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INTRODUCTION

This is an appeal from an October 11,2007 decision & order that is void ab initio. It

was r€ndered by White Plains City Court Judge Brian Hansbury who thereafter recused

himself, without explanation or disclosure,by alanuary 29,2W8 decision & order which

simultaneously denied appellant's legally-sufficient motion for his disqualification for

demonstrated actual bias and interest and for vacatur of the October 11,2007 decision &

order by reason thereof or upon the granting ofreargument - a motion which had additionally

requested that he disclose facts bearing upon his impartiality, ifdisqualification were denied.
I

The January 29,200,8 decision & order is also before this Court on appellant's appeal trnder

#2008-1 428-WC, incorporated herein by reference.

As hereinafter shown, the October ll, 2007 decision & order is the product of a

flagrantly biased and interestedjudge. It deprives appe[a;t ofreliefto which she is entitleal,

as o matter of laut: dismissal of the Petition dnd summary judgment on her four

Counterclaims, costs and manimum sanctions against'the cross-appellant and his counsel, and

their referral to disciplinary and criminal authorities. This Court's granting ofsuch reliefis

mandated on this appeal - as it is on appellant's accompanying Apeal from the Jarnnry 29,

2008 decision & order.



OUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW
APPEAL l: #2008-01433-WC

1. Was appetlant's September 5,2[07sross-motionsufficie,n! as amatter of laut,

to have required any fair and impartial tribunal to have granted:

(a) its second branch: dismissatunderCPlR$32l1(a)1 ,2,4,5, & l0;

O) its third branch: summary judgmen! ptrsuant to CPLR $321 l(c);

(c) its fotrttr branch: an award of costs and ma:<imum sanctions
against the cross-appellant and his counsel pursuant to 22 NYCRR $130-l et seq;

(d) its fifth branch: disciplinary and criminal referrals of the cross-
appellant's counsel punlrnnt to the Court's mandatory 'Disciplinary
Responsibilities' under the Chief Adminis&ator's Rules Governing Judicial
Conduct, 22 NYCRR $100.3D(2)?

hdge Harcbty's Oetober I 1, 2007 decision & order made no factulfindings in
derrying appellant ajudgmeru ofdismissalwithtlrc cotrcluory assertiontlut tlrcre
were 'triable isstrcs offactwithrerytect to the nofire andterms of therl tenancy";
made no facUul findings as to her entitlement to swmary judgment; made no

facfinlfindings in denying, witlntl reasons, "imgnsition of sotutioru ond referral to
the Disciplinary Committeeu, and nade no disclaswe offocts bewing tpon his

fairnes s and impot ial ity.

2. Is the October ll,2(f/7 decision & order confrary to law, fact, and an abuse of
discretion in denying the first branch of appellant's Sqrtember 5,2007 cross-motion:

to referthe disputed issue raisedbythe PetitionandherAnsweras tou&ethershe
is proteoted under the Emergency Tenants Protection Act and other rent
regulations to the Office of Rent Administration ofthe New Yor* State DMsion
of Housing and Cornmunity Renewal for determination anq pending same, to

- holdthe proceeding in abeyance?

fidge Harubtry's decision & order asserted tlwt 'whether or not the...cooperative
apartment is subject to the ETPA irwolves interpretation of statae/regulation and
resolution of this issue is notwithin tlrc particular expertise of the DHCR", citing
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Davis v. Waterside Housing Co., Inc., 182 Misc.2d 851 - disregarding that strch
case had been reversed by tlte AppeAate Divisioa First Department in 2000 on
precisely the point of that agengl's "expertise" - andfurther disregarding that the
coverage question is not limited to "interpretation of statute/regulation", but
involves factwl issues strch as wlrctlrcr tlrc necessary pperwork had arcr beenfited
with DHCR remwing the apartment from coverage. HavW so ruled, he did not
tlrcn adjudicate the disputed and potentially dispositive issue.

3. Is the October 11,2007 decision & order consolidating "any prior pending
action" with this proceeding contrary to law and reversiblg ar amatter of law?

