In the
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
October Term, 1992
Nog. 933-5045

GEORGE SASSOWER,
Petitioner,

—agalnst-
KREINDLER & RELKIN, .07 CITIBANE, MN.A
JEROME H. BARR; LEE FELTMAN; FELTMAN,
KARESH & MAJOR; HOWARD M. BERGSON; ROBERT
ABRAMS; EUGENE H. NICKERSON; THOMAS J.
MESKILL; WILFRED FEINBERG; HELEN KAUFMAN,
as eéxecutrix of the Estatre of IRVING
KAUFMAN; JAMES L. OAKES; CHARLES L.
BRIEANT; FRANCIS T. MURPHY; XAVIER C.
RICCOBONO; ANDREW J. MALONEY; WEST
PUBLISHING COMPANY; MEAD DATA CENTRAL,
INC.; and LAWYERS CO-OPERATIVE PUBLISHING
COMPANY,

.

Respondents.

PRTITION FOR A WRIT OF FPRTIORARI
to the
U:8. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS FOR 7Tup SoBCOND CIRCUIT

DIQPOSITIVE MOTION
(Rule 21.21B1)

x_““m'"mn“*_—_“—-““““hmm-*u*-‘_m'-*-ﬂ*-n_4"_

GEORGE SASSOWER
FRL1tioner, pro se
16 Lake Street,
White Plains, N.Y. 10603
L3148) 949-=2169

This affirmation, made under penalty of perjury,

18 10 support of this Rule 21.21b1 morien which, if granted, will

be entirely dispositive of this matter.

Affirmant expects the support of U.8. 8olicitor

General DREW S. DAYS, 1III, who purports to represent "the

Government", in this matter, or an articulated reason for any

failure on his part.



la. The only 1issues lnvolved in this petition iz the

right of affirmant to access to the courts for an original writ

OF error coram nobis, FRCivP 60(b)[4] and a Rule 60(bh)
independent proceeding.

b. KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C. l"K&R"], who with its
ciient, CITIEANK. H.A. ["Citlibank"], engineered the larceny of
the Jjudicial trust assets of PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD. L EC e IniM]
openly flaunted that they ‘"controlled" the judicliary, state and
tederal, and the documentary evidence confirms such assertions,

as here briefly demonstrated.

24 At the instance ol K&R amnd Citibank, affirmant and
HYMAN RAFFE ["Raffe"] were convicted of non-summary criminal

contempt, without a trial, without the opportunity for a trial,

without @any confzrontation rights, in absentia, wlithout due

process, without the 1right of allocution, without any live

testimony in support thereof, without any constitutional or legal

walver ot any right, and substantial fines were imposed upon
them.

ot L) Iwo weeks thereafter, at the instance and request
of FELTMAN, KARESH, & MAJOR, Esgs. ["FK&M"], the co-conspirators

of K&R, also without any confrontation rights, in absentia,

without due process, without the right of allocution, wlithout any
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live testimony in support thereof, ithout any constitutional or
legal waiver of any right, affirmant was similarly convicted of
non-summary criminal contempt, with fines and terms of

incarceration imposed upon affirmant.



{2 ) Affirmant fully served his term of incarceration,

less good time allowance.
ok @ Even the Ku Klux Klan, at their heyday of power,
with their drumhead trials, generally afforded theilr victims

greater procedural rights (Briscoe v. LaHue, a6l 1.5, 32b, 340

2321 s

(2] The 19th Century white sheets of the Klan, have

turned into black robes in the 20th Century.

3 After these trialess convictions were affirmed, by

the federal and state appellate tribunals, Raffe was threatened
with incarceration unless he paid the imposed fines, including
those due from affirmant, to K&R and its clients personally,
rather than "to the federal courts".

4a . Notwithstanding such trialess convictions, the
fines imposed and terms of incarceration, affirmant refused ToO
submit or remain silent on the subiject of Jjudicial cerruption.

5 30 Thus, these three non-summary criminal contempt
convictions which, even 1if wvalid, were only "offenses", were
elevated, ex post facto, into "serious" crimes, affirmant was not
permitted to controvert their conclusive nature, and atfirmant
was disbarred.

ba. However, since the court-appointed recelver for
Ppuceini could not aocount for his stevardship, 18 view of the
K&R larceny, without exposing the judiclial i1nvolvement 1n sane,

the rogue state and federal Jjurists were compelled to deny

affirmant of access to the courts in an attempt to conceal their

criminal activities.

faska



2 P Sutch total denial of access Lto the courts included
where the remedy sought by affirmant were legally guaranteed, as

a matter of right, such as habeas corpus, coram nobls, FRCivP

60(b)[(4] and an independent FRCivP 60(b) action.

b & Affirmant, respectfully submits that whatever the
decision of the courts, the vox popull will not tolerate  the
diversion of monies payable "to the federal court" to private
pockets or 1incarcerations, at taxpayers' expense, to conceal
judlicial criminal activities.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully prayed that this

Dacveas July b, 1983, /
\

GEORGE SASSOWER
agLiyioney, DEo 5e
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On July 7, 1993 I served true copjles—of/ this motion by mailing same 1n a
sealed envelope, first class, with ptoget postage thereon, addressed to
Solicitor General of the United Statés MDreX . D:gﬁ Departmenf of Justice,
Washington, D.C. 20530; Kreindler & Relkim, P.C.,/350 Fifth Avenue, New York
NY 10118; and NY State Atty. Gen. Robegt / Abrams, /120 Broadway, New York, NY
1021%, Ehat being their last knowrn/ addresgsgs. ‘

Dated: July 1, 1993 1 QF{ /) j l



