution and the pubricts right to a fair, impartiar, and

independent judiciary.

TwENTrgrH: That from 1989 to the present date,

Petitioner has filed with Respondent eight written complaints

against various rrjudges and justices of the unified court

systemrr ' none of which was rron its face lacking in meritrt. Said

compraints were dated october s, l-989, october 24, l-99L, January

2t L992, December 4,  L992, september 19, L994, october 5,  Lgg4,

October 26, 1994, and Decernber 5,  L995.

6



TWENTY-F IRST: Copies of  the aforesaid eight

eonplaints are annexed hereto as Exhibits rer through rJr,

without the voluninous supporting exhibits and evidentiary proof.

Pursuant to cPr,R S409 and S7804(e), petit ioner requests that

Respondent file with the Court a certified transcript of the

record of the proceediDgsr including the original complaints

filed by Petitioner, together with the exhibits and evidentiary

proof supplied by Petitioner in support thereof, so that the

Court may further verify the substantial and documented nature of

her conplaints

TWENTY-SECOND! That the supporting exhibits and

evidentiary proof supplied and proffered by Petitioner in support

of her aforesaid conpraints established, prima facie, Judicial

nisconduct by the judgee conpralned 'of or probable cause to

believe that the judicial misconduct complained of had been

conmitted.

TWENTY-THIRD: That the Judicial nisconduct alleged

and docunented by Petit ionerrs aforesaid eight conplaints was of

a profoundry serious nature rising to the lever of

criminality, involving corruption and misuse of judicial office

for urterior purposes nandating the urtinate disciprinary

sanction of removal. Pursuant to Article Vf, S22.a of the New

York state constitution and S44.1 of the Judiciary r,aw,

Petit ioner $tas constitutionatly and statutori ly entit led to

investigation of such cornplaints.
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TIIENTY-FOIJRTH: That notwithstanding Article vr, s22.a

of the New York state constitution and Judiciary r,aw s44.1,

Respondent summari ly disnissed each and every one of petit ionerrs

aforesald eight complaints, without lnvestigation and without

making a determination that any given complaint was rton its face

lacking in meritrr or any other f indings. Copies of Respondentrs

Ietters acknowledging receipt of Petit ionerrE complalnts and

subsequent disnissal letters are annexed hereto as Exhibit rKrl

and rr l ,rr,  respectively.

TWENTY-FIFTH: That Petit ionerfs four Lggl complaints

(Exhibits rcr, t tHtr, xrr, 'LTrt) were srrrnnari ly dLsnissed by

Respondentrs retters dated Decenber 13, L994 and January 24, 1995

(Exhibits nL-srr and trL-6o, respectively) .

TI{ENTY-SIXTH: That Petit ionerrs December 4, L992

cornplaint (Exhibit rrFtt) etas sunrnari ly dismissed by Respondentts

retter dated January 20, 1993 (Exhibit t tL-4rt) and Respondent has,

for more than two years, faired and refused to act upon

Petit ionerr s letter dated January 22, 1993 (Exhibit rr l{r) ,

notwithstanding same showed that, Respondentts stated basis for

disnissal was erroneous.

TWENTY-SEVENTH: That Respondent has failed and

refused to provide information reasonably requested by petitioner

as to the basis of i ts sunmary dismissals of her aforesaid eight

complaints, or to provide her with information as to Respondentrs

procedures in rendering such dismissals.
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TWENTY-ETGHTH: That prlor to 1999, petltioner flled

at least one other complaint with Respondent, dated t-tay 20, 19g6.

Such conplaint Respondent, likewise, sumnarily disroissed without

investlgation and without any determLnatLon that rthe conplaint

on its face racks neritrr. A copy of said compraint is annexed

hereto, together with Respondentrs acknowledgment letter and

d isn issa l  thereo f  as  Exh ib i ts  | lN_1 | |  ,  rN_2. r  and ' 'N_3 | |  ,

respectively.

TWENTY-NTNTH: That by reason of RespondentrE

aforesaLd rules and procedures, it has violated petit ionerrs due

process and equar protection rights, ltuaranteed under the

Fourteenth Amendment of the u.s. constitution and Articre r, 56

and sl1 of the New York state conEtitution, by arbitrarily,

c a p r i c i o u s l y ,  a n d  u n r e a s o n a b l y ,  i f  n o t  k n o w i n g r y  a n d

deriberately, denying her the investigatory and other relief to

which her complaints of judicial nisconduct clearly entit led her,

i n c l u d i n g  r e f e r r a l ,  p u r s u a n t  t o  J u d i c i a r y  L a w ,  S 4 4 .  L O .

