DORIS L. SASS50WER

2B HOUREYIEW AVEHLIE « WHITE PLAIKE N Y. IDS0E ¢ SILQ3TIR77 ¢ Fax: gramsas snsd

By Priority Mail

December 4, 1992

Commission on Judicial Cconduct
01 Second Avenue
HMew Yaork, Hew York 10017

RE: Samual C. Fredman
Justice aof the Suprema Court
Wastohaster County

Dear Commission Members:

Transmitted herewith are copies of my Brief and Appendix filed
with the Appellate Division, Second Departmant, in the matter of
Breslaw v. Breslaw. These documents are in further support of my
complaint against the above-named judge filed with your office

more than khres vears ago.

My Brief and Appendix document that Judge Fredman is a menace on
the bench. 2=z detailed therein, on July 10, 1%8%, the casa of
Breslaw . Breslaw was not even on the court's calendar, no
appearances were made, and na default was noted on the record
(Br. 9, 25-&, £1). MHonetheless, in what can only be viewed as a
deliberate and malicious fraud, Judge Fredman wrote a July 13,
1989 defamatory decision (A=-32), which he released to the press
(A-281, A-342), ecastigating and smearing me for my non-
appearance on that July 10th date (see also Br. 8-%, 60-2).

All of Judge Fredman's decisions are set forth in the Appendix
(A-9-56). Without more, they caonstltute prima facie evidence of
his emotional instability, as well as his unabashed ignorance and
disrespect for the law. This is highlighted by Judge Fredman's
final June 24, 1990 decisien (A-9)--which i=s the focus of my
Brief.

The transcriptsz of all of the proceedings are availabhle for the
Commission to confirm the enormity of Judge Fredman's perversion
of the judicial process and obliteration of my rights. As stated
in wmy Brief (at p. 692), "the transcripts have to bs read to be
believed--and even they fall short of the reality."

"The transcripts of ths proceedings, 1like
the [Juns 24, 19%0] Decisien, show the Judge
constantly alternating roles as Jjudge,
advocate, and witness, injecting himself on a
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personal level throughout the proceedings in
a steady stream &f personal opiniens,
prajudgments, and wvicious ad hominem
characterizations." (Br. 56)

Even the most cursery review of the decisions (A-%-56) and the
transcript excerpts contained in my Brief (Br. 44-58) make
avident +that disciplinary investigatien 1s long owverdus and
urgently needed.

A= noted by my Brief {(at pp. 3, 67-9), Judge Fredman's lack of
respect for the "appearance of propriety" is further rpflerted by
the fact that even after I made a formal recusal motion bhased on
his prior hestility to me--Judge Fredman failed te reveal his on-
going political relatienship with adverse counsel, Harvey Landau,
Fsg., whe, in the summer of 1989, was Chairman of the Scarsdale
Democratic Club, actively endorsing and promoting Judge Fredman's
campaign for election te the Supreme Court bench (A-312; A-318-
323: RA-32E6).

Needless to say, I am prepared to give personal testimony as
required to support my factual and legal positions. By way of
my credentials, I enclose a copy of a leattar confirming my
status as a Fellow of the American Bar Feoundation "an honor
reserved for less than one third of one percent of the practicing
bar of each state". I weuld alsc state that before Judge Fradman
saw fit to destroy my career and reputation with his peolitically-
motivated and pathelogical wvendetta against me, I was always
accordad the highest rating of "AV" by Martindale-Hubbell's Law
Directory for all the years I was in my own private practice and
was naticonally recognized and respected az an eminent matrimenial
and human rights attorneay.

Very truly yogurs,
P . Y i
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DORIS L. SASSOWER
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