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RE: ECF Notification for Matter: Kassenoff RE: 58217/2019 - Kassenoff
v. Kassenoff

From: Gus Dimopoulos (gd@dimolaw.com)
To: ckassenoff@yahoo.com; iozer@nycourts.gov
Cc:  carolmost@cwmost.com

Date: Thursday, May 12, 2022, 05:48 PM EDT

Ms. Ozer:

I’m sorry for having to respond to yet another of Ms. Kassenoff’s
emails/letters to the Court, but | cannot allow her to continue hurling
scandalous and false allegations to the Judge presiding over this case
without responding. Briefly, Mr. Kassenoff did not arrest Ms. Kassenoff
(falsely or otherwise); the Larchmont Police Department did, and unless | am
mistaken, they conducted their own investigation before doing so. As part of
the post-arrest investigation, Mr. Kassenoff received a call from the
Larchmont Police who informed him that the ADA handling the case wanted
the children to be interviewed by a psychologist. He did as he was told and
brought the children to the Westchester Medical Center where the meeting
was scheduled to occur. The children were then taken into a room, one by
one, and interviewed by the psychologist, and, he was told, the ADA and
other investigators listened in. (Charlotte was not even interviewed as Ms.
Kassenoff never confronted her in Larchmont, as she did the other two
children.) Mr. Kassenoff was not in the room, never told Ally or Jojo what to
say, and debriefed with them only to the extent that he asked them if
everything was ok, and made sure they were fine after the meeting. The
children’s involvement in this interview was occasioned by the mother’s
decision to violate the OP -- and not anything Mr. Kassenoff did. This line of
reasoning is consistent with Ms. Kassenoff’s behavior throughout this
litigation, i.e., she takes zero responsibility for her actions and blames the
world around her for her predicament.

Additionally, the children have not been alienated by Mr. Kassenoff, and | find
it incredibly ironic that when Ms. Kassenoff herself was found to have
alienated the children (based upon real evidence submitted at a hearing,
under oath and before a Judge), Ms. Kassenoff referred to the findings of
alienation as “junk science.” (emphasis mine). The real reason that the
children have recently behaved the way that they do towards Ms. Kassenoff
is because of her own actions — from her mistreatment of Ally to her constant
Facebook posting to her badmouthing their father throughout the marriage
and divorce to her decision not to see the children since May 2021. In fact,
the below post on Ms. Kassenoff’s Facebook account was from just a few
days ago (mere days after the children told Ms. Kassenoff that her public
posting upset and embarrassed them). And, while the Appellate Division has
stayed the enforcement of the order precluding her from doing so, good
sense, decency and a willingness to improve her relationship with the
children should guide her to stop.

In short, the children are hurt, sad, and traumatized. In order for the
reunification process to work well, | would imagine that it would be beneficial
for Ms. Kassenoff to dial back the rhetoric, and take all precautions to
insulate the children from this divorce. With her once again posting videos of
the children on Facebook (yes, the children are profiled in the videos), history
is going to repeat itself. She can say whatever she wants about Mr.
Kassenoff, but really should leave the children out of the Facebook posting.
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Al,

Please see this video of the father. It was taken as | was
trying to go to my doctor's appointment after being
diagnosed with breast cancer. He says: "I AM NOT
DEALING WITH THESE KIDS ANYMORE" and then
refused to take them to school so that | could get
medical care. He abandoned me when | was too ill to
care for the kids alone. This is who the court gave
(temporary) custody to. More videos to follow.

Gus Dimopoulos
Managing Partner, Dimopoulos Bruggemann P.C.

Address 73 Main Street, Tuckahoe, NY 10707
Phone 914-472-4242 Email gd@dimolaw.com
Website www.dimolaw.com

IMPORTANT: The contents of this email and any attachments are confidential. They are intended for the named
recipient(s) only. If you have received this email by mistake, please notify the sender immediately and do not disclose the
contents to anyone or make copies thereof.

From: catherine kassenoff <ckassenoff@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 12, 2022 11:32 AM

To: Ivy Ozer <iozer@nycourts.gov>; Gus Dimopoulos <gd@dimolaw.com>

Cc: Carol <carolmost@cwmost.com>

Subject: Re: ECF Notification for Matter: Kassenoff RE: 58217/2019 - Kassenoff v.
Kassenoff

Ms. Ozer:

We have a Father who had me falsely arrested, went to the Larchmont police about 8 times
to demand an arrest/investigation and then brought the Children - voluntarily and in order to
falsely prosecute me - to meet an ADA. The psychological damage he has now inflicted on
the Children is unthinkable. | am meeting with them next week and | have no idea what he
told them or had them say to the ADA. How am | to understand what | am dealing with if
the Father does not tell us? Did he tell the kids | am a "bad" person? Is that why Charlotte
is talking about "restraining orders" and not engaging as much as the others? Did he tell
the Children they are supposed to say they are "afraid" of me? Did he coach them, as he
has been doing throughout this case? Did he tell the girls that | am going to jail?

How do | handle these issues?

The fact that he took the girls to see an ADA is absolutely horrific. Then, we saw his horrific
and false email to the court from April 26, 2022. He will continue to alienate the kids in
order to sabotage therapy and my relationship with them. It is important that he be required
to explain what he did, rather than have me guess and react. How could a father who
purportedly cares about his own children not want to see this damage reversed?

Respectfully,

Catherine Kassenoff

On Wednesday, May 11, 2022, 09:39:54 PM EDT, Gus Dimopoulos <gd@dimolaw.com>
wrote:

Ms. Ozer:

We are through litigating by letter in this case. Suffice it to say that my
client refutes each and every false allegation in this letter and will defer a
response until trial. To be perfectly clear on one point, which I’m sure this
Court understands since it hears hundreds of criminal cases per year — my
client did not request a meeting with the District Attorney’s office relating
to Ms. Kassenoff’s arrest (and he especially did not request that he bring
the children there) — the ADA requested that he bring the children to meet
with her, and he did. The Court can, of course, speak with the ADA
handling the case to confirm this fact.

Gus Dimopoulos
Managing Partner, Dimopoulos Bruggemann P.C.

Address 73 Main Street, Tuckahoe, NY 10707
Phone 914-472-4242

Email gd@dimolaw.com

Website www.dimolaw.com

IMPORTANT: The contents of this email and any attachments are confidential. They are intended for the named
recipient(s) only. If you have received this email by mistake, please notify the sender immediately and do not disclose
the contents to anyone or make copies thereof.

From: ECFX <no_reply@goecfx.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2022 6:22 PM

To: Gus Dimopoulos <gd@dimolaw.com>

Subject: ECF Notification for Matter: Kassenoff RE: 58217/2019 - Kassenoff v. Kassenoff

ECFX Copy of Service

This is a courtesy copy from ECFX for the filing listed. Submitted
documents are attached .
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- One or more of the documents attached to this e-mail, while not
confidential, might nevertheless contain sensitive material not appropriate
for public view or otherwise prohibited from dissemination under the
Domestic Relations Law, 22 NYCRR 202, or other local rule. Information of
this type includes, but is not limited to: social security, taxpayer
identification or financial account numbers; full dates of birth; exact street
addresses; e-mail addresses; telephone numbers; names of minor children;
names of children's schools; names of employers; or other information that
would identify a person whose identity should not be revealed (e.g., a
victim of a sex crime or domestic violence). Accordingly, you are not
authorized to forward this email or the attached documents to any third
party without the express written consent of the sender of this email.



