
Re: Judic ia l  Conduct.  Complaint
DockeL. Nrc.  90*8561-

This is a pet i t ion to the , lucl ic ia l  Counci l -  to review
t.he decis ion of  Act ing Chief  Judge TIIOMAS J.  MESKILL ["Meski l1"] ,
dated March 1-6,  1992, rendered with respect to an 18 U.S.C. 5372 [s]
complaint  f  i led eighteen (1-B) mont"hs ago.

1a. Civ i l ized men and intel l igent inst . i tut . ions accepLs,
indeed f incourages, complaints wi t .h app::eciat . ion,  parLiculartr-y when
L.heir making necessitaLes t.he non-remunerat. j-ve expendlt.ure of t . irne
and monies.

b.  At  t .he ot .her end of  Lhe specLrum are t .hose, such as
Judge Meski l l ,  who resort  to ad hominem attacks at  the messenger,
and j-n an at.tet l lpt. Lo conceal egregi-ous and crirninal- bnhavi-or,
perverts the f  act .s and resorts Lo obvious sophlst . ry.

2a. The j -nstant"  comp]aj-nt ,  sets f ,or th a s ingle i -nst ,ance,
in a charted course of  cr imlnal-  conduct by U. S .  Dist . r ic t  CourL
Judge WILLIAM J.  CONNER ["Conner"] ,  in aiding and abett ing the
crirninal- racketeering advent-ures of MOB anctr t .heir cronies.

b.  "MOBrr is the acronym for N.Y. Appel late Div is ion
Presic l ing Jr . . ls t j -ce FRANCI$ T. MURPHY [" f t {urphy"J ,  Chief  U.S. Circui t .
CourL Judge JAMES L. OAKES ["Oakes"] ,  and Chief  U.S. Dist . r icL Court .
Judge CHARLES L. BRIEANT ["Br ieant" ]  the "hard core" jur ists
invol-ved in the Conner eni-sode.

3a. Only tfr" nf i-rra, the f ools and/or Lhe arrogant coul-d
possi-bly avoid cornprehending the j-nvulnerabil- i fy of rny posi-t ion and
the criminal implicat. ions of the conduct and opinions of Judge
Meski l - l - .

Conclusive documentarv evi-dence confirms Lhe larcenv
of (1) al l  of  the judic ia l  t rust  assets of  PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD.
[ ' rFuccj-nj-" ]  " the judic ia l  f ,or tune cookie", '  (2)  the diversion of
substant ia l -  monies payable " to the federal  courL" to pr ivat .e
pockets;  (3 )  the rrextort ion" of  "mi l l ions of  dol l -arsrr  f  rom HYMAN
RAFFIfr  [ "Raf, fe"]  in favor of ,  t "he MOB cronies,  t .o avoid j -ncarceraLion
under t r ia less convict ions;  and (4) other racketeer ing cr imes.

(1) l i lo combinat ion of  words ox'  judic ia l  opinions can
conceal- the f act. that despite the " approval " of a " f  inal
accounting" by Referee DONALD DIAMOND ["Diamond"] for the court-
appoJ-nt .ed receiver of ,  Puccini ,  such "accounLing" does i l )oL exisL
the "account ing" is *phantom'.

Indeed, s ince Puccini  was invol-unt.ar i ly  d issolved
a1most twelwe (12) years ago, not a s ingle f  i led account ing exists,
as court records and responsible media representatives have
conf i rmed, al though t .he sta|utory mandat.e is for  t .he f iJ- ing of  an



account. ing "aL least  once a yearr ' .  Thls was a s i t .uat . ion wherein MOB
and Judge Conner were essent ia l  actors.

(2) A substant ia l ,  indeed essent. ia l ,  contr ibutor to the
cl iversion of  nnonies payabl-e ' r to t .he federal  courL" to the pockets
of the judic ia l  cronies,  was Judge Meski l l .

Judge Oakes atLennpLed Lo conceal- L.he contnibution of,
Judge Meskil l- ,  and Judge Meskil-1 at.tempted to conceal the
contr i -buLion of  Judqe Oakes.

The Oakes-Meski l - l  atLempt Lo conceal  a manifest . ly
unconst i tuLional-  convict ion,  a long wit .h t .he c l iversion of  monies
from the federal  governmenL t .o Lhe judic ia l  cronies,  s lmply imports
an addit ional- component of evi l-.

