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OFFICE OF THE CLERK
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20543

May 26, 1987

Mr. George Sassower
5l Davis Avenue
l^lh'ite Pl ai ns, NY 10605

Re: In the Matter of Disbarment of George Sassower,
D-613

Dear Mr. Sassower:

Your papers dated May 10,1987, were received May 22, 19A7, and are
returned in light of the order of entered May 18, 1987 djsbarring you from the
practice of law before thjs Court.

Very truly yours,

JOSEPH F. SPANI0L, JR., Clerk
,1 lBv 'i Il i
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Francis J. Lorson
Chief Deputy Clerk
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RECEI.rET

MAY 2: 1987

9lltcr 0F rHE crERK
quPREyE couRr, t^s.:y:Ti:_::::1. oF rHE uNrrED srArES

In the Matter-;;---- -------x

D:613
GEORGE SASSOWER, Esq.

An Attorney.

la. Annexed is a copy of Affirmant's Notice of Motion
and supporting papers in naffe ISassower] v. Fel-tman, returnabfe
on June 4, 1987 in the Appellate Division, rirst Judicial_
Department, and is self-explanatory.

b- June 4, 1987 also conrmences the eighth (Bth) year

since PUccrNr cLorHES, LTD. ["puccini,,] was invol_untariry
dissolved, and still no filed accounting!

2a. Affirmant's stat.e disbarrment is solely referab-le
to his exposing judicial and official corrupt_ion.

b.

position

integ r i ty

il.s. 27).

3.

perj ury.

Even disbarment has had no effect on affirmantrs
that he will obey his prof essional. mandaLe, rn,ith

(Wayte v. U.S., 470 U.S. 598; Thiqpen v. RoberLs, 468

This affirmation is executed under penal t1z of

WHEREFORE, it is respect.f u11y prayed that tiris
nlatter be set down for a hearing, so that the matt.er can be fu1ly

exposed in a j ud icial atmosphere, rather than in the pages ancl

electromagnetic waves controlled by the media, together with any

other, further, and/or different relief as to this court. may seem

just and proper in the premises.

Dated : May 19, 1987

SA,SSOWER



SUPREME COURT OF THE
APPELLATE DIVISION 3

STATE OF NEW YORK
FIRST JUDICIAL DEPT.

IIYMAN RAFFE,

IGEoRGE SAssowER,
Pl ai nt if f-Appel 1 an t,-

Esg.
Appellant, l

-agains t-
FELTT'IAN, KARESH, & MAJOR,

__-_ ___:::::::::::::r:::t:'-----x
IIYMAN RAFFE,

Plaintiff-Appe11 ant ,
IGEORGE SASSOWER, Esg. and SAI{ POLUR, Esq.

eppellant.sl ,
-against-

XAVTER C. RICCOBONO, DONALD DIAMOND,
IiEI,TMAN, KARESH & MAJOR, Esqs. and
KREINDLER & RELKINT P'C'

_ __ _::i:::::::: :::3::: : : I i: _ _.
IIYMAN RAFFE,

Plaintiff-AppellanL,
IGEORGE SASSOI{ER' Es9. and SAM POLUR, Esq.

Appellantsl ,
-against-

KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C., Hon. WALTER
M. SCTIACKT'IAN, "JOHN DOE'I , ANd "JOHN ROE,' ,
names fictitious, persons intended to be
t.hose who communicated with the Court,
ex parte,

----::::::::::::::r::::lt: - -,,
IIYI'1AN RAF'FE,

Plalntlff-Appellant,
IGEORGE SASSOWERT Es9. and SAI'1 POLUR, Esq.

Appellantsl,
-against-

DONALD B. RELKIN, Esq., MICHAET J.
GERSTEIN, ESq., KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C.,
CITIBANK, N.A. ANd JEROME H. BARR, ESg.,
individually and as Executors of the
lqill of t'lilton Kaufman t

__-____::::::::::::::r:1::l:: - -.
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S.I R S:

PLEASE TAKE NOf ICE that upon the arrnexed a ll F idav j l:

of GEORGE SASSOWER, Esq. , duly svrorn to -on the 19 th <Iay of May,

1987, and upon all pleadings and proceedinqs l"ra<1 herein, the

unclersigned will move this Court at a Statecl'l'erm of the Supreme

Court of the State of New York, Appellate Division, First-

Judicial Department, held at the Courthouse tlrereof , 25th .etreel-

and Madison Avenue, in the Borough ol= Manhattan, City ancl .statrr

of New Yorkr on the 4th day of June, llr}7, at 9:30 o'clock in ttre

Iorenoon of t,hat day or as soon thereaf ter: as t-lre undersignecl eall

be heard foT an Order (1) respectf,ully request.ing that Justice
pres id ing THEODORE R. KUPFERMAN and/or tlre I)anel who hearrl t-ltrr

above appeals, to respond to tire SUPREPIFl COUIlT' OF TIlll tlNl'l'f l)

STATES in accordance with the movant's requesL ol' April l0 , 1987;

(2) vacating and reversing said Orders ( 1 13 A.l).2d l03B ) based

upon Sassower v. Sheriff (651 F. Supp.128 [SDNY]); and/or (3)

declaring that such affirmed conviction strould receive no respect

in any other tribunal; (4 ) together wit.h any other, f urther,

anei/or different relief as to this Court may seern jrrst an<l proper
.,, 1r, 

' ,,.

in the premiseso '.r,f i,, 
,

-2-



if doy, are

d ate , with

Dated: May

To: Fel tman, 'Karesh, Maj
Kreindler & ReIkin,
Nachamle, Kirschner,
FIon. Robert Abrams

& Farbman, Esqs.

vine, Splzz & Goltlherg, P.C.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, tlrat arrswerinq papers,

to be served at least seven*days before the return

an addltlonal five s it--senyice is by mai1.

19, 1987

G , ESq.

York, 10605

Atr
51

e.
U€r

New

Chief Justice William H. Rehnquist (D-613)
Circuit .ludger James L. Oakes (87-802e )

Circuit Judge, Jon. O. Newnan (87-8028)
Circuit Judger Lawrence w. Pierce (87-8028)
Judge Vincent, t. Broderick (M-2-238)
.ruclge I. Leo Glasser (87 Misc 0107)
u.s. Maglstrate JAMES C. FRANCTS rV
George G. Gallantz, I Esq.
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SUPIIEI"IE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION : FIRsT JUDICIAL DEPT.

I]YMAN RAFFE t -Plaintiff-Appellanr,
IGEoRGE sASSowER, Esg.

Appellant, J

-against-
ITEI,TMAN, KARESH, & MAJOR,

De fend ant-Respond err t .

IIYMAN RAFEE,
Plaintiff-Appel1anr,

lclioRGE SASSOWER, Esg. and SAM bbr,un2 nsq.
AppellanrsJ ,

-against-
XAVTER C. RICCOBONO, DONALD DTAMOND,
ITELTMAN, KARESH & MAJOR, ESqS. ANd
KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C.

De f end an ts-Re sponden t s .

-----x
hYIIIAN RAFFE,

Plaintiff-AppelIant,
IGEORGE SASSOWER, Esq, and SAM POLUR, Esq.

Appellantsl,
-ag a ins t-

KREINDLER & REIKIN, p. C. , Hon . wALTErl
Nl. SCIIACKI'IAN, T,JOHN DOE" , and "JOIIN ItOE" ,
names f ict.itious , persons intended to be
those who communicated with the Court,
ex parte,

Def end ants-Re sponden L s .

;;il-;;;;;---- -----x
Plaintiff-Appel1ant,

IGEORGE SASSOWER, Esg. and SAM POLUR, Esq.
Appellantsl,

DONAI,D B. RELKIN, Esg., MICHAEf, J.
GERSTEIN, Esq., KREINDLER & RELKIN, P.C.,
CITItsANK, N.A. and JEROME H. BARR, ESg.,
individually and as Executors of the
Wil l of I*,1ilton Kaufman ,

.___-__::::::::::::::r:1::l:: _ _,,
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SI'AIE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER
ss. :

GEORGE SASSOWER, Esg. , f irst being duly sworll ,

deposes, and says:

This affldavit is made in surJrprorL of deponent''s

rnotion (1) respectfully reguesting that Justice Presidinct

1'IIEODORE R. KUPf ERMAN and/or the panel wLtc-r hea rd t.he aLrove

appeals, to respond to deponentrs request clat-e<l Apri-t 10, 19t17;

(21 vacating and reversing said Orders (113 A.D.2d 1038) baserl

upon Sassower v. Sherif f (651 F. Supp. 128 [SDNYJ); antl/or (3)

cleclaring that such affirmed conviction should receive no respect-

in any other tribunal; (4) together wi[]r any otl'rer, further,

and,/or d if f erent rel ief as to t.his Court may seem j ust' and prope I'

in the premises.

