
BOYCOTT NEW YORK STATE UNTIL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS ARE PROTECTED & ENFORCED 
 
What is judicial immunity? Does it protect the judges for their illegal actions on the bench? 
 
Judges DO NOT have judicial immunity for their criminal actions in violating state or federal penal laws. 
Judicial immunity is ONLY available when a judge is being sued for monetary damages while acting in his 
judicial capacity, Blouin v. Dembitz, C.A.2 (N.Y.) 1973, 489 F.2d 488. Furthermore, judicial immunity does 
not apply when declaratory or injunctive relief is sought, Shepp v. Fremont County, WYO., C.A.10 (Wyo) 
1990, 900 F.2d 1448. 
 
For a judge to act within his judicial capapcity, he must have both subject matter jurisdiction over the 
issues and personal jurisdiction over each party to the proceeding. 
 
State and Federal judges, the NYS Attorney General and the US Attorney General want you to believe 
that judges and prosecutors are above the law for their illegal actions against the litigants that are before 
the court. The judges and attorney generals cover up and protect each other by claiming there is judicial 
immunity or prosecutorial immunity. Further, attorneys who conspire with the judges in illegal actions do 
NOT enjoy immunity. 
 
Matter of Terrance K., 138 Misc.2d 611 (Fam. Ct. 1988): 
 
As a Court of statutory jurisdiction, Family Court has certain inherent constraints, and before it may act in 
accordance with due process, MUST have subject matter jurisdiction as well as personal jurisdiction over 
the parties. 
 
Spurling v. Beach, 93 A.D.2d 306, 463 N.Y.S.2d 293 (3rd Dept. 1983): 
 
Regarding the court's exercise of personal jurisdiction over respondents, three essential requirements 
must be met, to wit: notice, opportunity to be heard and a basis for the exercise thereof. 
 
If the court lacks either subject matter jurisdiction and/or personal jurisdiction there is no immunity for the 
judges illegal actions and the judge can be sued for damages.  
 
The following case law clearly demonstates what judicial immunity and/or what prosecutorial immunity is 
and in what situations it does not apply. In a vast majority of cases in the family court, the judges have lost 
their judicial immunity as the NYS Constitition and  case law have specifically deprived them of any 
jurisdiction to make a ruling. In Kleila v. Kleila, 50 N.Y.2d 277 (1980), the Court of Appeals has specifically 
held that the family court has NO jursidiction to modify or enforce a separation agreement and further 
stated “Moreover, subject matter jurisdiction may not be conferred on the Family Court by the parties to 
the separation agreement”. Also, the NYS Constitition Art. VI §13 specifically states that the matters of 
custody, visitation and support in a Judgment of Divorce must be referred to the family court in order for 
the family court to act. You also need to see Domestice Relatiuons Law §251 for the requirements of a 
referral. Any actions by a family court judge would be illegal concerning a judgment of divorce if the 
statutory proceedures are not followed. 
 
Doe v. County of Lake Indiana, 399 F.Supp 553 (1975) held: 
 
[2-6] Despite its fundamental and efficacious purpose, the doctrine of judicial immunity is not absolute and 
unlimited; it does not immunize every state court judge in every lawsuit. On the contrary, application of the 
doctrine is restricted to its single objective: to protect judicial freedom in the delicate process of deciding 
civil and criminal matters on their merits. Where the initiative and independence of the judiciary will not be 
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effectively impaired, courts have refused to apply the doctrine of judicial immunity. For example, there is 
no official immunity from criminal liability. O'Shea v. Littleton, 414 U.S. 488, 503, 94 S.Ct. 699, 38 L.Ed.2d 
674 (1974). The Supreme Court recognized long ago that a state court judge can be made to answer 
criminally for violating the criminal provisions of the Civil Rights Act. Ex parte Virginia, 100 U.S. 399, 25 
L.Ed. 676 (1879). In addition, federal courts have held that application of the doctrine is restricted to the 
following areas: 
 
1. immunity applies only when the judges are faced with suits involving their judicial as opposed to 
ministerial or administrative duties and 
 
2. immunity applies only when officials are sued for damages. 
 
Schorle v. City of Greenhills, 524 F.Supp. 821, 826, 828 (1981) clearly states Appellant's argument: 
 
[4] . . . It is asserted that any individual charged with a criminal offense has a right to be fairly appraised of 
his constitutional protections and has a right to have the matter heard in a court of proper jurisdiction. The 
ONLY relief available to such an individual arises under the Civil Rights Act. 
 