Judge Hansbury's coraolidation was witlna adjudicating, or even identifying
appellant's FirstAfirmattve Deferue (A.pnPriorProceedings");was suasponte;
witlnut srycify@ the 'prior pend@ oction[sJ " being consolidated; withotn
gwtng notice to the parties tlrcrein; ond without changing the caption to reflect
consolidation

4. Does the October 11,2007 decision & order so falsi& the state of the record
and so violate the most fundamental legal and adjudicative standards as to manifest Judge
Hansbury's actual bias, if not interest - requiring him to have disqualified himself su
sponte?

Judge Harcbuyfailed to disqulfy himselfsw sponte mdmade no discloswe
offacts bearing tqon hisfairness and imrytiality, altlwugh discloswe was
requested by appllant's papers.
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INTRODUCTION

This is an appeal from a January 29,2008decision & order of White Plains City Court

Judge Brian Hansbury recusing himself, without explanation or disclosure, after denying

appellant's legally-suffrcient November 9, 2A07 motion for his disqualification for

demonstated actual bias and interest-amotionalsorequestingthathe disclose facts bearing

upon his impartiality, if disqualification wene denied.

As hereinafter shown, appellant's motion entitled her to Judge Hansbury's

disqualification, as q rnatter of lan,,as likewise to vacafi,r ofhis October ll,2fI)Tdecision &

order by reason thereof or upon the granting ofreargument and renewal. Vacatur of both his

January 29,2008 and October 11,2007 decisions & orders are mandated by this appeal.

Also mandated is the granting of the relief the October ll,20A7 decision & order

wrongfully denied - and to ufuich appetlant is entifled as o matter of tow:dismissal of the

Petition and summary ju-dgme,nt on her forn Counterclaims, with costs and maximum

sanctions against respondent and his counsel and their referral to disciplinary and criminal

authorities. Such is direcfly sought by appellant's accompanyrng appeal ofthe October 11,

2OO7 decision & order, #2008-I433-WC, incorporated herein by reference.

Finally, based on the clear and unambiguous record underlying the January 29,2008

decision & order establishing it and the October ll,2}07 decision & order to be 'Judicial

frauds", this Court's duty is to refer ludge Hansbury to disciplinary and criminal authorities

- consistent with its mandatory *Disciplinary Responsibilities" under $100.3D(l) of the



ChiefAdministrator's Rules Governing Judicial Conduct and the public declaration ofNew

York's highest state judge: "The court system has zero tolerance for jurists who act

unethically or unlawfu lly" I

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The procedural history of this case, spanning from its commencement by Verified

Petition dated Jurrc22,2207 to Judge Hansbury's October 1I,2007 decision & order - the

subject of appellant's appeal under #2008-1433-WC - is set forth by her brief therein.

The continued procedural history to Judge Hansbury's January 29,2008 decision &

order-the subject ofthis appeal under #2008-1428-WC - follows.

The Qlerk's Notice of Trial & Sassower's November 9.2fi)7 Order to Show Cause

Eight days after Judge Hansbury's October ll,2007 decision & order, the White

Plains City Court Clert's Office sent a form-notice dated October lg,2X07to respondent

John McFadden [hereinafter "McFadden'] and appellant Elena Sassower [hereinafter

"sassower'l that the case was scheduled for trial on November 20,2007 ?

On November 8,2A07, Sassower filed an order to show carxie to stay the November

20,2007 trial pending determination ofherwithin motion:

'(a) to disquafiry Part-Time White Plains City Court Judge Brian
Hansbury for demonstrated actual bias and interest pursuant to $ 100.3E ofthe
Chief Administator's Rules Governing Judicial Conduct and Judiciary Law

I ucon t cotttoversies oen't the wlnle picttren by Chief ludge Judi& Kaye, published by Gannett
newspapers, Ivlarch 22, 2W} underlining added.

t The trial notice is Exhibit GG to Sassower's November g,zDSorder to show cause to stay the tial



OUESTIONS PRESENTED F'OR REVIEW
APPEAL 2: #2008-01428 WC

1. Was appellant's November 9,2007 orderto show cause sufficien! as amatter
of la,nt, for the granting of its requested relief:

(a) to disqualifr White Plains City Court Judge Brian Hansbury for
demonstrated actual bias and interest based on his October ll,2}07 decision
& order and to vacate same by reason thereof, an4 if denied- for disclosure by
him or any other judge determining the motion of facts bearing upon their
impartiality;

(b) to vacate Jirdge Hansbury's October ll,2A07 decision & order,
upon the granting of reargument and renewal;

(c) to tansfer the proceeding to another court to ensure the appearance
and actuality of impartial justice?

