UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

X
HAROLD COHEN and DENNIS F. VILELLA, Notice of Motion
Plaintiffs, Docket #88 Civ-0621 [ERK]
-against- Action #1
J. KENNETH LITTMAN, et. el.,
Defendants.
X
GEORGE SASSOWER,
Plaintiff, Docket #88 Civ.1423 [ERK]
-against- Action #2
MATTHEW D. SANSVERIE; DENIS DILLON;
Defendants.
X
“When the Rule 60(b)(4) motion alleges that the underlying judgment is
void because the court lacked personal or subject matter jurisdiction, once the court
decides that the allegations are correct the trial judge has no discretion and must
grant appropriate Rule 60(b) relief.” (Bally v. Balicar, 804 F.2d 398 [7"-1986]).
SIRS:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that upon the annexed affirmation of GEORGE SASSOWER,
Esq., dated February 20. 2015, and upon all the pleadings and proceedings had heretofore herein, the
undersigned will move this Court before U.S. District Court Judge EDWARD R. KORMAN, at the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New York, held at the Courthouse thereof, 225 Cadman Plaza
East, Brooklyn, New York 11201, on the 10nd day of March, 2015, at 9:30 o'clock in the forenoon of that
day, or as soon thereafter as the undersigned may be heard for: (1) a pro forma Order declaring; (a) the
Report of U.S. Magistrate-Judge Allyne R. Ross of July 25, 1988, (b) the Order of U.S. District Court Judge
Edward R. Korman of December 7, 1988 and ( c) the Clerk’s Judgment of December 13, 1988 all, on their
face, to be null & effect, without prejudice to showing additional reasons for their invalidity: (2) mandating
that 4. Gail Prudenti, Chairwoman of the NY State Office of Court Administration, forthwith compel the
filing N.Y. Judiciary Law §35a Statements for the judicial trust assets of the Estate of Eugene Paul Kelly,
deceased (Sur. Suffolk #72P736) and Puccini Clothes, Ltd. (Sup. NY #80-1816); (3) mandating that NY
State Attorney General Eric Schneiderman be mandated to make an immediate “accounting and distribution”
for the assets in Puccini Clothes, Ltd., an involuntary dissolved corporation, pursuant to NY Bus. Corp. Law
§1216, all of the above without prejudice to a self-proclaimed decree for the above relief if a jurist fails to

order same without a lawful explanation.



PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE, that opposing papers, if any, are to be served upon
the undersigned and filed with this Court, at such time as set forth in the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
and Rules of this Court.

PLEASE TAKE STILL FURTHER NOTICE that at the time opposing papers are due, there

shall be served and filed by:

NY State Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman, the authorizations, if any, by the
NY State Attorney General, at N.Y. State cost and expense, for defending New York defendants
“personally”, trial and appellate in: (1) Cohn v. Littman, USDC-EDNY 88Civ0623, Sassower v. Sansverie,
USDC-EDNY 88Civ1423; (2) Sassower v. SignorelliUSDC-EDNY (#77Civ1447; #78Civ124; #84Civ2989
and #86Civ379; (3) USDC-EDNY Raffe v Citibank 84Civ305; (4) USDC, SDNY Raffe v. Doe, 84Civ6272
(619 F. Supp. 891); (5) Vilella v. Santagata, USDC-SDNY #87Civ.1450 and (6) Second Circuit Court of

Appeals, Sassower v. Sheriff 86-2458 (824 F.2d 184 [1987]) and (7) Final Accounting for Puccini Clothes,
Ltd.

N.Y. State Chairwoman A. Gail Prudenti of the Office of Court Administration, the
NY State Judiciary Law §35a Statements for the recipients of Puccini Clothes, Lid. and Eugene Paul Kelly,
deceased, assets..