. . . The thrust of plaintiff's complaint is that he was repeatedly deprived of certain fundamental rights by 
the concerted actions of the officials and employees of the city of Greenhills and by a judge of a court that 
had no jurisdiction to hear the matter. The continuum of incidents inextricably entwined, which culminated 
in the plaintiff's conviction in the Greenhills' Mayor's Court, demonstrates not that he was falsely accused 
or that he was falsely arrested and imprisoned but rather that he suffered injury to rights guaranteed under 
the constitution, - his right to counsel, to be advised of his right to a jury trial, to have the matter heard in a 
court of proper jurisdiction, and not to be sentenced in excess of the permitted penalty. It is not for this 
court to break plaintiff's complaint down into isolated instances, which would, if taken separately, bear 
some token resemblance to various state common law torts. This is because it is the series of events, the 
totality of acts done under color of state law, which have allegedly deprived plaintiff of his rights under the 
constitution. And, it is this continuum of events, for which there is no adequate state relief, that comprises 
a cause of action under § 1983 that is broader than a common law tort. Indeed, Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983 is 
only one example of sweeping legislation enacted by Congress to provide relief to citizens for whom the 
state cannot or will not provide adequate relief. 
 
The deterrence of future abuses of power by persons acting under color of state law is an important 
purpose of this section. City of Newport v. Fact Concerts, Inc., 101 S.Ct. 2748 and that this section was 
enacted particularly to vindicate federal rights against deprivation by state action. Kerr v. U.S. Dist. Court 
for Northern Dist. of California, 511 F.2d 192, 1975. 
 
Gibralter v. City of New York, 612 F.Supp. 125 (D.C.N.Y. 1985): 
 
. . . Government officials may be held liable under § 1983 either for overt acts that are illegal and harmful 
or for a failure to carry out their duties. Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S. 97. 
 
Rankin v. Howard, 633 F.2d 844 (1980), cert. denied 101 S.Ct. 2020. 
 
[1] . . . In Stump v. Sparkman, 435 U.S. 349, 98 S.Ct. 1099, 55 L.Ed.2d 231 (1978), the Supreme Court  
declared that state judges are immune from § 1983 liability for "judicial" acts not taken "in the 'clear 
absence of all jurisdiction.'" Id. at 357, 98 S.Ct. at 1105 (quoting Bradley v. Fisher, 80 U.S. (13 Wall) 335, 
351, 20 L.Ed. 646 (1872)). A state judge who ordered the sterilization of a minor at her mother's request 
was held immune because the order was a judicial act and no state law clearly excluded petitions for 
sterilization from the court's subject matter jurisdiction, (Citation omitted). 
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[10] But when a judge knows that he lacks jurisdiction, or acts on the face of clearly valid state statutes or 
case law expressly depriving him of jurisdiction, JUDICIAL IMMUNITY IS LOST. See Bradley v. Fisher, 80 
U.S. (13 wall.) at 351 ("when the want of jurisdiction is known to the judge, no excuse is permissible"), 
Turner v. Raynes, 611 F.2d. 92, 95 (5th Cir. 1980) (Stump is consistent with the view that "a clearly 
inordinate exercise of unconferred jurisdiction by a judge--one so crass as to establish that he embarked 
on it either knowingly or recklessly--subjects him to personal liability"). 
 
Dykes v. Hoseman, 743 F.2d 1488 (11th Cir. 1984) 
 
[11] It is clear that a judge who acts in the absence of jurisdiction may be held liable for his decisions. ...; 
 
[13] We agree with the Rankin court’s analysis. We point out in addition, that the rational for the limitation 
on judicial immunity when subject matter jurisdiction is lacking applies with equal force when personal 
jurisdiction is lacking. . . .  
 
Maestri v. Jutkofsky, 860 F.2d 50, (2nd Cir. 1988), cert denied 109 S.Ct. 1132. 
 
For a judge to assume authority outside the geographical bounds of his office is the kind of clear judicial 
usurption which cannot be condoned by any grant of immunity. No public policy would be served by 
granting immunity for such arrogant excesses of authority. 
 
Attorneys conspiring with judges 
 
Arment v. Commonwealth Nat. Bank, 505 F.Supp. 911 (E.D.Pa. 1981) holds that where it is alleged that 
the attorney "joined" or "cooperated with" or "conspired with" state officers who acted under color of state 
law, state action will exist. (Citation omitted). 
  
