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sCITY COURT OF WHITE PI. ,AINS: TATE OF NEW YORK

:::Y:_::_:::::T:::i-__ ________x
JOHN McFADDEN,

Peti t ioner,

-against-
Index #65I/89

Reply Aff idavi t
in Further
Support  of
Sanct ions

DORIS L. SASSOWER and ELENA SASSOWER,

____l::r3l13tlt_ ___x
srATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER ) ss. :

ELENA RUTH SASSOWER, beinq duly sworn, depose and say:

l - .  This Aff idavi t  repl ies to Mr.  Lehrmanrs shameful

and unsubstant iated Aff i rmat ion,  dated December 12, L992 (s ic) .

2.  Annexed hereto as Exhibi t  r rArr  is  my faxed let ter  to

Mr.  Lehrman, dated December 3,  1992, demanding that he set for th

factual  detai ls to support  h is c la im at  paragraph 12 thereof that

his adjournrnent to December 2,  l '992 was by rrconsentr t .  As

indicated by my handwri t ten notat ion thereon, receipt  by Mr.

Lehrmanrs of f ice was conf i rmed by Diane at  L l - :06 a.m. on December

3, 1992.

3.  In the two weeks since transni t ta l  of  the aforesaid

fax,  Mr.  Lehrrnan has fai led to respondl .  This rnust be taken as

1 Because my December 3rd fax to Mr.  Lehrman indicated
Judge Reap and Judge Holden as recipients thereof (Exhibi t  r rArr) ,
I  contacted the Court  to ascertain whether i t  had received any
response from Mr.  Lehrman. Cather ine Richey, the Court
Assistant,  conf i rmed for me yesterday that no response from Mr.
Lehrman was contained in the Court  f i le.
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an admission by him that he never requested or obtained ny

consent to the indicated December 2,  : .992 adjournment.

4. Mr. Lehrman I  s inabi l i ty  to furnish any

corroborat ion for  h is bald-faced l ie to Ms. Wald on November 24,

1992, which he has repeated at  paragraph t2 of  h is Reply

Aff i rnat ion,  demonstrate the fa ls i ty and per jur iousness of  h is

representat ions to the court  that  such adjournment was r fon

consentf l  .

5. f  again rei terate that  Mr.  Lehrman never requested

or obtained my consent to the December 2,  1992 adjournment.

6.  The foregoing incident underscores the f raudulent

and per jur ious nature of  a l l  of  Mr.  Lehrmants court  submissions

in th is matter--which have already been careful ly detai led by

Respondents in our opposing papers both th is year and rast--and

which are uncontroverted by Mr.  Lehrman.

Respondents,  therefore,  respectful ly request that  th is

court  review: (a) our Aff idavi t ,  dated November rL,  rggz; (b)

the my Aff idavi t  in Further Support  of  Sanct ions,  dated November

25, 1 '992; as wer l  as (c)  our Responding Aff idavi t  of  last  vear,

dated November 16, l -991. These aforesaid documents,  incorporated

herein by reference, ampry just i fy Respondentsf  request for

sanct ions,  including denial  of  Mr.  Lehrmanfs mot ion,  d ismissal  of

the pet i t ion,  and referral  of  Mr.  Lehrman to the Grievance

Commit tee.

7. fn connect ion wi th the balance of  Mr.  Lehrmanrs

instant Rep1y Aff i rmat ion,  i t  is  l ikewise unsubstant iated and



seeks to mislead the Court  by ignor ing discussion of  pert inent

facts.

8.  The i r refutable fact  is  that  Mr.  Lehrmanrs mot ion

is premature--having been made whi le Respondents are in the

midst of  prepar ing their  pet i t ion for  a wr i t  of  cert iorar i  to the

U.S. Supreme Court .

9.  Al though Mr.  Lehrman does not choose to acknowledge

Respondentst  r ight  to pursue their  federal  appel late remedies ( in

a case in which his own cl ient  was or ig inal ly a party-plaint i f f ) ,

the U.S. Supreme Court  takes the contrary v iew. As shown by the

annexed not i f icat ion,  the Supreme Court  has recent ly granted our

request for  an extension of  t ime to f i le our pet i t ion for  a wr i t

of  cert iorar i  (Exhibi t  r rBrr) .  Such extension was granted on our

submission of  the lower courts I  decis ions and our Pet i t ion for

Rehear ing. An ident ical  copy of  our Pet i t ion for  Rehear ing was

annexed as Exhibi t  r rArt  to Respondents I  November 11 ,  1992

Aff idavi t  to th is court2.

