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January  22 ,  1993

Cornmission on Judlcial Conduct
Agency Building L, l- t_th Floor
The Nelson A.  Rockefe l ler  Enpi re State p laza
Albany, New York 1,2223

Att: Albert B. Lawrence, Clerk i

RE: Sarnuel G. Fredman
Justice of the Suprene Court
Westchester County

Dear Mr. Lawrence:

Your  p-er functory,  three-sentence January 20,  1993 le t ter ,
purpor t ing to  be a f r response,  to  ny le t ter  o f  December 4,  rgg2 ' ,
hard ly  bef i ts  an agency estabr ished to pol lce the jud ic i i r t  . ;e
protect the public. As shown by my Decenber 4th t6tter, t 'made
specif ic charges of fraud and o€nef judiciat nisconduct by Judge
samuel Fredman--a11 of whlch I documented with referenLes {opert inent port ions of . tny. apqerrants' arier i"a appendix f ired
wi t f t  t ! "  Appel la te o iv is ion-  ln  the case of  Bres la i  v .  Bres law.
such documentary evidence is unassairable @"cornmission to take discipl lnary action, J-ncludinf remolvfng-,t"J;"
Fredman from the bench.

rmnediate ly  upon recelpt  o f .your  lnexpl lcable d l -smissal  le t ter ,  rte lephoned your  Albany of f ice to  d i icuss i t  w i th  you a i rec i iy .
r  was tord by your  secretary,  sharon,  that  you 

- rdo 
not  ta ie

cal lsr r .  she wou.rd .  g ive me no in format ion a i  to  the speci f  ic
reasons for  the d isn issal  d isposi t ion and would not  s tate whetner
commission members had thelnselves revlewed ny December 4th
transnittal,  whether they had considered or actia on it  "t  ; ; ;
formal rneetingr or the date thereof. she tord me that thetransmittal rnight have been reviewed by reitnei a lawyer or aninvest igatorr r ,  but  would no!  ident i fy  such person(s)  or  whoactuar ly  rnade the d ismissar  d isposr t ion.  r  iequested anopportunity to meet with a member bf the comml-ssion to discuss
this matter personally and asked that she "or.r"y =""n request t;you.  Af ter  te l r ing h€,  ra ther  rudely ,  that  r  shourd put  myrequests in writ ing, sharon unceremoniorisly hung up.

r, therefore, hereby request a response to al l  of my foregoing
inqu i r i es .



r  do not  be l ieve thq! .any object r -ve lawyer  could have rev iewed myDecember 4th t ransmi t ta l  and deemed i t 'd ismir=Gi" , -  re t  a lone onthe c lear ly  er roneous ground set  for th  in  voui i . l iLr ,  i .e . ,  thati t  conta ined 'no new Lt tegat ionsr .  r f  a-nyth ing- ! ror""  that  mytransmi t ta l  yas never  read by.  whoever  made the d ismissaldec is ion,  i t  is  th iJ  s tatement- -3 in"e the sneci f ic  ar regat ion offraud, set forth in the second paragrapfi of ,ny December 4thcoverletter, was never previously a-sserted.

The fraud conmitted_ by Judge Frednan was his issuance of aknowingry farse and def l rnatofy_July  i t ,  l -989 decis ion concern ingme (A-32-7,  ,  which he rereased to the media.  ia- - iazr ,  r ; ; i ; ; i ; ;The New yorh Law Journar . ,  .which publ ished i t '  in  iur r  (A_2Bi_) .such Ju ly  13,  r -989 decis ion was-  based upon ; t  ar regea non_appearance for  a  contempt  proceeding on Jur i  10,  igeg.  rn  fact ,as the record shows,  the case was not  on the Cour t rs  ca lendar  onthat  date (A-L28-9)  and the cour tEpor ter  noted no appearanceson e i ther  s ide (A-L2 6-71 .  
:

As a resul t  o f  th is  mal ie ious l rqga by Judge Fredman (Br-  B_9,25:9 '  61)  and h is  re fusar  to  for row 
- r racx-- ret ter  

raw and theethical mandates of the Code of Judi; i ; i-- c-o-n-a-ul i ,  r sufferedirreparabre injury and hrg.s dragged through a f actuarry andlegarry  unfounded proceeding,  66st ing h€,  as werr  as thetaxpayers of  th is_ s tate,  tens of  thousands of  dor lars  forcount less hours of  legal  and jud ic ia l  t ime

To the extent  your  d isn issal  le t ter  re fers  to  ny 199L ret ter  tothe Governor- -which $ras not  _a cornpra int  a i rectea specj - f icar lyagainst Judge Fredman--the documen^tary proof presented by nyDecember 4th t ransrn i t ta l  shows that  the-cornmiss io^nrs d isn issal  o fsuch le t ter  was not  onry prec ip i tous,  but  parpably  " r ro . , "or=.

eonsidering !h. irrebuttable 
-proof lrou nov, have before you of ajudge who,  in  addi t ion to  b_eing lnderrectual ly  d ishonest  andincompetent ,  na.y  wel l  be.  suf f "1119 t iom pathologica l  d isease,such as paranoia,  or  earry .  seni l i iy ,  or  Lotn--y5ur  concrudinqsen tence  tha t  r r t he  ma t te r  can -no t  be  . " "o r= ld ; ; " ; ; - - i :incomprehensible. May r rernind yfr-6i i  t t t" comrnission,s duty isto protect the public. The evidence r have pr"="nt"d is morethan suf f ic ient  to  establ ish t tprobable causerr  for  invest igat ion.

The evidence transmitted under ny December 4th coverretteri nc ludes :
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( 1 )

128-9)  - -es tab l i sh ing  the  f raud by Judge Fredman.



Comrnission on Judiclal Conduct Page Three i lanuary 22,  L993

(2' l .  A11 of Jrdg" Fr"dr.r r 
F 9""i=io.= i .  th" "u=" ofBreslaw :r, Breslaw . (A-9- .facie evidence of niJ Grnotl-onar instabiiity-ina

unabashed ignorance and disrespect for the riw.

,
f=tghl ie.ht ins a pat@rare andrn luct lc lous conductr  ds wel l  as ignor ince of ,  anddisregard for, basic and controfl i;t regat andethical  pr inciples.

a fl l"d "t.t"-r"rt of = ooll_tl". l "ort"ibrto.= to.]gao? rr"a.qn:e ".*qu{en i
show ing  a  $soo  po f i t t - a  y
adverse counsel fs  law f i rn  shor t ry  before my f i rs i
court appearance before Judge Fredman in the
Bres law nat ter .

Thg- foregoing substantiatlng proof ls in addition to the regarauthority, set forth at rengtir throuqno@ntsr Brief.As shown. by the trial excerpts therein, -uaqe iledrnanrs view ofcontrorl ing raw is charactLrized by a pattern of ig""ri"""lindi f ferencer lnd open host i l i ty--hiJ stated posi t ion being thatl it igants should save their leial arguments ior an appear (Br.3 L - 2 ,  5 3 ,  5 7 ) .

r request a telephone conference with either you or cerald sternto discuss the manner in which the comnission i;; ;;proached thisdocumented compraint .  r ts dismissal  thereof is . i€n",  evidenceof the commissionrs derel ict ion or of  i ts  r tdouble standardr whena judge with the r ight  pol i t ical  r fconnect ions,  is i t r "  subject  ofconplaint  before i t .

( 3 )

(4 ' � )

Very t ru ly yours,

ffiYL€
DORIS L. SASSOWER

DLS/er

c c : Gerard s tern,  Admln ls t rator ,  cornrnLss ion on Judlc ia l  conductLee Kik l ier ,  Adnin is t ra t l -ve Assis tant ,
CommissLon on Judiclal Conduct

G. oriver Kopperr, chaJ-rman, Assembry .ruaici i iy-cJnrnittee