1a.onAprill0|lgST,clelloneIlLalorrgwitlr}ris
response to the Supreme Court of the llnited St-al'es (lixhibit rrn rt 

)

respect.f uIIy caused tO be served upon Justice Presid ing 1'llEol)olln

iL. KUPFERMAN the fol towing request:

"Honorable Sir:

1 . Enclosed please f ind my resl)oIlse Lo the rtrle
of the Supreme Courf of the Unitecl StaLr:s wit5 res[)ect
Lo the above disbarment proceeriinq' wlt"I:1n r. c-l 1i'n
entitlement to Brady y.,l'laIylin+ (373 Y:o' B3) niaLerial'
and response to my Unrted*STaEes v. ngur:s 421 U.S. 97)
demands.

-2-



2. Your Honor was ilust ice presid inqpaner that af f irr.ned my three ( 3 ) non-s urrrnary crcontempt convictions, rendered without benefit ofL V!

l::lrdil?.the one vacared in Sassower v. sireriff (Supp. 128).

of the
iminal
trial,
651 F.

3. My few and simple demancis, irr ariclit.ion tcrtny Brady v. Maryland ( supra) iequest, ar e:

1. Individually and on behalf ot_ theCourt, did your Honor know, dL tlre tirne your
Honorrs Court unanimously afJ.irrne<l theconvictions of Mr. Justice alvrru p. KLIiTN andMr. Justice DAVID B. SAXE, thai: I had beendeprived.of my conf rontatiorr ric;lrts, whenthose jurists convicted, sentenceri, artr.l l.rad meincarcerated, without benef it ot_ t_ria1,although there vras no plea of guilty?

2. Did your Honor and his Court, then
and now, have substantial evidence, concLusiveor otherwise, that Kreind-l-er & Relkin, p.C.,
and lts clients, and FELTMAN, KAITRSII & I\lAJOIt,
Esgs. . those in whose f avor suclr cr j.minal
contempt convictions were renclerer-l , [raci t_reen
engaged in the larceny of j ucl icial t.rust
asse ts , perj ury, and corrupt. ion , j ucl ic ial and
off icial?

3. What has Your l]onor or your Ilonorrs
Court done, if anything, concern inq the
information that these crirninal c()nvicLions
are being compound ed for pr ivate
considerations, reaching into sums of hundreds
of Ehousand of do11ars, and with non-cash
considerat lons, reaching into tlre rn i I I ions?

4. Even on an ex parte, irrquest lrasis,
was there a prima f aciEJEEG f or convicrion of
HYMAN RAFFE, SAt'l POLUR, and/or mysel f , jn the
papers before Your Honor, for these
convictions for non-summary cr iminal cont-ernpt?

5. I s there
in my response to the
United States, which
exception to?

any sigrrif icant. f act
Supreme Courrt of bhe

Your uor-rOr takes

-3-



, 6. Is therethat Your Honor canextenslvely publ ishing
and related mat,ters?

any legitinrate reason
advancE for my not
the happenings in rhis

Respectful I y,

cc

b

behal f

pres ent

GEORGE SASSOWER

: Chief Justice, William H. Rehnquist',

: 
'Exhibit 'Bn ls the response cleponent receivecl on

of Jus.tlce Preslding THEODORE R. KUeFIIRMAN, anrt thus rlr j. s

c.

motion. .

Deponent, contends that persons having testimonial
knowledge, have the obligation to voluntarily come forward anci

give relevant'evidencer pirEicularly whenr ds here, it is a. : ,^..

criminal or guasl-crimlnal proceedings (!n1ted -states v. Rryan,

339 U.S. 323,,33t;''.I9 , 390 u.S. 544,551).

d.,, ,, , Durlng deponent's Disciplinary Proceedings,

deponent, was prohibited from subpoening the panel members, artrl
',,"

o t h e r s r,, on.,tner,, 
l,X.rI#-o " 

.o f : s uch conv :L c t i o n s .
, r:,: -, .. - ,' :.li 'r' j, :

2a.i' :i,,'1,:,' 1 Ir-Sespqbtive" of His [Ionorrs and the panel's,,.::,..
bel ief s.las to ttre ._val.Xdity of such trial-1ess convictions, it is

,:

clear that with respecE. to the United States Constitution, tlte

f ederil:1,,'forums ' "r" 
the f inal arbiters on the f ederal':: :: .,'.: :

const itut ion.

