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JI'DTCTAL

COMPI,AINT AGATNST

collrP[AINT FOF.ivt

COUNCIL OF THE SECOND EIRCI'IT

JUDTCTAL OFFTCER UNDER 28 U.S.C. g 372(c)

TNSTRUCTTONS:

(a) ,All questions on this forrn rnust be answered.

(b) A separate couplalnt form nust be fl l led out, for each
Judlc la l  of f lcer conplalned against .

(c) subnlt the correct nunber of copies of thls form and the
statement of facts. For a conplalnt against:

a court of appeals Judge -- 3 coples
a dlstrlct court Judge or nagistlate -- 4 coples
a bankrrrptcy Judge -- 5 coplis

(For further lnformatlon see Rule 2 (e) ) .

(d)  Sernr l 'ce on_the Judlc ia l  of l lcer w111 be nade by the ClerkrE
off lce.  (For fur ther lnfornat l0n see Rule r  (a i  ( r )  )  .

(e) Mall thls fom, the statement of facts and, the apirroprlate
nunber of copLes to the clerk, unlted states coull ot
Appeals, Unlted states Courthouse, Foley Squareri i, i
New York,  New York 10007. - (::)(  " )
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L'JConplalnantrs nama:

Address:
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/u /pnu
-(.r*.

a: ' "

t', .j
t  ; , .

0i/

7)/e3

Daytlnc telephonc (wlth area code) : ( ?//, q.P'dry

2. Judge or naglatratt conplalned about:

,.F 6,/, ///c," 4r""4Name:

Court:



3. Does thls conplalnt  concern the behavlor of  the Jud,ge ornaslstrare rn-a partlcular rawsuri ; ;- i ;"J"i i l i i  Jv

t I yes t A I No

r l  t tyes, t t  g lve the forrovrng rnlomat ion about each rawsui_t ,(use the reverse srde r! th6ri i"-ror" than .n"ii
Court:

Docket nunber:

Docket nunberE of any appoals to the second clrcult:

Dld a larvyer represent.you?

t I yer C 4l No

rf, nyg.,' glve the naue, address, and terephone number ofyour lanyer:

4rt
4. Have you pr.v lously^f1led any coDplalnts of  Judlc la lnlsconducr or alsaiit lry ajain;i;;g Judge or uaglsrrare?

t&l  Yer t  I  No

rl rYeeri glvc the docket nrrrnh€r of each conpralnt.

p/^ /.h1, fu - /fr/, ?o -afz
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9. You should attach a statenent of facts
couplalnt ls based, se€ nrle 2 (b) , and

EITIIER

(1) check tha box and slgn the f,oru.
notary publlc lf you check thls box.

Councll of the Second Clrcult
Judicial Mlsconduct or DlEab
(21 The stateuents nadE i
staternent of facts are t
knowledge.

thE Rules of  the Judic ia l
erning Conplaints of

nt and attached
to the best of mv

on whlch your

You do not need

Cx.J I  deciare under penalty ot perJury that:

(1) f  have read mleg I  and 2 ot

9B

Execut

(2', checic the box below slgn thig fora ln the
pr€senco of a notary publlcl

t I I swear (atffum) that--

(r) r havq read rrrleg I and 2 of thc Rules o! the Judlcial
Councll ol the Second Clrcult coverning CouplaLnts of
Judlclal Mlsconduct or Dlsabll lty, and-
(21 The stateuents uade ln thls couplalnt and attached
statenent ol lacts are tnre and correct to the best of ny
knowledgc.

(s lgnature)
Exacuted on

(date)
Sworn and subccrlbed to
beforo ur

(Notary Rrbllc)
My counlsslon e:qtlres:



1a .  This compla int  does t fq!
corrupt ion of  U.S. Distr ict  Judge WILLIAM
render inq his t r ia less,  r , f  i thout any
decis ion in Raffe v.  Doe (519 F. Supp. 891-
the complainant ! /as n_a! a party nor his
issue.

c. Thus, th is complaint
at tempts by Judge Conner to corrupt
instance is set  for th herein.

C. CONNER

concern i tsel f  wi th the
C. CONNER [  ' rConnerr t  ]  in

ore-tr iaI  d isclosure,
iSDNY-19851),  in uhich

personaL interests an

) months that
the Dapers and

the cr iminal

concerns i tsel f  wi th the
others for  which only one

U. S. Distr ict Judqe WILLIAM
U. s.c.  S372tc1

b. Notwithstanding the r iqht  granted to complainant
to appeal ,  expressly granted in the Judge Conner opinion, the
complainant vas denied that r ight  by the Circui t  Court  r , rhen HYMAN
RAFFE ["Rafferr) ,  in exchange for not being incarcerated, agreed
to discont inue his appeal ,  execute releasee to federal  judges,
and pay many mi l l ions of  dol lars to his sel f -proclaimed cr iminal
pr osecucors .