(3)  A11 the judic ia l  opinions that.  Judge Meski l l  can
muster cannot do batt le wi th t .he independent ly invest igated,
publ j -shed words of  Mr.  JONATHAN I- ' I IRZIGER I i iFerzl-ger" ]  of  UI{ ITBD
PRESS, ]NTERNATTONAL [ ' 'UPI ' '  ]  :

"By signing three extraordinary agreements
in 1985, however,  Raffe agreed to foot .  a l l -  lega1 costs
incurrecl  hy F$l tmani s f  j - rm and Cit  j -banki  s lawyers,
Kreindl-er & Relk in,  for  defending against  Sassower.  In
exchange, tLre courL agreed to let  h im go free. The t ,ab
so far has come to more than $2.5 rnl l I ion,  paid to both
the Fe]tman and Kreindl-er f  i rms. Raf f  e cont inues to pay
wi- th checks frorn his A.R..  Fuel-s Co. business."

As long as Raffe keeps paying, and so the wr i . t ten
agreement reads, ho wi l l -  not .  be incarcerateld.

The wri t ten agreernents al-so provide that Raffe wi l l -
consent Lo the "approval"  of  a 'phanLomr traccount ing",  and execute
releases to the state and federal  judic iary.

(4) Defending these pr ivately mot ivat .ed act iv i t ies,
which do not comport .  wi th the legi t imat,e interests of  the federal
governmerlL,  arrd wi t .hout.  a "scopo cert i f laat ion' ! ,  wiL.hor l t  a r '$cope

adjudicat ion" and without a Uni ted St.ates subst i tut ion (28 U.S.C.
52679tdl  ) ,  at  federal  cost  and expense/ are var ious U.S. at torneys,
al though there is no author i ty for  such pr ivate represent.at" ion (cf  .
28 U_-S.*g* 5547) .

The publ ic taxpayer understands the di f ference
between "perks" and rr larcenyrr ,  and having the "Oakeg*Brieant Evi l
. ludtc ia l -  Hmpires "  def  ended at  f  ederal  cost  and expense f  or
diwert ing monies payable " to the federal  court"  to pr ivate pockeLs,
is an outright. f  naud on the f edenal- pr"lrse.



4a. The Report .  of  Judge Meski l l  s tat ,es:

"To the ext.ent complainant. al l-egies ex parte
contacts wi th a ]aw f i rm, ei ther by the judge sending the
t"ransrnj-t.tal- memorandurn pg meetirlg with rnembers of the
f  i rm, there is no evidence to support  t .hese claims. "
Iernphasis suppl- iedJ

b. The signed ' rBi l l  to Terry ' r  " f ix ing memorandum" in
the possession of  U.S. Dist . r ic t  Court .  Judge CHARLES S. HAIGI{T, JR.
["Haj-ght."] ,  with the immediat.e response given Lo same by Judge
llaight., wj-t.hout. more, is cl-ear evidence that sr.rch " f  ixing
memorandum" was "transmitted" by or on behalf of 'Judge Conner.

c.  Had Judge Meski l l  desired furLher evidence of  i i the
transmitlal- " of this " f  ixi-ng memoranduil" ,  f  rom Judge Conner to
Judge Haight,  or  of ,  any oLher poinl , ,  in the eighteen (18) mont.hs
this matter was pending, Lhere was ample opportunity for Judge
Meski- l- l-  and/or this Court t .o request. same.

5a. Nor did Judge Meski l l  request. ,  dur ing t .h is eight.een
(18) nnont.h per iod,  of  the evj-dence of  Judge Conner 's "ex pante
contacts with a l-aw f irm" or "meeLing with members of the f irm" .

b. This rr f  ixrr by Jr. ldge Conner of, Judge l iaight i /qas
ini t iated by the "ex parte [personal ]  contact"  of  EDWARD WEISSMAN,
Esq. ["Weissman" ]  f  ormerly wi th KRmII\ IDLER & RELKtrNI,  P.C. ["  K&R" ]  ,
thereafter, and at. Lhe t ime, wi-t.h FELTMAN, KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN,
Flsqs .  [ "  FKM&F"' ]

c.  The existence of  such ' t f  ixrr  was Lransmit . t ,ed by FKM&F
and K&R t.o most of t .he atLorneys invol-ved in Sassower v. Sapir, eL
al  .  (Br Civ.  7L35 [CHS] ) ,  the existence of  such rr f ixrr  was openly
flaunt.ed by FKM&F' and K&R, effect. ively confessed t,o be t.rue by
Judge Conner, by Judge Haight and by Chief Judge tsrieant, and
supported by Court f  i l -ed documents.

