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least one Surrogate judge. . - . . the,guardianships Lambert awarded" 
Investig&tors involved in the Lam- them- to state court administrators, an 

bert also are delving into dlcga- apparent violation of a disclosure rule 
Lions of case fising, sources say. The Chief Judge Sol \Vachtlcr put in place 
subpoenaing of bank is part of . in 19SG to prevent ethics violations and 
an effort to determine whether some of patronage abuses. La\r-yers \rho vioiate 

. the fees she awarded may have been the rule could lose their licenses. 
; kicked back, sources said. X spokeswoman for Otto Oberrnaier, 

. : f ' - Prosecutors are also examining why . . 

: many of these lawye? failed to report . . . . .  . ,glenre see I u ~ c s  on P a p  ?+ 
. .  . . .  ....... .. . . _ . _ ' . a .  5 . ; ; < ,'La . -  - I .  . 
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Walk.. "I llnvc bccn disabled,'; Frictl- . 

. . . . . .  . . . .  . _ .. . . .  . . ... ; '. I '  . _ . . . . .  . . . . . .  man said. " I  just got out of the,hospilal. 
. . . . .  . . 

. . 
I ' ,. ;. . ' . . . . . . . . & . J :  : . . 

I'd h:lvc to look into it," she.said. 
. . . . .. -. :,. 
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Uy \fILLI..\>I GLAI;ERSON Fec!cral prosecutors are also cond.. 1 ~:ig a succeed hcr. Siricc shc \\.;IS clcctcd 111 1977, 

hlarie hI. hmbert, a judge in power-, criminal invcstigalion into Surroi: . Lam- slic has had to fcnd off pcriodic accusations 
ful Manhattan.Surmgale.s.CourL is defe?d->,,: bert's award of large fees to lawg.?l.. a law-..,. that she had improperly close relationships r ,,' 

.:'.,. *,:. enforcement official close to t i . ' ?  case said.!!; with the l a ~ y e r s  who appeared in her c o u r G  ' . .. 
~~ing~~scl_[~ag~inst.clalms..that.:she.,abused .,.: her wwers by.dwbrding.ex~sslve fees, :&I tc?~~y"erday.til.~,?--~,~.?.e47:~~:--rir ...+..I * A  R:::~.S~'+$S After her~electlon; the State' Co'mmlsslon b n l  .. ..:: 
;. ,,. .. . The Manhattan surroeate's Court Is one,;-.Judicial Conduct Investigated whethershe": : . .. 

- lawyers'and by fail'ng t o d i s c l o s e h e r f r i e * d ~ " ~ ~ f  the busicst estate cuurts in the country . .violated rules of judicial conduct when she ships with lawyen in cases before her'1' and has historically ruled on the property . solicited campaign contributions from law- 
An yesterday issued an ''' . left by some of the wealthiest Americans. yers who were likely to appear before her. 

harsh lhat overruled Surro- ' '  But the cob::, l ~ k e  many surrogate's courts The cornmiss~on never look ~ ; , y  I , I ~ , I I C  ;IC- 
&lLc i . i l c b c r r ' s  a w a r d  Of what  i t  said In New YOTK i t d ~ e ,  has long been the subject tion in the case. 
excessive fees 10 l a k ~ e r s  widely kr~own as  of complaints that lawyers are appointed by Yesterday, Surrogate Larnbcrt's law scc- 
her personal friends. The decision came in patronage and because of personal relation- retary, Linda Sosnowitz, said the judge 
one of two separate civil suits that were ships. would not comment on reports of a Federal 
filed by people who contend that they were :. . surrogate ~amber t ,  who is 70 years old, is.. investigation or on the assertions against 
treated unfairly by her. She Is one of two scheduled to retire in January. At least five her in the pending civil cases. But Ms. Sos- . 
judges who handle h e  estates of deceased - ,  Democratic candidates are  actively com- , : .  . . 
Manhattan residents.' : '.' "."- : " . - . ' ' . ' 

'" peting to win their party's nomination to' - ' ' ' ' ~onlinuedon page BZ 



. . 
said'he didr;dt believe the fees were ex- .. 
cessive. 

Mr. Stringer, in a telephone inter- 
view, acknowledged receii~ing fees in . 
cases in Surrogale iamoert's court but . . 
said he provided exiensive legal work . :" : 
for the payments. . . . 

Asked whether he had,impropcrly : 
benefited from his friendship with the . '.' 
surrogate, Mr. Stringer said, "Firstly, I :;..:. 
a m  a friend of hers and,'sccondly, 1 do. ' . 
not receive fees because of that." . . . 

. . .  --Details of the Federal criminal in- 
vestigation, which was reported in 
Newsday yesterday, are sketchy, and it ', ' 

could not be determined whether cases 
Involving Mr. Stringer or Mr. Catalfo :. , .. '- 
are pan  of that Inquiry. Otto G. Ober-. .". 
maier, the United States Attorney for. :. 

. . .  the Southern District of New York, said 
he.. would not comment on whether,,  ., 
there was a.criminal investigation ........ . . . . . . .  

. . .  
'":' . ' Angry Outbursts in Court '. . , . 