Rankin v. Howard, 633 F.2d 844, 850 (9th Cir 1980): 
 
[13] The Supreme Court resolved the issue in Dennis v. Sparks, --U.S. --, 101 S.Ct. 183 (1980). The court 
held that immune judge's private coconspirators do not enjoy derivative immunity.  
 
[14] It follows that "[p]rivate parties who corruptly conspire with a judge in connection with such conduct 
are . . . acting under color of state law within the meaning of § 1983. Id. at S.Ct. at 187. 
 
Hostrop v. Board of Jr. College, District 515, 523 F.2d 569 (7th Cir. 1975): 
 
The doctrine of civil conspiracy extends liability for a tort, here the deprivation of constitutional  
rights, to persons other than the actual wrongdoer. W. Presser, The Law of Torts § 46 at 293 (4th Ed. 
1971), but it is the acts causing damage to the plaintiff that give rise to liability for damages, not the 
conspiracy itself. 
 
"The damage for recovery may be had in a civil action is not the conspiracy itself by the injury to the 
plaintiff produced by specific overt acts. [Citations omitted.] The charge of conspiracy in a civil action is 
merely the string whereby the plaintiff seeks to tie together those who, acting in concert may be 
responsible for any overt act or acts." (Citation omitted). 
 
Did the attorney conspire with the judge to have you tried, convicted and sent to jail in a closed court or 
deprive you of your constitutional right to a jury trial in family court? See my other “Scoops” that cover 
these issues at www.justice4ny.com 
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Prosecutorial immunity: 
 
Wright v. City of Reno, 533 F.Supp. 58 (D.Nev., 1981)  
 
This is a quasi-judicial immunity.  It requires that the prosecutor's allegedly wrongful acts have been 
committed in the performance of an integral part of the judicial process; as long as the district attorney has 
acted within that scope, or is authorized by law to do the act complained of, he is immune from civil liability 
for those acts.  Sykes v. State of California (Dept. of Motor Vehicles), 497 F.2d 197 (9th Cir. 1974); 
Marlowe v. Coakley, 404 F.2d 75 (9th Cir. 1968) Robichaud v. Ronan, 351 F.2d 533, 536 (9th Cir. 1965) 
 
Moore v. Dormin, 173 Misc.2d 836, 662 N.Y.S.2d 239 (N.Y.Sup., Jul 25, 1997) 
 
In determining the issue of prosecutorial immunity, the Court considers whether the act complained of was 
within the scope of the prosecutor's delegated discretion and whether the position entails making 
decisions of a judicial nature (Arteaga v. State of New York, 72 N.Y.2d 212, 216, 532 N.Y.S.2d 57, 527 
N.E.2d 1194 [1988] ).  A prosecutor, as a quasi-judicial officer, is absolutely immune from damages for 
state law claims for official acts performed in the investigation or prosecution of criminal charges 
(Rodrigues v. City of New York, 193 A.D.2d 79, 87, 602 N.Y.S.2d 337 [1st Dept. 1993] ).  A prosecutor is 
not absolutely immune, however, when knowingly acting in violation of law (Id. at 85-87, 602 N.Y.S.2d 
337). 
 
Rodrigues v. City of New York, 193 A.D.2d 79, 602 N.Y.S.2d 337 (N.Y.A.D. 1 Dept. 1993) (NO. 48053) 
 
[6] Moreover, although a prosecutor is entitled to absolute immunity for those acts "within the scope of his 
duties" (Rudow v. City of New York, 822 F.2d 324, 327 [2d Cir. 1987], quoting Imbler v. Pachtman, supra, 
424 U.S. at 410, 96 S.Ct. at 985), where the prosecutor acts "in the clear absence of all jurisdiction" 
(Rudow at 328) and "without any colorable claim of authority, he loses the absolute immunity he would 
otherwise enjoy."  (Id., quoting Barr v. Abrams, supra, 810 F.2d at 361.) 
 
When an official is acting in knowing violation of law, "he should be made to hesitate."  (Burns v. Reed, 
supra, 500 U.S. 478, ----, 111 S.Ct. 1934, 1944.)   Accordingly, absolute immunity does not protect the 
prosecutor defendants with respect to the state law claims.  
 
The following case law holds that you do not have to exhaust your state court remedies in order to file a 
civil rights lawsuit under §1983. 
 