2a. An inexorable consequence to the Judqe Conner
publ ished opinion in Raffe v.  Doe (supra) was that FELTMAN,
KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esqs. I  r rFKM&Ft ' ]  and KREINDLER & RELKIN,
P.C. I t rK&Rfr ]  would have to cont inue, wi thout end, their  course of
judic ia l  and of f ic ia l  corrupt ion.

b.  Al thouqh Judge Conner held no tr ia ls or hear ings,
His Honor htas repeatedly informed, in the most emphat ic but
respectful  manner,  that  the complainant would have absolutely no
part  in the corrupt act iv i t ies of  FKM&F-K&R entourage and
complainant 's resol-ve to resist  same.

Dur ing the approximate s ixteen (  15
the proceedings were before Judqe Conner,  f rom
conferences, Judqe Conner was very wel l  a\dare of
racketeer inq act iv i t ies of  the K&R-FKM&F mobsters.

d.  Thus, Raffe v.  Doe (supra),  as Judge Conner was
actual ly aware, was simply a stat ion in the route of  unending
judic ia l  corrupt ion.

3a. Few cr i rnes are as odious as a judge who has been
corrupted, a cr ime punishable by death at  common 1aw.

b. Hovever,  when a judge employs his exal ted
posi t ion and black robe to corrupt his col leagues, the cr imes are
quantum leaps much hiqher.



4a. Complainant \ ras aware of  Judqe Connerrs act iv i t ies
in corrupt inq other jur ists,  but  the need to keep the sources of
his informat ion conf ident ia l ,  compel led his relat ive s i lence.

h

civ i l  act ion to U. S. Distr ict
I r rFKM&Frr I  there r i ras an ex parte
Conner wherein Judqe Conner asreed

Complainantrs pat ience proved rewardinq.

Short ly af ter  the assignment of  the complainant 's
Judse CHARLES S. HAIGHT, JR.
meet ing between FMK&M and Judge

to t ' f  ixrr  Judqe Haiqht.

b.  By th is point  in t ine,  every cr iminal  desire of
FKM&F and K&R t t the fe lons with lavr deqreestr  was bl i thelv
cornpl  ied wi th by Judge Conner .

( : .  These requests by t f  the f  e lons with lav degreesrt
seneral ly related to inproper ly inf luencing other jur ists.

5a. Judge Conner arranged that a cr in inal  contempt
proceedinq against  complainant be referred to Judge Haiqht.

b.  Even a cr  iminal  contempt oroceeding, r , r i th i ts more
exact ins command for judic ia l  integr i ty,  vas not a suf f ic ient
obstacle to compel Judge connerts abst inence from his , f ix ing"
act iv i t ies.

c.  Thus r  €x parte,  Judge Conner f  orr larded to Judge
Hai, :ht  h is Memorandum of October 2L, l_987 (Exhibi t  t rArr  ) ,  wi th
coDies bo Chief  Judge Charles L.  Br ieant,  Judge Edward WeinfeId,
. ludqe Wh i  tman Knapp, Judge Howard Schwartzberg,  and ,Judge L .
Goette 1 .

Copies ! /ere
and Mr.  Raymond K. Sexton.

also sent to Ms Dorothy R Guran i  ch

Complain.rnt  was rel iably informed that a bl ind
copy \{as sent by Judge Conner to FKM,iF or that  they rr /ere made
al/are by Judge conner that  such rr  f  ix ingt t  miss ive had been sent.

d.  Complainant does not have the foggiest  idea for
Lhe mai l inq of  copies to Judges Weinfeld and Knapp or to Ms.
Guranich and Mr.  Sexton, and complainant did not make any at ternpt
to iearn such reason, but i t  became manifest ly obvious that Judge
Conner had, by point  in t ime descended to the status of  a r fsmut
peddl-er ' r .



7a. The ef  f  ect  of  th is rrBi l l  to Terryrr  Memorandum \ras
immediate and dramat ic,  as exenpl i f ied by Judge Haightts
response, and the suspect nature of  such response r , rarranted an
invest igat ion which complainant undertook.

b.  This rrConner f  ix ing Memorandumtr was executed only
sixteen (  f5 )  days af ter  the complainant commenced his c iv i l
act ion,  uhich was assigned to Judge Haight,  and immediately af ter
the cr iminal  conternpt charge against  the complainant was assigned
to Judge Haight.

Ba. Three (3 )  years have nov elapsed since the rrConner

f ix ing Memorandumtr and no remedial  act ion has been taken by th is
Circui t .

h r rFix ingt t ,  by recused jur i oDvlousIy an
acceptable in th is Circui t ,  where
such pract ices are the ones punished.

tho ano expoSe

Dated :  Oct obe r  29 ,  j ,9 9 0

SOWER

.J:


