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September 7, 2013 

 

By E-Mail and Hand Delivery 

 

New York County Democratic Committee 

Attn: Honorable Keith L.T. Wright 

108 West 39th Street 

Suite 1201 

New York, NY 10018 

 

Honorable Keith L.T. Wright  

163 West 125th Street 

New York, NY 10027 

 

Dear Assemblyman Wright: 

 

As I mentioned earlier, I am the President of the Korean American Lawyers Association of 

Greater New York (KALAGNY).  Thank you for connecting me with Mr. Curtis Arluck and for your kind 

attention to our messages to the public and to you.  Mr. Arluck has e-mailed me and informs me that the 

New York County Democrats Committee is still reviewing Justice Doris Ling-Cohan’s application. He 

and I have been in communication but I wanted to ensure that my messages also got to you. Can you talk 

today? I would appreciate the opportunity to speak at the earliest opportunity regarding Justice 

Doris Ling-Cohan’s application to run on the democratic ticket. 

 

I also wanted to alert you to our updates about the Korean American Lawyers Association of 

Greater New York's review of this matter, which are on our website at the following link: 

http://kalagny.org/Advocacy-Alert.  Included on our website is a link to our press release, which is also 

attached as Attachment A.  I understand that your office is already reviewing some of our materials, so I 

understand they may not be new to you. 

 

I suggest that you and the committee look at some of the links which we have created on our 

website.  A listing of the judge's notable cases, which is attached as Attachment B, along with her CV, 

which is attached as Attachment C, and bullet points from the Judge's judicial record (“Bullet Points”), 

which are attached as Attachment D.  I proffer the following of the Justice’s statistics to you.  (I 

understand that the Justice’s statistics can be verified through New York’s Office of Court Administration 

(“OCA”) (kindly call Lucien Chalfen at OCA's Press Office with any such questions at 212-428-2500).)  

While the average judge had a third of his docket behind on deadlines, only 10% of Justice Ling-Cohan's 

were behind. Since her appointment to the Appellate Term on March 2014, she has disposed of over 

1,300 cases (814 Supreme Court and 508 Appellate Term cases) and decided 950 motions.  Justice Ling-
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Cohan has had over 200 decisions published (as of 2014) since becoming a Supreme Court Justice, among 

the many thousands of decisions she has issued.  This number of published opinions indicates hard work 

on the part of the judge.  Her opinions are wide ranging in subject matter, some of which cover difficult 

and sensitive topics such as marriage equality, due process, discrimination, FOIL, labor and land use 

issues.  In my mind, they not only reflect a tremendous volume of work, but they also reflect difficult 

work, possibly on seminal issues, sometimes at the cusp of developing law.  As you may know, routine 

decisions are typically not published. 

 

Moreover, there is no evidence that the judge has sacrificed quality for volume in her decision 

making.  Only 24% of her appealed decisions have been reversed, compared to the 37% average for  New 

York Supreme Court justices, according to “The Blue Book of New York City Judges” (Bullet Points 

(citing to1st Ed. 2006, published by Institute for Judicial Studies, pp. 6, 42)).   In her over 20-year judicial 

career and over 10,000 cases, Justice Ling-Cohan has only been reversed on appeal 48 times (i.e., less 

than 0.5%).  

 

With the Justice's prolific and above average, if not excellent track record, I can only question 

whether the panel was able to fully consider the judge's judicial record.  Any allegations about the 

slowness of her docket, and the quality of her work appear to be unfounded.  I and others wonder if 

anecdotal evidence and personal biases might have impacted the panel’s decision-making.  As you can 

see from the quotes and data on our website, others are wondering the same.   

 

Further on our website are statements from various bar associations and legal organizations 

requesting reconsideration.  They are also attached as Attachment E.  Each day, additional bar 

associations have expressed interest in the matter because so many micro-communities, including a 

number within the democratic base, are affected.  In case you are wondering, this is not a ‘LGBT’ issue, 

nor is it a ‘Chinese’ issue.  Numerous bar associations and lawyers (and advocacy groups such as tenant 

rights groups) continue to question whether the Justice has had an adequate opportunity to be heard, and 

whether we are injecting retaliatory politics into the screening process.  A number have expressed deep 

concern with the leak(s) to the New York Post.  Some of the other bar associations and legal organizations 

which have come forward to me and have made similar requests for reconsideration include the 

following: 

 

Asian American Legal Defense and Education Fund 

Asian American Bar Association of New York, President, Susan Shin 

LGBT Bar Association of Greater New York 

Metropolitan Black Bar Association, President, Paula Edgar 

Puerto Rican Bar Association 

South Asian Bar Association of New York, President, Rippi Gill 

 

I hope that you consider the statements of these organizations, which are on our website, 

carefully.  I have no doubt that as we continue to spread the word, other organizations will support the 

Justice. Given the above average if not excellent track record of the judge, and the fact that incumbent 

judges should be judged on the quality of their decisions, under the screening rules, it does not make 

sense that Justice Ling-Cohan was singled out for removal.  Increasing the tragedy is the fact that she is a 

minority and a trailblazer within the community. Losing her from the bench could have tragic 

consequences to the aspirations of young minority attorneys.  And I am sure that you have heard that it 



would also have a chilling effect on judicial independence. Indeed, I understand that a sub-committee 

within the panel has already approved her application.  If a new panel cannot be convened, I suggest 

moving forward with that sub-committee's decision. 

 

I know that you, the panel, and the Manhattan Democrats have done tremendous work, and we are 

extremely appreciative.  I would hate, however, for this decision to leave a black mark in your party's 

history, and on the noble objectives of the screening panel.  I recognize that 'politics' can be a complicated 

arena, but I also suspect that you have pursued your career with the highest and most altruistic of 

ambitions.  I appeal to those motivations in asking you to help ensure a fair review of the Justice's 

application.  At the very least, please keep in mind that many eyes are on us, and our ability to handle this 

situation fairly and in a manner which gives due respect to both the judge and the judiciary. 

 

       Very truly yours, 

 

 

 

Bridgette Y. Ahn 

President, KALAGNY 

 

cc:  Curtis Arluck, Chair of the Judicial Screening Committee, New York County Democrats 

Margaret Fung, Executive Director, Asian American Legal Defense and Education Fund 

Susan Shin, President, Asian American Bar Association of New York 

Matthew Skinner, Executive Director, LGBT Bar Association of Greater New York 

Paula Edgar, President, Metropolitan Black Bar Association 

Betty Lugo, President, Puerto Rican Bar Association 

Rippi Gill, President, South Asian Bar Association of New York 
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