5a. Aft .er  Lhe decis ion of  Young v.  U.Y. ex rel  Vui t ton
(481- U. S. 787 [1-987] )  ,  the cr iminal  contempt proceeding had no
chance of  success, s j -nce i t  took away from K&R*IrKMs.F " the
cr iminal-s wi th Iaw degreesrr  the power to prosecute.

b - "The criminal-s with lavi degreestt were however
interested in abort ing Sassorqer v.  Sapir  (supra),  and they needed
not only t .he Conner rr f lx t ' ,  buL also t .he Conner "decei t" .

c(1) By i t .s expressed J-anguage R.af fe v.  Doe (619 F. Supp.
891- [SDNY-1-985] ) ,  only aLtempt.ed Lo i rnmunj-ze pre-1-985 misconducL,
assuming arguendo, Judge Conner had t.he subject matter power to
innunize miscorxJucL which had never been adjudicated or personal jurisdiction.



(2) fB* haec _yefba, ff i*; f i f ,e v . D,oe- ( supra ) states ( at p .
897) :

r r l t rowever,  f .hese cornpJ.aints also al lege
certain 1-mpropr iet ies by state courL judges in connect. ion
with respect to Puccini  proceedings af ter  the date of
Judge Nickerson's decis ion Since these al leged
rnisdeeds af , ter  ,Judge Nj-ckerson's decj-s ion,  they were r lot
and could not have been l i t igated in t .hat  acLion.
However,  a l l  of  t .hese al leged impropr iet ies apparentLy
cor. l l-d have been, and perhaps st" i l I  can be, reviewed by
appeal  j -n t .hre sLat,e courLs,  i t  would be whol ly
inappropr iate for  th is Court  to consider Lhem here.
Accordingfy,  the Court  on i ts own mot ion hereby dismisses
t"he complainLs in " Iennphasis suppl5-edJ

(3) However,  a l l  the misconduct complained about.  in
Sassower v.  Sapir  (supra) took place in a bankruptcy proceeding
which was f i led in OcLober of  l -986, oL at  l -east  onei  (1)  year
af terward.

7a. The decei-t perpetraf-ed by Judge Conner upon Judge
Haight by th is "Bi1l-  to Terry" ex parLe_ transmit ta l -  becomes
apparent when Judge Haight's reaction is examined upon t.he receipt
of  same.

b. Again i t  mr:st be remembered that Lhere was not.hing
in Sassoioer v.  Sapir  (supra) rohich v j -o lated, or could have
violat .ed,  the Conner J-njunct ion,  assuming arguendo, i t  was val id,
t .he pendi :ng moLions by i tLhe cr iminals wi th larnr degrees" before
Judge Haight,  to the conLrary notwit .hstanding.

c.  Imrnmdiately,  upon receipt  of  t "h is "Bi l - l -  Lo Terry ' l
" f  ixing memorandumrr , Judge Haight, sua sponte, i-ssued an Order
which read as f  o l - lows:

"ORDtr iRED, t"hat,  a l l  mot j -ons f  j - led bo date by
plaint i f f  Sassower are hereby held in abeyance unt. i l  a
f inal-  determlnat ion on defendants '  mot ions Lo dismiss
lbased on t .he Conner in iunct ionl  by t .h is Court . ;  and i t
f  ur t .her

ORDERED, that plaint i f f  is  hereby enjoined
from f i - l ing any further mot ions in th is proc*edings unt i l
a f  inal-  determinaLion on def endarr ts '  mot ions t .o Cismiss
lbased on the Conner in junct ionl  is  made; and i t  is
fur ther

ORDHRED, LhaL any defendants who have not
f i led mot ions to dismiss but who wish t .o be heard on
issr" les naised current ly f i led by other defendants must
f  i le papers by December t ,  l -987; .  .  'n



d. The val id i t .y of  the Conner in junct ion in Sassower v.
Sapir  (supra) was never adjudicaLed.

(1) Upon obtaining a copy of  the rrBi l l  t .o Terry" " f  ix ing
rnemorandumil and based this document, and on othen informat. ion, I
amended my complaint ,  as "of  course' ,  adding Judge conner as a
Ds:nnis v. . ._Spa"r lq (449 U.S. 24 t19BOl )  co-defendant l

(2) . whereuPofl,  Chief Judge Brj-eant. int.ruded himself upop
the JuldEe l laight bait iwick, and wit"hout even a pret.ense of
jur i -sdicLion or due process, glJa- sponte,  d ismissed an accion which
was then and al-ways bef ore Judge Haight,.

( 3 ) As part of such sua spont e, wit.hout. due process
dismissal ,  Chief  Judge Br ieant.  fabr icated, concoct.ed and cont.r ived
t.he assert ion that.  Judge Haight,  had been added as a co-defendant,
and barred the f , i l ing by plaint , i f f  of  any furt ,her papers,  which has
incl-uded any motion to vacate such invatid OismisJal- or any Rul-e
50 (b) independent act . ion.