, , , / . : .::. Continued From P C I ~ ~  -: ::;, 

.. - 
The second civil case pending before' :: : 

the courts involves charges that Surro- - . ., . , 
gate Lambert may have.favored ,Mr.'.'i ..:,. 
!:Z,y<$..i;;;?,.3.$1&-:;:<; $:wJ..5$;:;,$ . ; 
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opinion finds fees 

.- .--- 

nouitz said: "This is a malicious at- 
tempt to sniear her. She's tr wonderful 
judge. To do this is unfair." . . . 

in a unanimous decision yesterday, 
the Appellate Division of State Su- 
preme Court in Manhattan said Surro- 
gate Lamben's award of $150,000 to 
each of two lawyers, Vincent J. Catalfo 
and Ronald E. Stringer, was "a total 
waste of estate assets," and "the serv- 
ices allegedly rendered produced no 

. . . .  discernible benefit whatever." 
The appeals court said the surrd- 

gatels' appointments. of the lawyers 
were unnecessary, and it eliminated 
both fees. Neither lawyer, the appeals 
court said, ever drafted a single legal 
document for the heir they were s u p  
posed to represent, except for their fee 
applications. The appeals court did not 
mention the friendship between the two 
lawyers and Surrogate Lambert : .. 

case decided yesterday Involved 
the -will of, Lambeflus- Ryk . Pieter 
Schoonheim; a millionaire whodied in 
1984..Ieaving his,estate td. his 'second 
wife and the two children of his first 
maniage.~f~~>~:.-'~-..,i..j2.;;., ;.<&.;'! 
: . The appeals court also critlcizd the 
large fees approved by Surrogate Lam- 
berl for the executor of the estate, Har- 
old Epstein and ruled that the court 
would have to recompute his fees. 

The surrogate appointed Mr. Catalfo 
and Mr. Stringer to represent one of 
Mr. Schwnheim's children. New law- 
yers hired by bolh children argued in 
the appeals court that Surrogate La- 
m e n  had awarded about 30 percent of 
the estate's after-tax value to lawyers 
and guardian~:-+~i:;.;. .... ;: . ; z : : ~  .f;. . 

4 -  - . . -:; .:. !..' . . . . . . .  7'' A'polltjcal s u p k n e r  . . . . . .  ........ .- - '  . , , . 
~r :"~ t r in~er , "who G a s  . counsel to 

Mayor Abraham D. Beame, has been a 
political supporter and friend of Mrs. 
Lambert since the 1970's. Mr. Catalfo is 
a friend who has escorted Mrs. Lam- 
be& a widow, to poltical dinners. Both 
men,'according to court documents, 

paid to lawyers 

have-received hundreds of thousands 

. .  
of dollars In fees approved by Surro- 
gate Lambert in recent years. I.;.:. ?.r 
.: Mr. Catalfo did not return telephone 
messages left a t  his office yesterday. A 
l a ~ y e r  for Mr. Catalfo, Emilio Nunez, I.:.. ;..-. i..'.... < . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

a. ---'.-'--- - . -- 
. ,  . ,  . . . 

were excessive. 

had not disclos&.d the.relationshipsYand I 
he asked her to disqualify herself from 

Stringer and other lawyers with whom , ; .' 
she was friendly. . . . 

That case. which has provoked angry .. 
outbursts by Surrogate Lamben in h e r .  :, . . 
courtroom in lower Manhattan, is a $40 :: 
million suit that involves charges that - '  , 

a New York real-estate lawyer. David :' . 
T. Goldstick, mishandled the large es- ' . 
late of his uncle, Martin Tannabaum. : - 
:;Last summer, Mr. Goldstick's law- . :. 

.. yer, Philip. Pierce, seemed to inhriate : i :. 
Surrogate Lambee.,by.,asking her to ;, 
disclose what he said was her-"close .i. '' 

personal friendship'', with lawyers for . i .  : 
other relatives of Mr. Tannabaum.who : 1 : : 
had filed the suitagainst Mr. Goldstick. . The surrogate said Mr. Pierce's im- I:,...: 
plication of impropriety upas "outra- ! ::.' 
geous." She said that she had disclosed ' . 
her personal relationships and that she'..i 
was also a personal friend of another of ' . 

. . .  Mr. Goldsiick's lawyers. . . . . . . . . .  - Three lawyers in succession handled ! 
the case for the Tannabaum relatives. ' 
The first was Lorraine Backal, who is I 

now a Clvil Court judge; who says she i is a close friend of Surrogate Lambert. ' 

The next was Stuart Salles, a lawyer .I 

the' case.: When she' rdused,. he a p -  
pealedto the'~ppellatc.~ivision;'which 

who has received tens of thousandsof. :, 

dollars in fees approved by Surrogate"' 
Lambert , m e  final lawyer for the rela:'% 
tives,, was ! Mr. : Stringer ,.. the former. ; 
Beame aide; who is named in both civil 

est court: the court of Aooeals.~~:?:!~;,; :f 

' 

:. 

suits 'ch?llenging'.Sur~ogatc . . . . . . . . . . . .  lambert's 
actions. ,L;~.,A .... it :,;..,;,?.,i4h ,.,,. .....,-. .. 
- -  AII three lawyen- denled yeiieray '.I 
that there was any impropriety in their 
relationships with Surrogate Lambert. i 

hlr. Pierce areued that the surroeate .I 