Parkhurst v. State of Wyo., 641 F.2d 775 (10th Cir.(Wyo.) May 11, 1981) 
 
[1] As to the first two requests for relief, these are clearly challenges to the fact of his confinement  
and are cognizable only by way of Habeas Corpus. Preiser v. Rodriguez, 411 U.S. 475, 500, 93 S.Ct. 
1827, 1841, (1973). Appellant states in his complaint that his direct criminal appeal is presently pending 
before the Wyoming Supreme Court. We thus conclude he has not yet exhausted state remedies 
challenging his conviction as required by § 2254. 
 
[2][3] Appellant's money damage claim seeks a remedy other than release from confinement and is not 
cognizable in a habeas action. But the Supreme Court has held that this difference in remedy between a 
habeas claim and a §1983 claim does not ipso facto preclude their joinder in a single lawsuit. See Wolff v. 
McDonnell, 418 U.S. 539, 554, 94 S.Ct. 2963, 2973 (1974). If the habeas claim happens to fail for lack of 
exhaustion, a claim properly brought under §1983 may nevertheless proceed while exhaustion runs its 
course in state proceedings. 
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It will be documented how the state and federal judes are illegally covering up the illegal actions of former 
Albany County DA Sol Greenberg and his assistant Christopher Horn in illegally prosecuting litigants in 
violation of the law, striping them of their Constitutional and Statutory Rights and knowing that they had no 
authority or jusidiction to prosecute the litigant because of their illegal actions. 
 
 
********************************************************** 
FOOT NOTES 
 
You need to know your rights and how to address these issues in court.  
Justice4NY - Exposing Judicial Corruption & the Violation of Constitutional Rights 
 
NYS Judiciary is a Racketeering Enterprise accourding to the law. Read Scoop 50 and watch my videos on 
corruption. All at www.justice4ny.com   
 
All of the family court’s illegally imprisoned fathers, mothers and children need to be immeidately released 
and those who put them illegally in jail need to be prosecuted in order to give the judiciary any credibility. 
(See, Scoops 01, 02, 05 and 06 www.justice4ny.com) How many more thousands of men, women and 
children are going to be illegally imprisoned by the corrupt family court judges and support 
magistrates before something is done? Tens of thousands of men, women and children have already been 
illegally inprisoned since I started raising the issues of these illegal family court proceedings.  
 
How many litigants in criminal court are going to have their cases fixed by the prosecutors and judges? You 
keep hearing NO one is above the law. The democrats control NYS and Federal Judiciaries in NYS and have 
placed the judges, attorneys and prosecutors above the law by covering-up their illegal actions. Further, they 
use the FBI and state and city police that are controlled by the democrats to threaten and intimidate anyone 
who would try to expose judicial corruption! (Scoop 11 FBI - protecting the democrats and illegal 
imprisonments and Scoop 23 FBI, state & Albany county officials in attempted murder plot. 
https://justice4ny.com/scoops/. 
 
Make no mistake about it, the NYS Court of Appeals judges, Appellate Court judges, family court judges, and 
support magistrates and other state court judges are TERRORISTS and are committing TREASON against 
both the NYS and Federal Constitutions. These family court judges and support magistrates are 
DESTROYING thousands of families each year in the illegal family court proceedings and are also abusing 
children as documented in my scoops and videos. They deprive fathers of their children by refusing to enforce 
the father’s parenting time, they are illegally imprisoning fathers, mothers, our military personal and/or their 
family members and especially children in their closed court proceedings and by illegally depriving them of 
their Federal Constitutional right to a jury trial. Further, make no mistake about it, the judges get their jollies 
out of violating a litigant’s rights, and go home every night laughing their asses off about how they are able 
to destroy litigants and their families because they believe they live on Mount Olympus and no one is going 
to do anything about their illegal actions. 
 
The democrats pit one group against another and make out that if you disagree with them, you have the 
problem. Make no mistake about it, the democrats are using Hitler’s play book as they are facists or socialists 
and Hitler wannbe’s. The democrats are out to destroy our freedoms and want to finish destroying our Military 
that Obama started doing. They want to make the United States a third world country.  
 