Respondent has further denied Petitioner the constitutLonally-

guaranteed protection afforded by the Rules Governing Judicial

Conduct, promulgated by the Chief Adninistrator of the Courts

with the approval of the New york court of Appeals, pursuant to

Article 6t S52o and 28 of the New york state constitution.

THIRTY: That based on Respondentrs own 1,994 Annual

Report -- the latest Report availabre in 1993, nembers of the

public filed L457 complaints with Respondent, rrthe largest number

everrr. upon inforrnation and belief , of that number, Respondent



disnissed 1275 conplaints, without investigation and without any

detemLnation that the conplaints on thelr face lacked nerit--

representing 87.5* of all complaints fi led with it.

THTRTY-FTRST: That such sunmary dlEnlssals are

constitutionally and statutorily unauthorized and defeat the wlll

and intent of the Peopre of the state of New york and its dury-

elected legislative representativesr €ts expressed ln Article Vf,

522.a of the Constitut ion of the State of New York and Art icle

2O-A of the Judiciary Law.

THIRTY-SECOND: That all such sunmary disnissals

wlthout lnvestigation and without findinge represent a nassive

rrconsumer fraud, upon the taxpayers of this state, whose hard-

earned dollars over $r.s nil l ion annually fund Respondent.

such tax burden is borne by the pubric in the belief that

Respondentrs rules, procedures, and practices conport, not

contravene, the explicitly-nandated constitutional and statutory

requirenents so as to carry out their intended purposes of

effectuating and ensuring a quality judiciar-lr.

THTRTY-THTRD: That there is no remedy by appear fron

RespondentfE aforesaid acts and failures to act, and no adequate

relief therefrom is obtainable, except by an Articre 7g

proceeding.

THTRTY-FOuRTH: That no previous application for this

or sinri lar relief has been made to any other court or judge.

1 0



I{HEREFORE, petit ioner respectfurly prays for a judgment

granting review in the natur.e of certiorari, ,urraur.r=, and
prohibi t ion (a) decrar ing 22 NycRR szooo.3,  as wr i t ten and as
applled, unconstitutional and il legal and commanding. Respondent
to .cease and prohibiting Respondent from naking any further
sumrnhry dismissal  determinat ions thereunder i .  (b)  reversing,
annurring, and setting aside Respondentrs ."r.":; ";.r;==.;":
wi thout invest igat ion,  of .pet i t ionerrs meri tor ious conpraints of
judic iar  miscpnduct;  (c) '  request ing' the Governor to appoint  a
spbcial  

.Prosecutor to 
.  

invest lgate Respondentrs .documented

. courplaints of niih-revel jueicial corruption and . compricity
therein by Respondentt (d) referring Respondent, both its members
and. i ts staf f ,  to the Attorney Generar of  the state of  New york,

the itnited states Attorneyr. and the District attorney in New
York,'. and the New York state 

'Ethi.cs 
commission for appropriate

crirninal and disciprinary .. investigation of Respondent; . dnd (e)
granting such other and further retief as to the court may seem
just 

.and'properr  incruding, pursuant to publ ic of f icers Law sz9,
the ' '  s tatutory f ine of  9250 payabre .  to the state Treasurer,
together with the costs and disbursernents of this proceedirig.

Dated :  Apr i l  10 ,  1995
..  White plains,  New york

(_

ffi--l--
DORIS L .

1 L

Pet i t ioner Pro Se



STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WESTGHESTER

VERTFTCATION

s s .  !
)
)

. DoRrs L. sAssoI{ER, belng duly sworn, deposes and says:

r am the petlt ibner ln. the wlthln proceedlng. r have
read the annexed Petltion aia atteEt to the fact that Eame ls
true and correct of my osrn personal knowredge; except as to those

allegatlons stated on informatlcin and bellef, and as to such

al legat ions,  I  bel ieve then to be trueo .

Sworn to before ne this

' tc'ulsE lli ci:ccco
,,ut,,,, f ' ,r,, irc, Slr',r ol New Yort-  

No.  4718571

." $h'l I'l'*' i ̂  I I i;''iillIi#llo:'  
t z - - t t t ^ - t /  b