U.S. Attorney Loretta E. Lynch for the Eastern District of New York, the
authorizations, if any, for any federal attorney defending any federal judge or official, at federal cost and
expense, trial or appellate, in Cohn v. Littman, USDC-EDNY 88Civ0623, Sassower v. Sansverie, USDC-
EDNY 88Civ1423, in their “’personal” capacity.

U.S. Attorney Preet Bharara, for the Southern District of New York, the
authorizations, if any, by any U.S. Attorney of the Southern District of New York, at federal cost & expense
representing the federal defendants, trial and appellate, in Vilella v. Santagata, USDC-SDNY #87Civ.1450.

Dennis M. Brown, Esq.. Suffolk County Attorney, the authorizations, if any, by any
Suffolk County Attorney, defending Suffolk County judges and officials, trial and appellate, in Cohn v.
Littman, USDC-EDNY 88Civ0623, Sassower v. Sansverie, USDC-EDNY 88Civ1423.

Carnell T. Foskey, Esq. Nassau County Attorney, the authorizations, if any, by any
Nassau County Attorney, defending Nassau County and officials or employees, trial and appellate, in Cohn
v. Littman, USDC-EDNY 88Civ0623, Sassower v. Sansve)yiéfUSDC-EDNY 88Civ1423.

/ f

/ /

Dated: White Plains, New York g
February 20, 2015 YM
5EORGE SASSO -

Attorney for plaintiffs,

16 Lake Street,

White Plains, N.Y. 10603
914-949-2169

To: U.S. Attorney Allyne R. Ross, 225 Cadman Plaza East, Brooklyn, New York, 11201
NY State Attorney General Eric T. Schneiderman, The Capitol, Albany, New York 12224-0241
NY State OCA Chairwoman 4. Gail Prudenti, 4 Beaver Street, New York, NY 10004
U.S. Attorney Loretta E. Lynch, 271 Cadman Plaza East, Brooklyn, 11201
U.S. Attorney Preet Bharara 1 St. Andrews Plaza, New York, NY 10007
Dennis M. Brown, Esq., Suffolk Co. Atty, 100 Memorial Hwy., POB 6100, Hauppauge, NY 11788
Carnell T. Foskey, Esq. Nassau County Attorney, 1 West Street, Mineola, NY 11023
Donald F. Schneider, Esq., 90 Broad Street, New York
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

X
HAROLD COHEN and DENNIS F. VILELLA, Moving Affirmation
Plaintiffs, Docket #88 Civ-0621 [ERK]
-against- : Action #1
J. KENNETH LITTMAN, et. el.,
Defendants.
X
GEORGE SASSOWER,
Plaintiff, Docket #88 Civ.1423 [ERK]
-against- Action #2
MATTHEW D. SANSVERIE; DENIS DILLON;
Defendants.
X

GEORGE SASSOWER, Esq., an attorney, in support of
the relief requested in the annexed Notice of Motion, affirms the
following to be true under penalty of perjury.

1. Since, undoubtedly, the “Report & Recommendations” of U.S. Magistrate-Judge Allyne R.
Ross of May 4, 1988 is inundated with Amended XI of the Constitution of the United States/Hans v.
Louisiana (134 U.S. 1 [1890]) lethal “subject matter jurisdictional” infirmities, which the Court , @S a sua sponte
obligation, was compelled to raise, but did not (Pennhurst v. Halderman, 465 U.S. 89, 121 [1984]), the conclusion is
unavoidable that she was “fixed” by U.S. District Court Judge Edward R. Korman, who was confident that the Second
Circuit Court of Appeals had been “fixed”!

2. However, “the public” can more easily comprehend the fundamental proposition that a court appointee
must “account” for his/her stewardship, an obligation that cannot be enjoined, waived or excused since it is entitled to
know if their judges and/or their appointees are “crooks”!

At bar, by their conduct, the response, is in the affirmative!
v

Wherefore, it is requested that relief prayed for herein be granted.

GEORGE SASSOWER

Dated: White Plains, New York
February 20, 2015