1-0.  As set for th in Respondentsr November 11, 1-992

Aff idavi t ,  deferment of  act ion by th is Court  ls  r rnot prejudic ia l

to Pet i t ioner,  who himsel f  makes no claim to the contrary ' r  (at

paragraph 10).  Such further fact  is  undisputed by Mr.  Lehrmanrs

2 lutr .  Lehrman I  s complete fa i lure to address ei ther the
facts and law set for th in that  docurnent permit  h im to repeat--
three t imes in his short  Reply Af f  i rmat ion that r r there is no
possibi l i tv  that  the U.S. Supreme Court  wi l l  hear the Sassower
caserr .  Since Mr.  Lehrman is not one of  the nine Supreme Court
Just  j -ces who wi l l  determine the f  ate of  Respondent I  s rrcertrr
appl icat ion,  h is representat ions of  I 'no possible l ikel ihoodrr  are
plainly fa lse.



Reply Aff i rmat ion.

<!'(,'4o 4.G\sQ€-sc'.{
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER

State of  New York
County of  Westchester

DORIS L.  SASSOWER, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

f  am one of  the above-named Respondents,  have read the

foregoing, and state that  the al legat ions contained therein are

true and correct  to the best of  my personal  knowledge,

inf  ormat j -on,  and bel  ief  .

)
)  ss:

efore me this
December ]-992

DORIS L.

Sworn fore me this
December L992

Notary
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By Fax. 9L4-76L-4672
11:OO a.m.

l-6 Lake Street,  Apt.  2C
White Plains,  New York 10603
December 3,  1.992

Freder ic Lehrman, Esq.
Lehrman, Kronick & Lehrman
l-99 Main Street
White Plains,  New York l -060l-

RE: McFadden v.  Sassower,  Index #651 q9

Dear Mr.  Lehrman:

I  have just  recel-ved a copy of  your Reply Aff l rmat lon,  dated
December 12, 1-992 (s ic) ,  in todayts mai l .  I  note the fo l lowing
statement contained therein:

L2. rrContrary to the contents of  the fur ther af f ldavl t
of  the Respondents dated November 25, L992. Your
af f i rmant did speak with E1ena Sassower about a one-
week adjournment f rom November 25, 1992 to December 2,
L992 which was consented to.  r l

I  hereby demand that you furnish me by return fax (9L4-684-6554)
the part iculars as to your al leged conversat ion wi th r€,  set t ing
forth the sum and substance of  the said al leged conversat ion,  ds
wel l  as the t i rne,  p lace, and manner thereof .

{ f ioe

Very t ru ly yours,

i- knq€.<-krs.sd2x/
ELENA RUTH SASSOWER

cc: Judge James B. Reap
Judge John F. Holden, Jr .

/rc.e;rrf- 1'', /'(l/r\Q'*r 's

cta-652nar/ 
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Supreme €ourt of tbe O{niteb btatef

No'

A-450

Elena Sassower and Doris L.  Sassower,

Pet i t ioners

v.

Kather ine f ie ld,  et  aI .

ORDER

UPON CONSfDERATfON of the appl icat ion of  the

pet i t ioner,

IT IS ORDERED that the t ine for  f i l ing a pet i t ion

for a wr i t  of  cert iorar i  in the above-ent i t ted case, be and

the same is hereby, extended to and including

January 25Lh ,  Lggz/13.

/s/  Clarence Thomas

Court  of  the Uni ted States

4th
Dated this

day of  Decernber ,  L992.



Index No. 651 Year 19 Bg
CITY COURT OF WHITE PLAINS: STATE dF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER

,JOHN McFADDEN,

Peti t ioner,

-aga i  ns t -

DORIS L SASSOWER and ET,ENA SASSOWER,

Respondents

REPLY AFFIDAVIT IN FURTTIER SUPPORT OF SANCTIONS

fr
DOR|S L. SASSOWERTI3. Elena Ruth Sassower

Pro Se
16 Lake St,reet, ,  2C
White Plains,  NY 10603

Pro Se

O.ffice ond Post Oflite lddress, Tblephone

To

Attorney(s) for

Service of a copy of the within

Dated,

is herebv admitted.

Attorney(s) for

Sir: -Please take notice
E rorrce or exrnv

that the within is a (certif ied) true copy of a
duly entered in the office of the clerk of the within named court on
D NorrceorsETTLEMENT

that an order
sett lement to the HON.
of the within named court, at
on

Dated,

of which the within is a true

M.

Yours, etc.

DOR|S L. SASSOWER. E,
E-

Pro Se
Offite ond Post Of-fice Address

l9

copy wil l be presented for
one of the judges

Elena Ruth
Sassower
Pro SeTo

t9 at