(4) Thereaf,t,er, in a third, 6r..ra spo.nt.e, without any due
process or jur isdict ion,  chief  Judge Br ieant.  physiq.auy barr id me
from the Courthouse in White plains.

e -  Thus, f  or  Judge Meski l l  to assert  t .hat  r  have been
barned f rorn f lJ- ing papers, wj-t,hout. discl_osing t.he pat,ent. invalidity
of  such Chief  Judge Br ieant.  edicts,  is  misleading and decept ive.

8a -  However,  i t  is  the recent.  decis ion in Mat. ter  of
Polur (1-73 A.D.2d 82, 5"79 N.Y.s.2d 3 [1st .  Dept, . -L992]) ,  wnich
exposes the modus operandi-  of  th is cr iminal-  operat ion.

b(1) The Court-appointed receiver,  unable to account. ,  by
vir tue of  the larceny that.  had occurred, comupLed the statb
judj-c iary,  Lo enjoin any proceeding, int .er  a l ia,  to compel an
accounL. ing.

(2) As srated in Ma.L!cr-*al."J_of!g (supra, dL 83, 4):

"on or about.  January 23, l -985 |  .  .  .  $assower
and/or R.affe, or arxy person act, ing in t.heir behalf f ,rorn,
inLcr_ef; ia, f i l ing any complaj.nL or proceeding concerning
Puccini ,  i t ,s  shareholders,  Lhe conduct of  the recelvei
for  Puccini  or  i ts  legal  representat . ion by the law f l rm
of Fel tman, Karesh & Majo; ' , -

(3)  Thereafter,  af t .er  corrupt ing Judge Conner and other
federal  judges, r t the cr iminals wi th 1aw degrees-, ,  obtained
a simi lar  in junct ion in Raffe v.  Doe (supr i ) .

(4)  T,  Po1ur,  anC Raffe,  wi thout a t r j -a l ,  wi thout t .he
opportuni ty for  a t . r ia l ,  wi thouL any confrontat . ion r ight .s,  or  l ive
test. imony in support. thereof, were convicted by Mr. Justice ALVrN



F. KLEIN ["K]ein" l ,  and in one document,  each sentenced Lo serve 30
days.

(5) Pol-ur and I served our Lerms of incarcerat. ion, and
based upon three (3) manifest . ly  unconst. i tuLiona] convict ions/  which
I  was not permit ted to controvert ,  these "of fenses" (Cheff  v.
Schnechenberg, 384 U. S. 373 t1-9651 )  was escalated to ' rser iousr l
cr imes (cf  .  Blanton v.  Ci ly of  No. Las Vegas, 489 U.S. 538 [ ] -9891 ) ,
and I  was disbarred.

(6) No discipl inary act ion was taken against  Pol-ur
however, wLlo had abandoned the Puccini scene, unti l-  years
thereaf tr-.er, when Pol-ur began to expose t.he rnj-sconduct of " the
crimlnals wich l-aw deqreesrr j-n L,he federal courts (Pa.Lur_".._v**-Raf_E_e.-
$"r  "_al"  ,  727 w .  Supp. Sl-0 [$DN]Y- 1-9891 )  .

(?)  Thlrs,  ds stat .ed in Mat, fen of  Pol-ur (supra,  &L 83,
4) :

"On or abouL Apr i l  25 ,  l -989, the DDC
[Departmental  Discipl inary Commit . tee]  served respondent
[Po]-ur l  wi th a Not ice of  ,  and a Statement of  Charges . . . I '

(B) I t  is  manifest ly evident.  that  Polur was suspended
from the pract ice of  law for three (3) years,  not  for  h is t r ia less
convJ-ct ion,  but because he sought to v indicate his r ights in the
federal  courts in the Second Circui t .

9a.  The bottom l ine my obl igat ion as a c i t izen, has
fated this cr iminal-  judic ia l  misadventure and i ts part ic ipants,
which wi l - l -  not  be arrested by the diatr ibes of  Judge Meski l l ,  Judge
Conner or anyone else.

b.  Man's long hard march f  rom lhe cave, wi l l -  not  compel
me Lo return to that  environment,  or  accept the "goose stepping"
rnental- i ty which competr- led rne t.o wit.ness, frorn Nornnandy to Germany,
in 1944-1-945, al l  that  cannot,  and should not,  be forgot. t .en.

Dated: Apr l - t r -  8,  : .992

Respectf  uJ- J-y,

GAIORGH SASSOWIIR


