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i  l  for  review
MESI( I  LL c la teci

l imi t inq the
in nrv f i l -ed

Dear Ms. Goldsmith,

la.  I  hereby pet i t ion the j
of  the Order of  Act inq Chief  Judge
December 10, 1990 in the above matter.

b,  Noth i  nq here i  n shou l r l  be
facts or assert ions,  conservat ively
compla int .

2a. The factr : .1 1 ma
compla int  is  c lear,  decis ive
cannot be dismissed by Judge
unadorned statenent that  they

ter iaL,  set  for th in my documented
and uncontrcrverted which s imply

Meski l l  or  any other person, by Lhe
are I tunf  ouni ledrt .

I  matter set  for th in my complaint ,
publ ished opinion, vere not faIse,

concocted, Judge Meski I l  should have
of support  in the Record on AppeaI

rrd ic ia l  col lnc
TIIOMAS J .

construed as
set for th,

b. S ince respons ib le members of  the med i . r  . rnd publ  ic
interests qroups have independent ly invest igated and conf i rmed
the f  acts asserted, the ' runf  ounded I '  s tatement by Juclqe Mesk i  11
appl ies to them as wel l .

3a. I f  the factua
as reci ted in the Judge Prat t
contr  ived, fabr icated and
been able to f incl  a scint i l la

he could not.

b.  Before nunerous tr ibunals and judges, F 'e l tman,
Karesh, Major & Farbman, Esqs.,  have been chal lenged to produce
any evidence, in or out,  of  the Record on Appeal ,  to support  the
Judge Prat t  contr ived assert ions.  In each and every instance,
without except ions,  they could not.

c .  Ne i ther have members of  med ia,  who have exami.ned
the Record,  found any support  for  the Judge Prat t  concocted
statements.



*,

Elaine B. Goldsmith,  Esq.

A Needless
judic ia l  adrnission by the
contrary.

4a.
given by Hyman
mirrored Report
assert  ion?

b.
perSons, on a
f  i rst  magnitude
the conclus ion
such extort ion

January B, l99l

to say,  l " laqistrate Gershon, a f ter  a
Fel tman f  i . rm, f  actual ly f  ourrc l  to the

Are the cancel led checks, annexed to my complaint ,
Raf f  e,  in order not to be incarcerated under , r

by Referee Donald Diamond, also an "unfounded' l

The payment of  vast  suns of  monies to pr ivate
cont inui .nq basis,  is  a cr i rn i .nal  "- l l :omj.nat ion of  t l re
.  Judqe Meski l l " 's  opinion and inact ion compels
of his personal  approval  for  the cont inuat ion of

payments.

Here aqain,  the m.1 t ter  has bectn invest iq.r ted by
nredia arrc l  responsihr le publ . ic  intr l re: ; ts eLCtul- . t t : t ,  arrr- l

response, wi  1 1 not snf  f  i  ce .

I  nact  i  on by the Judic ia l  Counci l .  wi l l  i r resist ib ly
they.elso asserr t  t -o the c- 'onLj .nuat ionconpel  the conclusion that

of  such extort ion payments.

5a. The " f inal-  account inq' t  t t rereafter "approvei l  "  by
Referee DonaId Djamond for the judi .c ia l  t r :ust  assets r : f  F,uccinj
Clothes, Ltd.  d id,  and does, not e:x ist .

b. The entourage of  JucJqe Prat t  unlaufuJ.J-y t l iverted
aI l  of  Puccinirs assets to thenselvr- .s ; rnr ' l  t .ow.rrc ls t f rat-  c--nd
corrupted nenrbers of  the iudic i .ar :y,  state and f  ederal .

turenrbers of  the
t  l - re i l  r t r t  f  ounde-.cf  r l

6. Where I
for  re l ief ,  as st . r ted
process obviousLy does

sl_ttd-j-c i.a I U is*c*9n_d_tlc_!_
inappl icable at  bar.

is  that  g iven the
Mart  in T.  Manton,
vould have resul ted

7a. The charcle that  Judcle Pr. l t t  r rha: ;  eur ployed tr is
jucl ic ia l  exal ted posi t ion to knowinoly advance cr cr j ,nr i r ra l
adventure involv ing bhe larccny of  j r r r l ic j . r . l -  t rust  . rssets,
diversion of  governnlental  assets to pr iv.r te pocl :ets,  cr  i . ru in. :1
extort ion and other r . rcketeer inq cr imes'r  has in no \^/ay l :e:cn
reful-ed by Judge Meski l l .

b. The inescapable logic of

have been trarrecl  f rom access to the courts
by Juclqe Meski11.,  1-he r)ormal adjucl i r :at ion

not ex i  s t  .  C. lonsr?que n t-  1y, I .n-_-_-r_.- .- .  e be-f  . .qg_ -_S !_
(685 F.2cl  ) .?26 t9th Cir : . -1982) is c l - r - ' ; ' r r1y

facts involvecl  in
11's opinion

Ch i c.r l: J ucige
r ' ! rnqonrr . l -  i  r rnas presented )

'e i '4esk
t ter  of

cr  iminal
Jud<;e Mi l " r  a s in i lar  o sk i  I  I


