
GEORGE SASSOWER
T5 LAKE STREET

WHITE PLAINS. N.Y. T0603

914-949-2169

March 13, 1989

Departmental Disciplinary Committee
4l- Madison Avenue,
Nev York, Nev York 10010

Re: Ira Postel, Esq.
725 Fifth Avenue,
New York, Nev York

Dear Sirs;

b.
Postel filed
reveals.

Instead of being a debtor of those on nhose behalf
claims t I vaa a creditorr 3s his oun testimony

c. After a short testimonial examination of Postel,
as hereinafter set forth, the claims uere vithdratrn by him.
Nevertheless the damage had been done.

3a. Included in the claims filed by Postel vas a
purported judgment or judgments against me in the sum of $25r000.

b. This judgment and/or Sudgments do not exist and,
as ui11 be demonstrated, PosteLfs testimony perjurious.
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la. This complaint sets forth only a fev of the
numerous instances of unethical misconduct of Ira Postel, Esq.
I ttPostef t'], clearly narranting disbarment, as a matter of lars-

b. The charges complained of in this complaint are
(1) filing false claims in a bankruptcy court, vhich is a felony;
{2) giving perjurious testiurony vith respect to same, vhieh is
also a f elony; ( 3 ) dealing vith my client, vithout my consentl
(4) extorting general releases from my client for an unlauful
conside=ation; (5) negotiating for the payment and the payment of
extortion monies to avoid incarceration; and (5) agreeing to the
filing of a false document by Referee Donald Diamond, also the
result of extortion.

2a. The claims filed by Postel against my estate in
bankruptcy vere manifestly fa1se, for vhich the fine can be
$5r000 or f ive (5) years of imprisonment t ox both (18 U.S-.C.
s152 ) .



Departmental Disciplinary Conmittee March 13r 1989

c. On September 15, 1987, Postel testified before
Hon. Houard Schwartzberg rvith respect to his filed claims, and
the relevant testimony vas as follows:

*0. Yourve been here a number of times
and have you heard me refer a number of times to
phantom judgments, phantom orders and phantom claims?
Have you heard that before?

A. You use that vord in Your dailY
lexicon of vocabulary.

O. At anY tine did You Present to
the court or to me any substantiation in nriting that
there exists the $25,000 arrard, c1aim, judgment against
me?

A. I bel ieve you were served t*ith
copies of every order issued by Referee Diamond.

O. Could you give me a coPY of an
order issued by anybody against me in favor of A.R.
Fuels?

4,. I don't have then rrith ln€r Mr.
Sassover. I did not cclme here today anticipating that
this uas an evidentiary hearing.

O. Did you not think it Lras ProPer
on this claim in vien of the fact that there vas a
contemporaneous motion for summary Judgnent to come
forth vith evidence to shotr His Honor something
actually exists? Yes or no?

A.
I had to

0.
that you
t omor r ov
me by A.

A.
date of

a.
A.
o.

shouts $25r 000
document filed
no?

A.
order o

0.
A.

Clerk rs

bring those'riaflni"ansver 
is oor r didnrt feel

Are you saying, Mr. Postel,
are prepared to shon His Honor today or

something you sent ne shoving a clain against
R. FueIs for $25r000?

At the next at the adjourned
this hearing, y€sr I sha1l be.

And you didnrt bring it today?
No, I did not.
Is this document, vould you say--

against me by A.R. Fuels is this
in the County Clerkfs Office? Yes or

I believe it is. I believe the
f Judge Diamond assessing fees

Of twenty-five
(Continuing) --- are filed 1n the

Office.
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A. Do your in
of any order --

THE COURT: Clerk t s Of
Clerkrs Office?

HR. SASSOWER: Right.
THE COURT: Okay.
O. Do you have in Your file a coPY of

the County Clerkrs order nhich assesses against me

$25r000 in favor of A.R. Fuels? Yes or no?
A. I have copies of all of Judge

Diamond t s orders.
0. Filed in the County Clerkrs Office?
A. Every order that I think Judge

Diamond issued has been filed in the County Clerk's
Office.

0. Do you have an order filed in the
County Clerkrs Office for $25r000 against me in favor
of A.R. Fuels?

A.IbelieveIdo.
O. Okay. And you will Produce that?
A. I shall.
O. When uas this order rendered in

favor of A.R. Fuels against me? Date?
A. To the best of mY recollection, it

uas some time in the spring or summer of 1985. I could
be urong, but that's the best of my recollection.
There may have also been one in the fall of r85.
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your file, have a copy

fice; you mean, CountY

o.
itrs the only c1aim.

A.

