
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST DEPARTMENT
-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

ELIZABETH COMBIER, INDE)( No: 115354/99

Plaintiff-Appellant,
REPLY AFFIRMATION TO
PRECLUDE DEFENDANTS'
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF­
APPELLANT'S MOTION TO
VACATE ORDER TO CONSIDER
NEW EVIDENCE

-against-

FRED ANDERSON, CHARLES AMSTEIN,
J. RICHARD FREY, THE SESSION, THE
TRUSTEES, THE DEACONS OF MADISON
AVENUE PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH individually
and collectively in office on or about March 31, 1998

Defendants-Respondents

-----------------------------------------------------------------)(

I, Elizabeth Combier, the Plaintiff--Appellant Pro Se before the Courts of the State of

New York, affirms the following under the penalties ofpeljury:

[1] On March 10, 2005 this court erroneously and in a biased manner denied plaintiff-

appellant's opposition to defendant's motion to dismiss the Notice of Appeal filed in

February, 2004 objecting to Judge Marilyn Schafer's December 23,2003 order denying

intentional infliction of emotional harm and defamation as causes of action and deeming

Kenneth Wasserman's conversations with defendant-appellees his work product.

[2] Plaintiff in that case and plaintiff-appellant in this matter found no justification for

Judge Shafer's order deeming Mr. Kenneth Wasserman's conversations with Defendants

as his work product in a case (Index number 115354/99) because he was never a party to

this case according to all documentation known to plaintiff-appellant for seven years,
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March 17, 1998 to March 15,2005, until the secret memo in the current matter before

this Court was seen in the First Department Court file. (Motion to Vacate). Plaintiff was

told not to perfect that Appeal due to the forcing upon her of two trials in March and

May, 2004, with open discovery issues ignored by Judge Shafer and quashed by Judge

Wilkins in the effort of both Judges to get the case with the Church closed as quickly as

possible with no damages given to plaintiff in order to please the insurance company. The

memo, written by Mr. Wasserman, who gave himself the title APPOINTMENT­

RESPONDENT-PRO SE, was not only fraudulent because he, Mr. Wasserman, was

never a party in the case to the knowledge of plaintiff-appellant, but also because his

discussion of the case in the memo was erroneous, namely that the matter before this

Court was a Church/religious matter, and could not be decided by a Civil Court at all.

[3] Plaintiff-Appellant understood immediately upon seeing, on March 15,2004, the

new, incorrect and fraudulent entry by Mr. Wasserman in the file of the case before this

Court, that the Law Firm of Michael E. Pressman, hired by the Guide One Insurance

Company and a subsidiary of AON Corporation currently being investigated by the

Attorney General's office, had indeed prejudiced the case while still before Judge Shafer

by secretly informing Judge Shafer without informing plaintiff that Mr. Wasserman was

a Respondent in the matter with the Church, with the result being the December 23,2003

fraudulent decision to deem conversations between Mr. Wasserman, supposedly the

Attorney for Julia Danger in Surrogate Court, his work product and not for plaintiff to

know anything about.

[4] Judge Shafer could not make a decision that a third party could keep information

from a plaintiff, which is exactly what has happened in this case. Upon information and
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