Judge Harcbwy's January 29, 2008 decision & order denied appellant's
requestfor his disqualification, asserting ttut lrcr motion ofered ;no basis
infact or lawfor thisl disqualifrcation"; adhered, tryon the granting of
rewgumert/retlewal, to his Ocnber I I, 2007 decisio4&order, assertingtlwt
'lrcr moving papers were "stpqtorted by nothing more thon conclusory and
tttutrbstantiated assertions, faAW short of tlrc standsds for a motion to

neut"; and denied "the balance of fher] motion...in its entirety",
w illnfi re as ons and w itlnut identifying its reque s te d re lief of vacattr of his
october I 1, 2007 decision & order, disclosue by hin offacts bewing on his
impartiality, and trawfer of tlrc proceeding.

2. Did the legal sufficiency of appellant's November g,2W7 orderto show cause
forJudgeHansbtry's disqualification fordemonstrated actualbias and intenestdivesthim of
jurisdictionto make any substantive determinations other rhanto disqualifyhimself-and did
Judge Hansbury's recusal, without explanation or disclosure, by his January 29,2008
decision & order firther divest him ofjurisdiction to render the substantive determinations he
made therein?

hrdge Hansbtry's January 29, 2008 decision & order denied the stffrciency of
appellant's Nwember 9, 2007 motionfor his disqwtiftcatioa stating that it

lv



offered "no basis in fact or law" - and annowrced his recwal, without
explanation or disclostne, afier making substantive determirutions.

3. Do appellant's November 9,2007 order to show cause and Judge Hansbury's
adjudication thereof by his January 29 ,zWB decision & order require this Court to discharge

its mandatory "Disciplinary Responsibilities" under $ 100.3D(2) ofthe ChiefAdministrator's
Rules GoverningJudicial ConductbyreferringJudgeHansburyto disciplinary and criminal
authorities?

They swely do.

v
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INTRODUCTION

This brief combines two appeals of appellant Elena Sassower [hereinafter

"sassower"]l:

#2008'I427-WC: Sassower's appeal of a July 3, 2008 decision & order of
White Plains City Court Judge Jo Ann Friia" granting a 16-112 year old
summary judgment motion of John McFadden ftereinafter *McFadden"]

(Exhibit C-1), and the luly 21,2008 judgment of eviction and warrant of
removal purportedly based thereon (Exhibits C-2, C-3); and

#2009-148-wc: sassower's appeal of Judge Friia's october 14,20ag
decision & order, denying Sassower's September 18, 2008 motion to e,nsgre
that this Court has the documents and information necessary for ie appeltate
review, including proper Clerk's Retums on Appeats, ffid to that extent
granting, on jurisdictional grounds, the cross-motion of the New York State
Attorney General (Exhibit D).

Both appeals arise from the same 1989 White Plains City Court e,ase,Joln McFadden

v. Doris L. Sassower and Elena Sassower,#SP-65 l/89 - to which" on or about May 30, 2008

- and at the instance of Judge Friia - the White Plains City Court Clerk assigned an

additionat number, #SP-2008- t+l+,without notice or e4planation.

At that same time - May 30, 2008 - another cas e, John McFadden v. Elena Sassottt*,

#SP-1502/07,was before Judge Friia in a posture requiring any fair and impartial judge to

have dismissed McFadden's Petition therein, as a matter of !au,, and to have granted
CooaUe/or.r:s

summaryjudgment to Sassower on her four @ thereln, as a mofter of tne.

I This single briefhas been auftorized by a Febnrary 5 ,2OOg leter ofthis Court's Clerk @xhibit A-3),
responding to a January 5,2W9letter request by Sassower (Exhibit A-l). Boft appeals herein are timely
(Erftibit A.-2, A4, A-5). For the convenience ofthe CouG the relevant conespondence and other documenb
gennane to these appeals are fumished in an accompanying Compendium of Exfiibits.



