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i Sassower v. Sansverie

5 Civil Proccgure
11 Injunction Barrlnef Lbusive Pro Se
i ’ Litigant ’

An order enforcing an earlier ‘in-

iunction” forcing & pro se litigant. to
il ’ obtain approval from a magistrate pri-
or to filing suit in the Clerk’s office in
the Eastern District of New York was -
‘ -upheld on Sept 11505,
i} The opinion, written per curiam in
Sassower v, Sansvene 89-7051, deter-
il mined that George Sassower, the liti-
‘gant, has "abused thejudicial process’
to hara,s"defendants‘ with vexatious
uuu -fri .JOXO\.I\J_-JUX&S e i added “\”“_
wrxtg in'this’case to’give fair: warning
to appellant that if he continues to
4 . abuse the judicial process by the insti-
It ‘gation of frivolous appeals, an injunc-
; ‘tion 'will issue' directing the 'Clerk of
! _this’ Court to refuse to accept for filing
1¥any ¢ submissions from;hlm, unless he
! | has’ hrst obtamed leav of Court to
i A g mez,such ape‘

~

Lo LRGBS TS
w

i George Sassowe, White Plains, N.Y.,:
b : g : ”f(led a briefion behalf of himself. Felt- ‘
«man, Karesh "Major'& F'arbman, as well | .
i Las’ Kremdler ‘& Relkin, Schneck & Welt- | ¢
i “'man/’and’ 3Howard VM. ‘Bergson, - were
i v'counsel to' some of the defendants.’Oth-'
“ers were, represented by Ronald Turbin,:

Asszstant Attorney General ‘of. the State ‘
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