-4-



b. In Sassower v. Sheriff (supra), the federal courL

held thal trial-less convictions for nc)n-r;uflunary crirninal
contempt violate the United States Consalaut i<>rr (Arnendlnent vT anrl

XIV).

c. The federal forum also held, sub silenLio, tlrat
since all the state courts in this state recognize<l tl-re necessity
of a trial before a 1awfu1 conviction unr'ic,r Irlc>orn v. Illinois
(39'l U.S. '194), deponent had been deprived of equal prot-ecLion of

Ltre laws.

d. In view of Sassower v. Slrer:iIl' (supr:a) ttre

aforementio.ned convictions (113,A.D.2d 10lB) were ancl are

Lrnconst itutional, and must be vacated .

e. The vacutur of sueh convictions woulrl sirnply

compel the respondents to afford affirmant" a LriaI before a

conviction cold be lawfully imposed.

3. The format of such trial woulC

clemand, a jury, if the collateral ef f ecL would

(Un i ted States v. Craner, 652 F .2d 23 [9 tlr C i r

compel, upon

be "serious"

. t ; !.!e!s--L-:
O'Brlen, 704 P2d 905 [Hawl , af f irming 7A4 P2rl BB3; trisher v.

St.ate, 305 Md. 357 , 504 Azd 6261 .

-5-



4a. The 1aw seems clear

to respect

274, 277 i-
Lumumba,

Llrat srrclr tr
hry any other: t

Iix I.a r- t " 'l'C r ry ,

741 F'.2c1 12., 1

ial-.l ess

ribunal"

12.8 tr. s.

5-',t 6 [ 2cl

convictions .are not entitled
(Winclsor v. McVeigh, 93 U.S.

289 | 307; United States v.

Cir.l)

b.

stated:

b. June 4, 1987,

commence the eighth year

rlissolved.

In nx parte Terry ( supra, aL p. 307 ) t.he Court

"It is undoubtedly a qener-al rr-rLe in a1lactions, whether prosecuted by private 1;arr-ies, or Lry
the government , that is , in c iv i I ancj crirninar ca=es,
that I sentence of a court pronouncecl a<;ainsl_ a party,
without hearing him, or giving him an optr)ortunity to tre
heard, is not a judicial determinatiorr of lris riglrLs,
and is not entltled to respect in any <>ther tribunal'
windsoi v. McVeigh, 93 U.S. 2lq, 277,,.

5a. The sinister purpases behind suclr unconstituLional

convictions are now crystal clear, to wit., L<) conceal tfre

tnassive larceny of judicial trust asseLs, tlre 1-,erjury, ancl tlre

<tf f icial and judicial corruption involvecl wi Ltr respects Lo L. lre

asseLs of PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD. ["Puccini"].

the returtr date r->f t-lris motion, wilI

since Pr.rccini was i t-tvolunLarill'

-6-



C. Despite multiple statutory Jrrov is it>ns mandaL i rlq aIr

"accounLiD9", "a f inal accounting", an "accounLi nrl r:ach at'rd ever)/

year", a verified statemenL of "assetJ' eaclr ancl every yeat-, l]()

accounLing has been rendered, nor a sLaternent- of "assets" f i1r:tl

(Bus. Corp. Law S 1216 [a] , S1207 tAl [3 ] ; 22 NYCl?li 5202 -\2 lel ,

202.s3)

6a. Business Corp. Law S1216, provides:

"Fina1 accounting; not.ice: rLuty----of
a t to r ne y-g e neraffi ar: aTtei .'t ual-irj,'1n9;
ffiarl apply to the court- for: a tinal
settleme,nt of h is accounts and f or an orde r f or
c] istr ibut ion r or , upon notice to hhe at torney-qenera1. ,

For an extension of time, s€ttinq for tlre reasor)s
therefore. If the receiver has not so appl ier.l f ot- a

settlement of his accounts or f or suclr ext-ens ion ol'
time, the attorney-general ol: arly crecliLor
shareholder may apply io.,.n order thal- tlre receiver
strow Cause why 

-an acCOUnting ancl <l ist ri l-rtrt- i<>ll slroul d rtot
be had, and aitar the expiratio. of eighLee. Inonths ft'om
the time the receiver quarif ied, it sha11 he tlre cluty of
the attorney-general t; apply fr:r such orcler on notice
to the receiver."

b. 22 NYCRR 5202.52 ( e ) , 202 '53 prov ir'les :

"Deposit of funcls ily reL-eivers ancl

assigneesn. ,'ReceJvers shall file wiLlr t-lre court. atr

acco-unt ing at least once eacir year IIj!-l
aecountinqs; procedure (a) ApplicaLions l;y Lrusl-ees Ior

I judgments or f i'a.l' orclers itl
trust aCcOunIingS or to terminate trLrsts sirall be by

notice of petiCio.r or order to sltow catlse aft-er tlte
account has ueen filed in the counLy clerk's office."