Judge Friia" however, was not afar and impartialjudge. Rather, she was ajudge intent on

using her judicial office for ulterior retaliatory pu{poses. To that end, she wilfully and

maliciously disregarded her duty to disqualifr henelf based-upon the appearance and

actuality of her bias and interest and to disclose facts pertinent thereto. As hereinafter

demonstrate4 Judge Friia's appeald-from decisions & orders andjudgment and warrant are

flagrantjudicial frauds - being indefensible in fact and law and knowingly so. Such requires

that this Court refer Judge Friia to disciplinary and criminal authorities pursuant to

$100.3D(l) of the Chief Administrator's Rules Governing Judioial Conduct so that her

comption and those complicit and benefiting therefrrom may be investigated and prosecuted.

Sassower has already perfected two separate appeals in #SP-1502107, which she

incorporates herein by reference as they are essential background. They are appeal #2008-

1433-WC from a fuob€r ll,2007 decision & order ofWhit€ Plains City Court Judge Brian

Hansbury and appeal #2008-1428-WC from Judge Hansbury's January zg,z}O}decision &

ordeq each depriving Sassower ofthe dismissal and summaryjudgmentto which she is there

entitled, as a matter of low.

Prior to perfec'ting the instant two appeals, Sassower sought to dispose of them by

motions before this C.out stating:

*11. No appellate cotrt can uphold a decision awarding sirmmary
judgment to a petition alleging that respondents 'ente,red inpossession [ofthe' subject premises] under a month to month rental agr€€ment' for which there is
not only NO evidentiary proof, but u&ich is rebufied by evidentiaryproof. Nor
can an appetlate court uphold a warrant ofreinoval that'completely falsifies'
the allegations of the petition for which summary judgment was given and



'materially alten' its caption. Nor can it allow a judgment of eviction that
'materially diverges' from the decision it purports to implemen! including by
omission ofrespondents' Answer. All these are readily-verifiable from what is
now before this Court, meking the requested vacatur/dismissal relief of my
motion not only immediately appropriate, but matters of elementary law. No
appeal is necessary to resolve these straight-fonvard documentarily-
established issues. They can be resolved e4peditiousfiy], now." (Sassower's
August 13' 2008 affidavit, underlining and capitalizationin the original).

The record ofthee motions - Sassower's August 13, 2008 vacatur/dismissal motion

and her October 15, 2008 order to show cause for reargumenVrenewal & other relief- are

also incorporated herein by reference, as they were, and are, dispositive.2 Indeed" they

furnished this Court with the dispositive documents from the record before Judge Friia:

(l) Sassower's July 18, 2008 order to show cause for Judge Friia's
disqualification and vacatur of her Juty 3,2008 decision & order (Exhibit N) 3

containing a Sl-page analysis of the decision & order; and

(2) Sassower's October I 0, 2008 opposition/reply affidavit (Exhibit O)
containing a l2-oaee analysis ofthe cross-motion ofthe Atomey Gfleral that

2 This Court's October I U, 2008 docisfrn & ord€r d€nied Sassower's August I 3 , 2008 vacatru/dismissal
motion without leasons and wiftout r€citing any of the frcts, law, or legal argument there presented. The
Court's November 26, 2008 decision & order denying Sassower's October 15, 2008 order to show cause for
rcargument/renewal was also without reciting any of tbe frcts, law, or legal argunent pertaining thereto.
Indee4 its'hote" that *a motion to vacate an order must be addressed to &e court &at issued the ordefl was
altogether inapplicable as Judge Friia had denied Sassower's July 18, 200E order to show cause for vacatur of
her fuly 3, 2008 decision & order, wiftout signing it, witing on ie fir* page .All issues raised have been
previously ddrcssed bythe Court/ Ap'pea(s) may be taken to Appellate Court - no frirther action by City
Court of White Plains to be taken.'(ExhibitN).

3 Sassower furnished &is original document to the C-ourt on August 13, 2008 in support ofher August
13, 2008 vacatur/dismissal motion and in firther zupport ofher fuly 30, 200E order to snow ca,rse for rstay
pending appeal. The copy of the July 18, 2008 order to show cause herein annexed (Fr&ibitN) aoes not

l"!}!.: its voluminous mbsantiating exhibib. These prinarily consist of Sassower's June 27, 200-3 and July
8, 2008 orders to show cause in #SP-1502/07 (wim their substantiating exhibib), each ofrryhich Judge Friia
denie4 withoutsigning and Sassower'sJu15r9,2008 lettertoJudgeFri4tonrhicf,shedidnotrespond These
exhibits are summarized atpges 27 -30, 404T , infra, withtheJuly I 8, 2008 order to show cause summarized
at pages 47-50, infra.



