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A Second Circuit panel has sanctioned an attorney for filing a motion expressing "anti-Semitism 

in a raw and ugly form" while the attorney challenged Southern District Judge Alvin 

Hellerstein's (See Profile) approval of a settlement between airlines and passengers who were 

killed in the 9/11 terrorist attacks. 

Judges Peter Hall (See Profile) and Susan Carney (See Profile) of the U.S. Court of Appeals for 

the Second Circuit ruled yesterday in Ransmeier v. UAL Corporation, 11-175-cv, that California 

attorney Bruce Leichty was effectively arguing that Hellerstein cannot be impartial because he is 

Jewish. A third judge assigned to the panel, Barrington Parker (See Profile), recused himself. 

Leichty represents Ellen Mariani, the widow of a passenger in one of the planes hijacked on 

9/11. Mariani and her stepdaughter both filed wrongful death suits against airlines and other 

defendants in the consolidated 9/11 wrongful death litigation in the Southern District before 

Hellerstein. In 2005, Mariani and her stepdaughter entered into an agreement in New Hampshire 

probate court in which Mariani agreed to resign as administrator of her husband's estate and be 

replaced by a neutral administrator, attorney John Ransmeier, who would dismiss her suit and 

pursue only her stepdaughter's. 

However, Mariani subsequently moved repeatedly to intervene in her stepdaughter's case, saying 

she still had an independent loss of consortium claim. 

Mariani has spoken publicly about her belief that the official explanation for 9/11 is a 

government cover-up, and has won support in the so-called 9/11 truth movement. 

Mariani twice appealed Hellerstein's denial of her motions to intervene to the Second Circuit. On 

the second appeal, Mariani, through Leichty, filed a motion to supplement the record with 

"newly discovered evidence" that Hellerstein was not partial. 

Read the motion to supplement the record. 

In that motion, Leichty claimed that Hellerstein had ties to two of the defendants, The Boeing 

Company and aviation security company ICTS International NV. 
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Specifically, Leichty said that the Israeli law firm where Hellerstein's son worked, Amit, Pollak, 

Matalon and Company, represented an Israeli defense company that had a contract with Boeing. 

It also represented an Israeli company that Leichty claimed was connected with ICTS through a 

convoluted series of relationships between several companies. 

The motion went on to say that the Amit firm and one of the companies purportedly linked with 

ICTS had sponsored some pro-Israel conferences, and that Hellerstein is also a supporter of 

Israeli causes. 

The Second Circuit judges found that the motion warranted sanctions both because it was 

frivolous, raising no new arguments, and because it was anti-Semitic. They ordered Leichty to 

pay double Ransmeier's costs in defending against the motion. 

"In appealing once again to this Court, Mariani persisted in making arguments that we had 

clearly rejected, and others that were irrelevant," the judges said. 

The motion, they said, "consisted of little more than a series of offensive insinuations, 

unmistakably anti-Semitic, about Judge Hellerstein, his family members, their professional work 

and some of their personal charitable activities." 

"Rather than making good-faith legal arguments, his Motion seems to us to be nothing more than 

a vehicle for making personal slurs against Judge Hellerstein and his family," they continued. "In 

fact, on closer observation, Leichty's real argument is that Judge Hellerstein cannot be impartial 

because he is Jewish. The papers filed in support of the Motion reflect anti-Semitism in a raw 

and ugly form. For a private citizen to make such spurious and offensive suggestions is bad 

enough. For an attorney admitted to this Court to make them in court pleadings is unpardonable." 

The court said that the ruling was not intended to punish Leichty for holding his views. 

"We note, of course, that no law or court may prevent Leichty from believing what he chooses to 

believe," the judges said. "In most contexts, he may also say the things he says. What he is not 

allowed to do, however, is to let his misguided views cloud his judgment regarding what 

arguments may properly be made to this Court. In other words, we do not sanction him here for 

harboring anti-Semitic views. Rather, we impose sanctions against him because he allowed those 

views to prompt him to submit frivolous and grossly insulting arguments to this Court." 

A sanction was necessary to "deter Leichty from acting similarly in the future, and to warn other 

lawyers about the consequences of similarly egregious behavior," the judges said. 

"We believe that the two-judge panel erred and we are considering our options," Leichty said of 

the order. 

He said it is not clear how much money the sanction would be. 

Ransmeier is represented by Peter Beeson of Devine Millimet & Branch and Charles Capace of 

Zimble & Brettler. 



Jeffrey Ellis of Quirk and Bakalor and Michael Feagley of Mayer Brown represented the 

defendants. 

Those attorneys could not be reached for comment. 
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