-7-



. c. Business Corp. Law S1207-(o)(c)(f ) [,rovic]es t]rat
Llre rece iver shall :

'On or before the first rlay of Februaryin each year, for the preceding ca-r-encrar year, anrr aLsuch other times as the court sha11 d irect , t_he receivershall file with the clerk of the court lry wirich he wa.sappointed a verified statement showiirg the asseLsrS:geived, the disposition thereof , the ,roney ,n T;;ilall payments made r specifying the l)ersons to whoni paid
and the purpose of the payments, the arrrourrt neces;sjary Lo
be retained to meet necessary exl)ens€rs and claimsagainst the receiver, and the diitributivr: slrare in ttre
remainder of each person interesLed tl-rer:ein. A copy of
such statement shall be served by the receiver upon the
attorney-general within f ive di:ys af ter tlre f i1inc,1
thereof." Iemphasis suppliedJ .

7a. The manif est purpo,se of Lirese slrarn trial-l es:;

convictions vras to compel HYMAN RAFFE ["1]aIf e" l, sAM p()L,utr, I:i :;r1

["Pol.ur" ] , and your deponent to succumb.

b. It has been exposed and f a il ed s irnply because

<1 e1>onent has f ailed, and ref uses, Lo succurnb t,o extortion an<l

blackmail, employing the "machinery of just ice" for sr:ch unlawIu]

end.

Ba. Raffe paid

surrendered cons lderat ions

b.

scer)e, the d

hundreds of Lhotrsanr'l s of cloIIars,

and was nrtl'worth in tlre milliorrs,

incarcerat-ed, notwithstanding his senLence.

Polur was incarcerated, buL when he left

isciplinary proceedings against- hirtr based upon

conviction, terminaEed.

-B-
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. c. Deponent, has remained fait, ancl consequently he

is repeatedly and unconstitutionally conr4ict-ecl and incarcerate6,
ancl based upon such unlawf ul convictions he lras been cl ist;ar:-re<l -

9a. This Court, noLvrithstanding it_s disposition ()n

t.his application, $rit1 not affect deponent,s eoncluct.

b. Deponentts honesty, integrity, and oLredience c:f

oath of office are simpty not the subjecL of barter ()r'

negotiation.

WHEREFORE, it is respectf uI ly prayed ttrat thi.s

rnotion be granted in all respects . nr'

(.ou LLr-L----
GIIORGhI SASSOWEIi

Sworn to before me this
19th day of Mdy, 1987

.7J.-*-, l-*-- J 
?-*ra^

tTta\^fiQ ri
-' C,,vv.,rgrft.rx

1pr'j \, Cr U{ G -&
erypttuo t/tt/8?
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SI-IPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
---*--x

In the Matter of

GEORGE SASSOWER, EsQ.

_______i:_1:::::lt:-__,

D-611

ia. I, GEORGE SASSOI^'ER, Esq.r do honest lnan, come

before ttris Court and respectfully assert that- I)o man has evel

been adm itted to the bar of this Court more lronest and with niore

integrity than your affirmant.

b.

These are the only virtues I c1aim.

I oppose the present rule which seeks to disbar me

as a nrember of this Court, and respectf ul ty recrr.rest that a MasLer:

be appointed to take testimony, othervrise some of the assertions

conLained herein would strain the outer: l imits r:f credurl ity.

C. My opposition to being disbarred by this Cour:t",

and the personal expense entailed in requestinq a hearinq, 1s not

founfle<i on any personal desire, except that honesty, inteqrity,

ancl obedience to oath of office deserves betLer rewards.