Judge Friia's october 14,2008 decision & order thereafter granted to the
extent of denying on jurisdictional grounds, Sassower's September I g, 200g
motion to compel the White Plains City Court Clerk to provide this Court with
the documents and infolmation necessary for her appeals.a

Court Clerk Claiming il to be the "Orisinat #" for #SP-1502/07

The 1989 e'are, John McFadden v. Dorts L. Sassower and Elena Sassower, #SP-

651189, was donnant for approximately 15 years and likely dismissed by White Plains City

Court for want ofprosecutioo. plsp rhis hibe,rnation, ifnot dismissal, the case popped onto

the June 30, 2008 calendar for an *ALLDAY TRIAL" by a t5peruitren form notice from the

White Plains City Court Cle'dg dated May 30, 20085. Such tlpewritten notice, not signed by

the Clerlq was also not generatd from the 1989 case, but from the separate 2007 case, John

McFadfunv. Elena&ssower,#SP-I50207.Aboveietj"e\ilrifiendocketnumber"SP-2007-

1502" was handwriuen *SP65l/89 (original #)". This handwritt€n addition was false.

#SP-651/89 is notthe "original #" for SP-150207. This is immediarety evident from

their Petitions @xhibits E, F). Not only do they bear different captions: the 1989 case

involving an additional party,Doris L. Sassower, ufio is not aprJy to #SP- I 50207, but their

Petitions are incompatible.

a Sassower ftrnishod I copy of her October 10, 2008 affidavit to &e Court on November 3, 21p8 to
support her October 15, 2008 order to show cause for reargument/r€newal & other relief, [.See 

.124 of
Sassower's November 3, 2008 reply affdavit trereinl.

t The lday 30, 20OB ftial notice ttrat Sassower receive<t is E)ftibit MM to her July lt, 200E order to
show cause (Exhibit N). Discussion of the trial notice appears at TT15-20 thereof.



OUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW
APPEAL 3: #200&1427 WC
APPEAL 4: #2009-148 \ilC

1. Was #SP-651/89 closed for lack ofprosecution during the approximately 15

years ofits dormancy, divesting WhitePlains CityCourtJudgeJoAnnFriiaofjurisdictionto
render her July 3,2008 decision & order?

&dge Friia'sJttly 3, 2008 decision& order didnot identifu or determine the
question ofwlrcther #SP-65 I/89 was opeu gave a pretextfor her decision tlnt
was rnaterially folse, and concealed tlwt sometime in 2008 (and at her
direction) the White Plaiw City Cowt Clerk assigned lhSP45I/89 an
additional dockBt ntmtber, #gP-2008-1474, without notice or explanation -
presunably because hSP-651/89 was closed.

This Cowtcannot conchsively determilrc this questionfromtlw Clerk's
Rettrns on Appeakfor #SP-651/89 or lhSP-2008-1474. Nor can it do sofrom
the Clerk's Retwn on Appealfor #SP-1502/07, withwhich #SP-651/89 was
allegedly consolidated and for which #'SP-651/89 was purported to be the
"original #". Available eviderce suptrnrts tlrc infererrce tlwt ltSP-651/89 was
closed.

2. Does Whit€ Plains City Court havejurisdiction and supervisory responsibilities
over its own Clerk and was appellant's Sqrtember 18, 2008 motion sufficieirt, as a matter of
Iaw,to have required any fair and impartial tribunal to have granted:

(a) its first branch: to compel the White Plains City Court Cterk to
provide this Court with proper Clerk's Returns on Appeals, as well as court
records and other information necessary to determining the status of #SP-
651189 and related City Cottrt proceedings;

(b) its second branch: to refer the White Plains City Court Clerk to
disciplinary and criminal authorities, irrter alia, for tanpering with court
records and false statements to Judge Friia as to the status of#SP-651/89 and
related cases and/or her compliclty in Judge Friia's misrepresentations as to
their status;

(c) its third branch: for such other and firther relief as may be just and
prop€r - including sanctions and costs against the New York State Attorney



General and petitioner-respondent's counsel and their referral to disciplinary

and criminal authorities?