TIetre talking about 925,000 and

I think it t s cumulative; there I s

nhen Referee
Fuels against

several Judgments that add up to S25r000.
Several --
Several assessments.

vere you there
of A.R.Dlamond assessed S25r 000 1n favor

me? I{here you there?

0.
A.

o.

A.
o.

time?
A
o
A

Gerste
could

0
A

in; could
have been

I believe I vas.
And vho else sas there at that

Referee Diamond.
And vho else?
Cou1d have been Mr. lMichael J. 1

have been ttr . I Dona1d F. . ] Schne ider t
other people from the bank.

Ifas I there?
No, you sere not.
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1,1R. SASSOIIER: Let hirn send alI the proof : Let
him send a1tr the Proof -- all documentation to the Your
Honor and to me. After Your Honor 100ks at the
documentation and you feel that a further herein

THE COURT: Send in whatever proofs of claim--
MR. SASSOWER: Right.
THE COURT; I ' 11 follow that procedure . Let I s

see vhat you have that shovs that the orders Yere
entered. send them in one file; have it delivered and
I r*ilL set it do'rrn meannhile for a hearing a
continuation of this hearing. so at least give me an
opportunity to look over rghat hers submitting.

THE I{ITNESS: Fine, I have no ob jection.
MR. SASSOWERz l-01l-, 2:00 P.M. And vhen vilI you

send this documentation in?
THE WITNESS: I'11 try to get it out by the end

of the veek
MR. SASSOWER: OkaY. ...rr

d. ?he documentation vas never produced insteadr ds
hereinbef ore stated , Fft. Postel nithdrerr the claims.

3a. ?he larr is cfear, absent a Court Order or
Stipulation of Suhstitution, one cannot deal or negotiate vith an
attorney,s client (Moustakas v. Bouloukos, 112 A.D.2d 981, 492
N. Y. s.2d 793 lzd Dept. I ) .

b. In and about July l-985 rrhile I reras representing
Mr. Hyman Raf f e I ttRaf f ertl, Mr. Postel negotiated vithr .!-B!-e!-
a1ia, Kreindler & Relkin, P.C. I rrK&Rrr ] and Fe1tman. Karesh, Ma jor
& Farbrnan, Esqs . I IFK]'1&F" I , vithout my permiss ion or consent.

c. In the Stipulation dated November 4, 1985, vhich
1gas executed byo inter a1ia, Postel, he concedes that even at
that late date, I had not been larcfully d!scharged or replaced.

d. Such Stipulation, in part, reads as follovs:
tr 3, S imultaneously herevith, Raf f e

shal1 discharge Sassover, in vriting, ftom representing
him in pending Puccini-Related Litigations and dellver
to the Receiver a copy of such ternination letter vith
proof of its receipt by Sassouer.
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5. In the event that Sassover (1'l
fajls -vithin fo-urteen davs after the date of this
Stipulation to execute an app-ropriate consent to chanqe
attornevs in all Puccini-Related Litigations in trhich
he is attorney of record for Raffe r ot (2) commences
any nev Puccini-Re1ated Litigation or takes any step to
continue any pending Puccini-Related Litigation,
vhether or not such conduct purports to be on behalf of
Raffe, Raffe sha1l take the folloving steps vithin
fourteen days after each instance of such conduct. tr

I emphas is suppl ied I

4a. Included in the af orementioned Stipulation 'r,as aprovision which provided:
n4. Raffe hereby releases and

discharqes all justices of the Nen York Supreme Court
riho have been named as a defendant or a respondent in
any action Puccini-Related Litigation, Referee DonaId
Dijlmond, Feltman, Karesh, Major & Farbman, Lee Feltman,
Esq., Lndividually and as permanent Receiver for
Puccini, John I. Xaresh, Esg., Martin Major, Esq.,
David Farbman, Esq. , DonaId F . Schne ider, Esg. , Alan
Po11ack, Esq., Edvard lleissman, EsQ., Ave Maria
Brennan, Esg., Richard C. 6i1es, Esg., Natalie T. Levy,
Esq. , Saul K . Gross, Esq. , Eugene Dann, Robert
Sorrentino, Jerome H. Barr and Citibank, N.A. 'individually and as executors of the Will of Hilton
Kauf rnan, Kreindler & Relkin, P.C., Nachamie,
Kirschner, Levine, Spizz & Goldberg, P.C., and all
present or former attorneys at the firms vho \rere named
as a defendant or a respondent in any Puccini-Related
Litigation or sho othervise trorked on any such
litigation, and their heirs, executors,
administrators, . . . . r' Ienphasis supplied]

b. Approving such Stipulation, indeed being part of
the extortion tean, rras Referee Donald Diamond, one of the
public officials released.
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c. The consideration for the above, Lncluding the
general- release exei:uted in favor of Referee Donald Dianond, and
appraved by him, vere the follouing statements and covenants:

tTYIHEREAS, the Receiver for Puccini
Clothes, Ltd. (rPuccini') has duly commenced a
proceeding to punish Hyman Raffe ( rRaffer ) for
contempts of courtl and

of the contempt

issued a Report
that Hynan Ra
separate counts

IIHEREAS, Raffe acknovledges the service
motionl and

WHEREAS, Special Referee Donald Diamond
, dated July 15, 1985 in vhich he found
ffe has committed seventy-one ( 71 )

of contempt of court; and

WHEREAS, the Receiver for Puccini has
made a motion rrhich seeks an Order confirming the
Report and punishing Raffe for his contemptuous
conduct; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the
mutual covenants set forth below and for other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of
rrhich are hereby acknovledged, it is hereby stipulated
and agreed as f ol1or{s :

L4 The Receiver shall vithdrav
vithout prejudice his pending motion to punish Raffe
for seventy-one separate counts of criminal contempt of
court. The Receiver shall not seek to reinstate such
motion orovided that. Raffe- fu1lv complies t*ith all his
obliqations set forth herein. rr I emphas is suppl ied )

5a. I chose to be incarcerated under a mirrored
trialess, manifestly unconstitutional, order of Referee Donald
Diamond, but Raffe, threatened uith incarceration of five (5)
years and eleven (11) months, chose, through Postel, to pay
extortion monies to K&R and FKM&F.

b. Such extortion monies have already reached tuo
million dollars ($2,000r000), and sith the other considerations
given probably exceed five m111ion dollars ($5r000r000).

c. Payment of monies to private individuaLs to avoid
incarceration for crimes committed is the ultinate anathema,
uhich as stated, uas arranged by rfPostal-The Bag Manrr.
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5a. Since K&R engineered the
Puccini rs judicial trust assetsr D€ither
I trFeltmanrr i, the court-appointed receiver,
FKM&F, can account, vithout exposing such
accounting is reguired in every American jur
court appoints a receiver.

March 13, 1989

massive larceny of
Lee Feltman, Esq.
nor his lav firm,

larceny, although an
isdiction, vhere the

acting in concert rsith his co-
that Referee Donald Diamond could

a "finaI accountingrtby Feltman,
not exist it is rrphantom".

is no accounting, final or otherrise,
of Referee Donald Diamond, dated October 26,

contends othervise, 1et him produce same.

b. The public is entitled to knor.r hov the judiciary
and,/or its cronies dispose of judicial trust assets, and in Nerrr
York such accounting nust be rendered rrat least once a year,, (22
NYCRR S202.52 te I ) .

c. Consequent 1y,
conspirators, Postel agreed
enter an Order ttapprovingI
although such accounting does

d. There
annexed to the Order
L9BB, and if Postel

e. Postel, is part and parcel of a scheme, for the
larceny of judicial trust assets, uhich alone rrarrants, if not
mandates, disbarment.

f. If there is any doubt about such larceny, there
folloris a portion of a suorn statement of Feltman of March 5,
l-9 8 6, when he and K&R had a temporary I'f a11ing outrr .

r'ITlhey IKreindler & Relkin, P.C. ] have
substantially delayed the dissolution proceeding by
impeding discovery sought by the Receiver concerning
( i ) the amounts that the Kaufman Estate received from
Puceini after the Dissolution Order vas issued
enjoining such payments, and (ii) the books and records
of Puccini that appear to be missing. For example, the
Kaufman Estate refused to comply with a Subpoena Duces
Tecum for eiqhteen months and remains in default in
providing certain discovery despite Judicial
directives. Moreover, in an effort to block a lausuit
by me as Receiver against the Kaufman Estate to recover
for the insclvent Puccini Estate and the payments
received and retained by the Kaufman Estate in
violation of the Dissolution Order in this proceeding,
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they have adopted the position that ny lav firm has a

conflicQ of inlerest and I should retain another firm
to prosecute such suit, threatening to delay such
reguired lar.rsuit by a disqualification motion Iemphasis
in or iginal I . "

7a. Postel, as well as K&R and FKM&F openly boast that
they, vith Citibank, N.A., control the judiciary, including
Presiding Justice Francis T. Murphy.

b. It has been because of such ttcontrolrf that these
'tcriminal vith 1an degreesrt have thus far acted yith impunity.

c. He and his co-conspirators must be given
t?expeditioust' punishment, af ter being af f orded trdue processrt.

8. To expedite a
is being sent directly to lra

response, a copy of this complaint

cc: Ira Postel, Esq.

March 13, 1989

Poste