I have been truly honored by a state disbarment2a.

wherein I was deprived of about every fundatnenLal tr:ia1 right,

includipg the right to subpoena witnesses antl documents for Iny

ci e f ense

-i-

lN "/'



b. I,ly right to show that the proceed i ng was

retaliatory in nature, ot that I was being made tLre subjecL of

invidious anci selective prosecution, were also rlenieC.

c. In short, the disciplinary proceeoing not on1 y

lacked due process, in every fundamental respect, they were

irrational, aS will be shown, because t[ere waS a

pre-cletermination to convict.

e. The express hold ing s of tLre llef eree were that. if

t he same charges and evidence were submitted t,<-r Lwenty-f ive (25)

d if f erent. t.ribunals, and the verdict were ottrer Lhan guilty, in

twenty-four (24) of such proceedings afLer fundamentally fair

opporLunities by the prosecutors at their presentmenL, and the

twenty-fifth (25th) tribunal, convict.ed, without any due Frocess

to the aCcuSed, t.he twenty-f our (2A ) v ipd icat ions were

irrelevant, and the twenty-fifth (25th) was concl-usive!

Must rnore be said, except t.o show this Court this

is the case aL hand!

3a. I have been honored bY beinq convict-ed five (5)

critninal contemPt,times in less than one (1 ) year of non-summary

each t inte without benef it of a tria-1 .

h\r.

(3 ) t imes

conv i ct ions

I have been honorgd by heinq incarcerat.ed three

in Iess than one ( 1 ) year, PursuanL to such

-2-



If I should be convicted, Dnder the aforementioned

unconstitutional scenarios one hundred (100) times in the future,
incarcerated each and every time, r sha1l consider that r have

been honored one hundred (100) times more.

d. Four ( 4 ) of such trial-less convicL.ions were f rom

the state forum, three (3) of which were the basis of the

disciplinary complaint against me.

One of such trial-1ess convictions for which I was

disbarred by the state forum was a conviction from the federal

forum.

e. The hand-picked Referee of the Appellate Division,
correctly reported that I had been convicted four (4) times of

non-summary criminal contempt, on which there was no dispute,

except for the validity of such convictions.

These convictions were helrl to be conclusive, not

subject to collateral attack.

Prior to confirmation, Sassower v. Sheriff (651 F.

Supp. 128) was rendered, and only that particular disciplinary
charge was deleted, although each and every other criminal
conviction was constitutionally infirm in the same essential
respect.

-3-



f. I respectfully assert to-this Court

American jurist knows, to wit., dbsent a plea of
person can be convicted of a crime unless Lhere is

after trial . There is no such th inq in crim inal

what every

guilty, no

a verd ict

law as a

conviction without. a trial, absent a plea of guilty.

In every one of the five (5) instances, includinq

the f ecleral conviction, the underlying f acts revea,l , that even on

an ex parte inquest basis, no conviction could be rendered by any

honest. jurist, even without "confrontation rigl-tts".

g. f respectfully assert to this Court, whaL every

federal- j urist knows, includ ing nistrict Judge EUGENE u.

NICKEIISON, Chief Judge WILFRED FEINBERG, Circuit Judge IRVING R.

KAUFMAN, and Circuit Judge THOMAS J. MESKILL, to wit., that

Congress, by the Act of March 2,1831 clearly intended to deprive

every j udge in a court that it createcl of tLre j urisd ictionaf

power to convict for non-summary Criminal contempt, without a

tria1, absent a plea of guilty (Nye v. United St.ates, 313 {.1.S.

33; Ex parte Robinson, '19 Wal1 tB6 U.S.l 505).

-4-



v ictim"

Fixable

States.

Respectfully, r intend; be trury
(Nye v. United States (supra, at p. 461 , in

Forum", and any other judicial forum IN

" the 1ast.

" Fe inberg I s

the United

I challenge any jurist from the Second Circuit or

any other Circuit, including those f accuse of usurping the

limits of their jurisdictional po$rer, to testify before a master

appointed by this Court, that the power to convict, without a

trial, existS, particularly in non-summary criminal contempt

proceed ings

I challenge any jurist from the Second Circuit or

any other Circuit, including those I accuse, to show a master

appointed by this Court, how it would have been possible, even on

an ex parte inguest basis, for your affirmant and his client,
HYMAN RAFFE ["Raffe"], to have been convicted by Judge EUGENE H.

N ICKERSON.

h. I challenge any state or federaL jurist, including

those who convicted tn€r or affirmed such conviction, to testify

before a master appointed by this Court, that the s[ate power to

conv ict me and,/or my cl ient, without benef it of a trial , ex ists

in non-summary criminal contempt cases .(B1oom v. Illinois 391

u.s. 194).
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i. f n each and every instance, t-he convictions

against your affirmant, Rdffe, and SAI,'I POLUR, Esqs. ["Polur"],

were in favor of attorneys who over the years have been engaged

in t.he larceny of judicial trust assets, perjury, extortion, and

corruption, official and judicial.