Judge Friia's October 14, 2008 decisian & order did rnt i,tentify or adiudicate

tlu motion's threshold assertion thot shewas disEnlifiedfor actwl bias and
"direct self-interest", did rnt address any ofthefocts, law, or legal argument

oppettant presented as to the City Court's iurisdiction and supervisory

responsibilities over its ownClerh and,without idettifyingor adjudicatingthe

motion's second and third branches, denied the motionfor lack of "subiect

matter jwisdiction".

3. Was appellant's July 18, 2008 order to show cause sufficient as a matter of
taw: (t) for the granting of its requested relief;

(r) to stay enforcement of the July 3, 2008 decision & order
pending determination of appcllant's underlying motion or,

alte,matively, pending apPeal;

(ii) to disqualiff Judge Friia for de,monshated actual bias and

inte,rest base4 inter alia, on her July 3, 2008 decision & order, to
vapatn same by reason ttrereo{, for transfer, an4 if denied- for
discloswe;

(iii) for reargume,nt and renewal of the July 3, 2008 decision &
order and" upon the granting of same, vacating it

(rv) to vacate the July 3, 2008 decision & order pursuant to
CPLR g5015(aX3) for *frau{ misrgpresentation, or othermisconduct
of an adverse partyf',with imposition ofmaximum costs and sanctions

ainst petitioner-respondent and his counsel;

(v) to vacate the July 3, 2008 decision & order pursuant to
CPLR 95015(aXa) for *lack ofjurisdiction to render the judgment or
order";

(b) for the granting of its requested "such other and further relief as may be just and proper"

-an{ specifically,

(i) summary judgment to appellant pursuant to CPLR $3212(r-),

vii



dismissing the Petition in #SP-651189;

(ii) summary judgment to appellant in #SP- I 50 2l OT dismissing
the Petition thereh" with summaq,' judgment to appellant on her four
Counterclaims?

fitdge Friia made no determinstion os to tlrc sffiiency of appeAant's July 18,

2008 order to slnw causefor arry ofi* requested relief, Instead, she denied it,

without signtng it, writing on its first page "All issues raised harc been

previously addressed by the Cowt. Appeal(s) may be taken to Appellate Court

-nofurther action by Ctty Court ofWhite Plaira to be taken".
In fact, appellant lwd never praiously moved for reargwnent and

renev,al of the July 3, 2A08 decision & order ond lwd never moved for its
vocattr pursuant to CPLR $5015(a)(3) and (Q. As fo, tlut branch of
appellant's ttrotion as sought Judge Friia's disqualfrcatio4 trawfer, and
disclosure, Judge Friia lwd never "previously addressed" these issues.

Based on appellant's July 18, 2008 order to show cantse, anyfair and
impartial trihrtal would hove granted her sutnmory judgment pursuant to
CPLR S32I2A), dismissing tlrc Petitian in ttSP-651/89 as rebutted by
docannentary evidence. Srch tribunal wottld have also dkmissed the Petition
in ltSP-1502/07 and granted appellant sunnaryl judgment on her four
Comterclaims therein.

4. Is vaoatur of Judge Friia's luly 21,2008 judgment of eviction & warrant of
re,moval required" as o matter of low - and does Judge Friia's signing thern, simultaneous

with her not siening appellant's July 18, 2008 order to show cause, further manifest her

pervasive actual bias for which appellant was entitled to her disqualification?

Judge Friia's July 21, 2008 judgfient of eviction and warrant of removal,
ttttchanged from the propos ed j udgment and w arr ant submitted by petitioner-
respondent's counsel, do rnt comport with thc forn and content of srch
docunents and materially diverge fro* her JuIy 3, 2008 decision & order.
Her signing tlrcm furtlrcr manifests lrcr perttasive actual bias, entitling
appellant to her disqulification- and especially as oppellant's July 18, 2008
order to show ca use, which sIrc simultaneously did tnt sign, provided lrcr with' a SL-page analysis establishing her hly 3, 2008 decision & order to be "a
judicialfraud' - indefensible infact and low and bwwingly so.

vlu



5. Do the course of these proceedings require this Court to discharge its

mandatory "DisciplinaryResponsibilities" under $100.3D ofthe ChiefAdministrator's Rules

Governing Judicial Conduct by referring Judgo Friia and the White Plains City Court Cle*to
disciplinary and criminal authorities, as likewise petitioner-respondent's counsel and the New

Yor{< State Attorney General?

They swely do.

D(


