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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
October Term, 1992

N, 22+
___________________________________ -
iN 18
GEORGE SASSOWER,
Petitioner.
_______________________________________ %
I e X
PETITION FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS
TO THE U.S. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
SIXTH CILRCULT
e X
e e s g
STAY [AFFIRMATIVE] APPLICATION
(Rule 20)
I e e X
This affirmation is made, under penalty ot

perjury, in support of an affirmative stay application, mandating
the U.8.CIRCULT COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE EBIXTH CIRECULT,
hereinafter "respondent", to perform the actions, essentially
ministerial, requested in affirmant's petition, in order Lo
vindicate the jurisdiction of this Courct.

la. Affirmant asserts that notices of appeal filed 1n

the U.8. District Courts on March 19, 1992 are "in" the cilircult

court within the meaning of 28 U.8.C. §1254, even it same have

not been physically docketed in the respondent's court,
particularly in view of respondent's Rule 18 and Rule IOP 1§ SN

9 Respondent, affirmant contends, cannot defeat the

1nrisdictlion of thie Court by itse wilful, 1in Dbad zaith,

ministerial inaction.



o Nevertheless, to prevent the Jurisdictional
dismissal of affirmant's forthcoming petitions for writs of
certiorari, intended to be filed within the next few days, and
without prejudice to affirmant's contention, affirmant requests
that respondent immediately docket affirmant's cases.

2 With respect to affirmant's intended Rule 23
"stay" applications %o this Court, to be submitted as part of
his 1ntended petitions for writs of c¢certiorari, affirmant
desires that respondent docket affirmant's "stay" applications 1n
that Court and expeditiously issue orders with respect to same 1in
order to facilitate the adjudication of such "stays" 1n thils
Court, in the event they are denied by the respondent.

s All other relief requested herein, as more fully
set forth in affirmant's petition, is similarly of a ministerial
nature and necessary in aid of this Court's appellate
Jurisdiction.

43 . By reason of the ongoing prejudice to affirmant,
and third parties, including the federal government, atffirmant
has inundated the respondent with motions, applications, and
other communications, including Notices of Claims under the
FEDERAL TORT CLAIMS ACT ["FTCA"], demanding that his notices ot
appeal, tatay" applications, and 28 T8l S1254121
certifications motions be docketed and determined since he

intended to request writs of certiorari before judgment of the

respondent, all without avail.



4 The conclusion that respondent is acting in bad

faith is irresistibly compelling (Walker v. Birmingham, 388 U.S.

407 L19671)s

" The aforementioned 1is stated to be true under
penalty of perjury.

WHEREFORE, it 11s respectfully prayed that the

relief requested herein be granted

Dated: May 14, 1992

G P' SASSONER [GS-0
Plaidtiftts"pro se

_ lake Street,

Whitle Plains, New York, 10603

CERTIFICATION \OF SERVICE

On May 15, 1992 I served a true copy~o¢f this Stay Application by mailin
same in a sealed envelope, first class, with proper postage thereon, addresse
to U.S. Solicitor General, Kenneth W. Starr, Department of Justice, 10th &
Constitution Ave., ?asbingﬁon, D.C. 20530; Bixth Circult Court of ﬁpBeals,
U.8:. Courthouse, Cincinnati, Ohilo 45202“5988'_A5515tant U.S. Attorney, Pamela
M. Stanek, 200 West Second Sfreet, Dayton, Ohio 45402; Assistant N.{¥. State
Attorney General Carolyn C. 6lson, 120 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10271,
Thompson, Hine ané Florgr 2000 Courthouse Plaza N.E., _bBayton, Ohio 45401-8801;
Kreindler & Relkin, P.C. 350 Fifth Avepuey New Jork, N.Y. 10118; Feltman,
Karesh, Major & Farﬁman, ﬁsgs.z 152 Wes§ ny Stpeet, [New York, N.Y. 10019;
Lawrence J. Glynn Esg., William Styeef, Whitg Plalps, N.Y, 16603; Young &
Alexander L.P.A., 131 North Ludlow Styee JayiZon, Ohio 45402-0666; Bogin &
Patterson, Esgs., 367 West Second S} LBY North/ Ludlow Street, Dayton,
Ohio 45402-1737, that being their 1a sseg/.

Dated: May 15, 1992