There is no dispute about such fact, or that they

have strong political and judicial connections.

4a. Dispensation for such criminal convictions is the

payment of monies and/or other cons iderations to these

"se1f-styled, self-annointed, self-appointed, Public

prosecutors". '

b. Thus, dlthough not noted

(supra), there were two (21 Reports of

the other against Raffe, mirrored the

affirmant.

in Sassower v. Sheriff

RefeTCC DONALD DIAMOND,

Report against your

confirmed, nor was Raffe inearcerated under the

Justice ALVIN F. KLEIN either, as was your affi

as part of a single document

-6-
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. d. For the payments of hundreds of thousands of

dolIars, by check, the surrender of valuab*le rights worth in the

mi]1ions, and other consideration to these "judicial indulgence

peddlers", these "self-styled public prosecutors" agreed not to

incarcerate Raf f e, nor to conf irm the ltiamond F.eport, provided

like some robot he continues to give obedience to their requests!

e. I pass no judgment on the actions of Raffe, my

client, in compounding crimes where he is faced with a corrupt

state and federal judiciary.

I do pass j udgment on a j ud iciary which

LransgresseS the limits of their legaf authority in order Lo

advance the criminal adventures of those enqage<1 in larceny of

judicial trust assets.

5a. Once Po1 ur left the scene, the d iscipl inary

proceedings againsL him, based on the trial-1ess conviction of

Mr. Justice ALVIN F. KLEIN, were also effectively terminated.

b. I pass no judgment on Polur either, who must

practice law as a livelihood, as does your affirmant.

-7-



c. Your affirmant chooses to breathe according to his

own honest fashion; he wilI not negotiate on the basis of

" j ud icial indulgencesrr with anyone, no matt.er what. t.he

consequences.

If the conseguences for the refusal to purchase

"judicial indulgencesrr are repeated incarcerations, then

affirmant chooses to be repeatedly incarcerated

If the consequence for the refusal to purchase

"judicial indulgences" is disbarment, then affirmant chooses to

be d isbarred.

If the consequence fo

"judicia] indulgences'r is poverty, and

No. 86 Bkcy 20500, SDNY tHSI ), affi

bankrupcy.

r t.he re f usal to purchase

indeed bankrupcy (Docket

rmant chooses povertY and

This is IJ choice, made wi11ing1y, and without

regret.s.

6a. Repeated Orders have been issued out of the forum

wherein Peter Zenger was aCquitted, directing Lhe Sheriff of

Westchester County to "break into" my premises, "seize all word

processing equipment and sof t In7are", and " invenEory" my

possess ions.

b. My bank assets have been' seized pursuanL to a

"phantom" judgment.

-B-



c. Even my right to "jest" n:= been confiscated, for

when, because of the aforementioned, f stated that I am compelled

to keep my assets in my " non- interest bearir-rq mattress" , I was

meL with an application to have the Sheriff "break into" my

residence and "tear apart" my "non-interest bearing mattress"!

When f testified that the statement was made in

"jest", obviously to make a point, f was accused of perjury.

d. f have every intention of standing firm against

the aforementioned barbarism, the actions of this Court or any

other Court, ve1 non, notwithstanding!

7a. Pursuant to a judgment of $9,300 against Raffe, a

multi-mitlionaire, two hundred (200 ) subpoenas were issued, each

one restraining " twice" the amount of this easily collectible
judgrnent, potentially restraining almost four million dollars
($4,ooo,ooo).

b. When I moved to have declared unconstitutional

CPLR S5222lb], insofar as it permits restraints for "twice" the

amount of a judgment, and such multiple restraints and other

economic in terrorem tactics 1ega11y actionable, Mr. Justice

DAVID B. SAXE, without a triaJ- , convicted, sentenced, and

incarcerated me for non-summary criminal contempt. In addition

thereto, His Honor directed that such trial-less conviction be

forwarded to the disciplinary authorities!

