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JUDICIAIJ COT'NCrI' Otr TIIE AECOND CIRCUIT

col{PLlxNT AcArNgr ,JuDrcrArr oFPrcER ITNDER 2g u.g.c.  s 322 (c)

INSTRUCTIONS:

A1l quest lons on thls form must be answered.

A separate complarnt ,  form must be f l r led out for  each
Judlc la l  of f lcer complained against .

submlt tha correct number of copies of this form and
the statement of  facts,  I i rn i ted t ,o 5 pages (5 s ldes).
For a complaint  against , :

a court  of  appeals judge 3 copies
a dlstr lct  court  judge or magistrate 4 copies
a bankruptcy judge 5 copies

(For fur ther informat ion ses RuIe 2 (e) )  .

service on the judic ia l  of f icer wi l r  be made- by the
clerkrs of f ice.  (For fur ther informat ion see Rure 3 (a)
(1) )  .

Mal l  th ls forn,  the statement of  facts and the
appropr iat ,e number of  copies to the Clerk,  Uni ted
States Court  of  Appeals,  Uni ted States Courthouse,
Foley Square,  New York,  New york 1OOO7.

1. Conplainantrs name:

Address:

/tf



Doer th ls
maglstrate

courplalnt  concern
tn a part lcular

Yes

:n the bahavlor of ,  the Judge or
:  Iawsul t  or  lawsul ts?

Xl No

r f  t ty€sr ' '  g lve the for lowlng informat lon about each rawsui t ,
(use t ,he revsrsa slde i f  thare ls mora than ona):

Court :

Docket,  numher:

Docket numbars of  any appeals. to ths Second Circul t :

4.

Dld a lawyer reprosent you?

I  Yes cXr No

I l  r tyssrr  g lve tha namo, address,  and telephono nurnber of
your lalryer:

//

Have you prevlously f l led any conplalnts of  Judictal
mLsconduct or dlsabt l l ty  agalnst  anv Judge or nagistrate?

cX: Yea t lNo

I l  r rYssrI  g lve the docket nunber of  each conplalnt .
- tL.  /-* 
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5. You shourd attach a stateuent of factE on erhlch your
conplalnt ,  ls  based, serr  ru le 2(b),  and

ETTTIER

(1) chack the box and srgn the for-rn.  you do not need
notary publ lc l f  you checi  th ls box.

i  X f  I  declare under penal ty of  perJury thats

(1) I  hava read rules I  and 2 of  the Rules
Councl l
Judlc la l
(2)  The stat,enents nads in

of facts are trrrestatement
knovledge.

of, the Second Clrcult Governlng
Mlsconduct or DlsabtllbA and,,

ol the Judic la l
Ia lnts of

and at tached
thE best,  of  my

AB

(2) chack the
presance of  a

t  I  I  swear

Sworn and subscrlbed to
before mc

My con'nissLon explres:

(1) r  have read r :ures I  a.nd 2 of  the Rures of  tho Judlc lar
counclr of the sscond clrcurt, Governl.ng cornplalnts of
Judlc la l  Mlsconduct or Dlgabi l t ty,  and
(2) Thc statonent,s roade ln th lg conpralnt  and at tached
statenent of fact,s are tnro and correct, to tha best, of nry
knowledge.

box below a slgn thls for-n ln the
notary publ lc;

( af f 1rz) that,--

(  s lgnatura)
Executed on

(  dat ,e)



trrrrrr,,
Chief  Judge JOHN L. OAKS

28 U.S.c.  S372tcl

There are several  aspects to th is 28 U.S.C.
S372 [c ]  complaint  aqainst  Chief  Judge JOHN L. OAKS [ ' rOaksrt l ,  aI1
in his non- judic ia l  capaci ty,  and al l  revolv ing about the
cont inuing judic iaL corrupt ion,  extort ion,  d iversion of  monies
from the sovernment to pr ivate pockets and other cr iminal
racketeer ing act iv i t ies.

i -a. As the Chief  Judge is personal ly avare f rom, inter
aI ia,  Docket *87-8503, by Order of  U.S. Distr ict  Judqe EUGENE L.
NICKERSON IrrNickersonrt ]  of  the Eastern Distr ict  of  New York,
dated June 7,  1985, the complainant and HYMAN RAFFE ["Raffe[ ]
were found to be in non-summary cr in inal  contempt v i thout a
tr iaI ,  wi thout the opportuni ty of  a t r ia l ,  and vi thout any l ive
test imony in support  thereof (Raffe v.  Ci t ibank, 84 Civ.  0305
IEHNl).

b.  The Order of  Judge Nickerson, dated June 7,  1985,
provided that the imposed monetary sanct ions were payable rr to the
[  ' f  ederalr  l  court ' r  .

c.  Such cr iminal  contempt convict ions were af f i rmed
by a panel  consist ing of  former Chief  Judge WILFRED FEINBERG
ItrFeinbergrr) ,  f  ormer Chief  Judge IRVING R. KAUFMAN Ir f  Kaufmanr ' ]
and Circui t  Judqe THOMAS J.  MESKILL IrrMeski l l ' r  ]  .

d.  Al though not the subject  of  th is complaint ,  even
the lay knov that absent a plea of  gui l ty,  as a matter of
minister ia l  compulsion, for  a const i tut ional ly protected cr ime,
every American judge must af ford the accused the opportuni ty of  a
tr ia l  and receive l ive test imony before a f indinq of  gui l t  is
entered (BIoorn v.  I l I inois,  391 U.S. 194 t195Bl;  Klar:prot t  v.
U.S.,  335 U.S. 501 i19491; Nye v.  _U.S.- ,  313 U.S. 33 t19411).

e.  Raffe,  instead of  paying such f  ine monies t ' to the
federal  court ' r ,  as set  for th,  in haec verba, in the Judce
Nickerson Order,  paid such monies to KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C.
I  r rK&Rrr ]  and i ts c l  ients .

Raffe paid such monies to K&R and i ts c l ients to
avoid being incarcerated under the t r ia less,  \ r i thout l ive
test imony, convict ion of  Mr.  Just ice ALVIN F. KLEIN [ ' rKleinrr ]  and
the tr  ia less Report  of  Ref eree DONALD DIAMOND I r f  Diamond'r  I  .

g.  Since assuming adrninistrat ive stevardship of  th is
circui t ,  Chief  Judge Oaks has obviousty not done anything to
recapture such monies on behal f  of  the federal  government,  ot
give obedience to his of f ic ia l ,  ethical  and societal
responsibi l i t ies in th is respect.
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h.
of  the federal"
federaL pockets
Chief  Judge and

Part icular ly in v iew of  the
government,  the d ivers i  on
to pr ivate pockets ur i th the
his Court  is  worthy of  media

the circumstances
rece iver,  could

dire f iscal  problems
of monies f rom the

taci t  approval  of  the
publ  i  cat  i  on .
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2a. In addi t ion to paying such f ine monies to K&R and
i ts c l ients,  instead of  to the federal  sovernment,  Raffe has paid
many mi l l ions of  dol lars more to FELTMAN, KARESH, MAJOR &
FARBMAN, Esqs. I r rFKM&FttJ,  the cr iminal  co-conspirators of  K&R, in
order to avoid incarcerat ion under the Klein convict ion and the
Diamond Report .

b.  Such mi l l ions of  dol lars in cont inuing extort ion
payments also belong to the sovereign (Gompers v.  Buckrs Stove,
22I U.S. 418, 447 t1-9111; qq_adman____V-S-Le!e-,  31 N.Y.2d 3BL, 340
N.y.s.2d 393, 292 N.E.2d 555 tL972)) .

c.  As of  approximately eighteen (18) months deor the
extort ion payrnents made by Raf f  e have been ' rmore than 92.5
mi l l ionr '  (Vi1laqe Voice,  June 6,  1989 )  .

d.  Given the magnitude of  the f iscal  problems of  the
state and ci ty governments as veLl ,  such cr iminal  d iversion of
substant ia l  monies to the pr ivate pockets,  is  a lso c lear ly a
matter of  publ ic concern.

e.  From the Chief  Judge Oaks, the chief  federal
magistraLe for the states of  New York,  Connect icut  and Vermont,
to such cont inuing payments has come only a thunder ing s i lence.

3a. K&R, i ts c l  ients,  and FKM&F made al l  of  the
judic ia l  t rust  assets of  PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD. [  "Puccini I  l - -
' r the judic ia l  forLune cookiert  the subject  of  larceny and
plunder ing.

b. Under
the court-appo inted
account i  nq .

c.  Consequent ly,  as part  of  a co-ordinated state and
f ederal  ' r re ign of  terroEt ' ,  Ref eree DONALD DIAMOND I I tDiamond" ]  ,
v i thout a t r ia1,  wi thout the opportuni ty of  a t r ia l ,  and vi thout
any l ive test imony in support  thereof,  found the complainant
gui l ty of  53 counts of  non-summary contempt and recommended that
he be incarcerated for 53 months and f ined s250 on each count.

d.  In a mirrored report ,  Referee Diamond found Raffe
gui l ty of  7L counts and recommended that he be incarcerated for
7L months and f ined 5250 on each count.

4a. Contemporaneously,  Mr.
unconst i tut ional  scenar io,  in one
Raffe and SAM POLUR, Esq. [ ' rPolur ' r l ,
be incarcerated for 30 days.

Just ice Klein in a s imi lar
document found complainant,
gui l ty and sentenced each to