-9-



client for being compelled to succumb because of these

barbaric judicial tactics. Nevertheless, for myset

resist any attempt to deny me access to the courts for
j ud icial rel ief , irrespective of tLie consesuences.

c. Such multiple restraints-can and have created
havoc for Raffe, albeit a multi-mi1lionaire, who thereafter could

not seek relief in the courts for fear that he also would be

incarcerated without a trial, in add ition to having h is
proceed in-o d ism issed r ds was done by Mr. Just ice sAxe, a " harcl

core" corrupt jurist.

d. To repeat, I pass no adverse judgment against my

and other

f , I will

legitimate

Ba. Twenty-s ix (26) days af t.er Raf f e and I were

vindicated by Hon. MARTIN EVANS of non-summary criminal contempt,

the same allegations, charges, and evidence were nade the subject

of a new proceeding.

b. This proceeding, through the intervention of

Administrator XAVIER C. RICCOBONO ["Cc,rruption Incarnate"] was

compel led to be referred to Referee DONALD DIAI\,ONII, who operates

out of a non-public courtroom (see photograph Newsday, November

2,1986), where I and others opposed to his corrupt practices are

specif ica1ly excluded .

C.

proceed in9s,

This proceed ing was only one of rnultiple contempt

simultaneously pending based on the same

allegations, charges, and evidence.

-10-



d. When r orr January 27 , j 986 , the Order of Mr.

Justice LESTER EVENS, the first of three simul-taneous penclinq

proceedings lTas entered, resoun<ling1y vindicating r€r within two

(2) business days thereafter, in the office of Staff Counsel of
the Circuit court of Appeals, r was servecl with four (4) more

contempt proceedings based on the same charges, assertions, and

ev idence.

e- When all seven (7) of substantially simul-taneous

submissions resulted in vindications or verdicts other than
guilty, Mr. Justice rRA GAMMERMANT, without any motion, without
any order to show cause, without any supporting or opposing
papers, without any trial, wit.hout any attempted compliance with
Judiciary Law 5756r or due process, without any anything, except

corruption, His Honor convicted me and imposed eriminal contempt

sanct ions -

f. Thereafter, when I was incarcerated, pursuant to
an order of the Appellate Division (see sassower v. sheriff,
supra), f was made the subject of "double punishment", although

such "double jeopardy" issue was not passed upon hy the Dist.rict

Court in this matter.
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q. In this period of one (1) year of judicial

guilt, about twenty-five

I consider constitutional

resL statutory "doubLe

terrorism, there were results other than

(25) times. About seventeen (17) times

"double jeopardy" triggered, and the
j eopardy" .

h. Where "double jeopardy*' va.l-ues are noL respected,

vindication becomes a curse, rather than a welcome<i blessi ng,

since vindication only leads to more contempt proceeclings, in
geometric fashion.

i. Thus according to the Grievance Committee and the

Appellate ttivision, it is irrel.evant how many times one is

vindicated, it is only the convictions that count, although the

convictions were based on the same charges and evidence as the

v ind icat ions !

to believe the

9a.

Can your affirmant expect this or any other Court

aforementioned, except at a hearing?

PUCC INI CLOTHES, LTD. ["Puccini"], was

invof untarily dissolved on June 4, 'l 980, more than eighty-two

(82) months d9o, its assets becoming custodia legis.

b. llultiple statutes and rules provide for an

accounting, including Bus. Corp. Law S 1 2 1 6 [a] , which mandates, as

a "duty" of the Attorney General to compel an accounting if not

made within eighLeen (18) months.

- 12-



c. No true account ing can be rendered without
revealing the massive Iarceny of judiciat trust assets, the
perjuryr the extortion, the corruption, as long as affirmant has

a tongue affirmant must be silenced, whatever the means,

constitutional, civilizedr or otherwise, is the obvious manifesto

of the judiciary!

d. Af f irmant chooses incarcerat.ion r trdther than

abdicating his professional obligation to "zealously" protect I'ris

clientrs interests, although his client is being held hostaqe;

and will not abandon his professional obligation to report
misconduct (Disc. Rule, 1-103), or compound any crimes.

6 Your affirmant will not permit the courthouse to

become a "judicial inferno", and wilI not permit helpless

constitutional "persons't, to become "judicial fortune cookies",

nor will he have any part of corruption, judicial or otherwise.

10 a. The worst aspect of this situation is omitted from

this recitation, for it must be seen, heard, and documented, by

personal presentment, to be bel ieved.

b. I only reguest of this Court, a fundamentally fair

opportunity to be heard nothing more!

I wish to show this court. that I was denied due

process by the Appellate Division, S€cond Department, simply

because f could not be convicted of anythinq, had I been afforded

a fair trial.
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