NYS U.S. liberal democrat Senators Chuck Schumer and KIrsten Gillibrand are more than willing to shut 
down the US government for children who came to this country illegally than protect the children of NYS. 
They will NOT negotiate with President Trump bcause they do NOT want this issue off the table. They want 
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to use this issue of the children for the 2018 elections. Go to the following to see Schumers response to DACA 
before our President Trump was elected. Hint: You would think that Schumer was Trump. Schumer Then VS 
Now / DACA - https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=hO79uvBwz48 
 
Senators, do you remember the last election in 2016 and what you made the big issue about? 
You are right! Stripping tens of millions of women in the United States of their Constitutional Right to Privacy.  
 
Remember you argued that transgender males should be able to use womens bathrooms or locker rooms 
even if women are showering in them. 
 
Transsgender males have the same body part as other males. Questions that were NEVER asked of the 
Senators: 
 
Senator Schumer why would you want your wife or daughters to share a women’s bathroom, locker room or 
shower with a transgender male or any male? Don’t your wife and daughter’s have a right to privacy? Also, 
Senator Schumer why would your wife and your daughters want to share a bathroom, locker room or shower 
with a transgender male or any unknown male?  Obviously, they would have no problem with this as they 
didn’t speak up about it.  
 
Senator Gillibrand can you tell me why you would want to share a women’s bathroom, locker room or shower 
with a transgender male or any male that is not your husband? Also, your husband has no problem with you 
sharing a bathroom, locker room or shower with a transgender male or any other male than him?  
 
What about my 90 year old mother’s, my girlfriend’s or my daughter’s or grand daughter’s and the tens of 
millions of other women out their constitutional right to privacy? Why should they or any other women be 
placed in such a situation? Why do you two Senators want to take the constitutional right to privacy away 
from tens millions of women in NYS and in this country?  
 
Senators Chuck Schumer and KIrsten Gillibrand please explain why are you willing to protect illegal 
immigrants by shuting down our government over them but you are NOT willing to protect the Constitutional 
and Statutory Rights of the citizens of NYS and the illegal imprisonments as documtented in my Scoops and 
Viodeos at www.justice4ny.com? 
 
The democrats will fight to have illegal aliens stay in this country so that they can vote for the democrats 
even though they are NOT citizens of the United States, yet they will NOT fight to protect our constitutional 
rights. 
 
Why don’t you both (Schumer and Gillibrand) call for a BOYCOTT of New York State until NYS protects our 
State and Federal Constitutional and Statutory Rights and arrests and tries the corrupt State and Federal 
Judges and attorneys who have conspired to deprive the citizens of NYS of their State and Federal 
Constitutional Rights? That’s right, they are mostly liberal democrats. 
 
All states and professional teams need to BOYCOTT NEW YORK STATE!! 
 
I am sure that as liberal democarts you both are thilled and that your fellow democrats are envious that NYS 
illegally imprisons our former and current military personal and/or their family members in illegally closed 
court proceedings and where they are illegally deprived of a relationship with their children and their 
constitutional rights to a public trial, jury trial and court of proper jurisdiction just to start with. The military 
have put their lives on the line for this Country and this is how NYS repays them by stripping them 
and their families of their State and Federal Constitutional and Statutory Rights and of their children? 
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Further, you both shut down our government to protect illegal mirgrant children. Yet, you both allow the 
children brought into family court and put into jail and/or detention to be deprived of their constitutional right 
to a jury trial and the children are in most cases probably given incompetent assistance of counsel. Why are 
childrren allowed to be abused and threatened by the judges, attorneys, law guardians and social workers? 
Why are you Schumer and Gillibrand refusing to proect these abused children? 
 
Video - A Child's Constitutional Right to a Jury Trial in Family Court (4:30)  https://youtu.be/6cHRXJatzD4  
14-year-old girl's essay on brutal abuse and threats by judge, social workers and law guardian (8:53) 
https://youtu.be/3hflopc_qWA 
Psychologist's response to 14-year old - slams court (6:53)   https://youtu.be/ZwE8cnwvnsA 
Court extortion reason - 14-year old girl (11:52)  https://youtu.be/Qf6fRs5DeI8 
Other Custody and abuse by judges (48:40)  https://youtu.be/etQTsLxHNxM 
Child Not learning - alternative school (4:12)  https://youtu.be/5R1MaSdAyoc 
Child on over 20 pills she didn’t need (4:16)   https://youtu.be/ShIMVtV7-6s 
 
I have emailed both Senators Schumer’s and Gillibrand’s offices with my Scoops documenting the illegal 
actions of the NYS Judiciary. I just get a reply that they received it. These Senators and their followers could 
care less about our constitutional and statutory rights. They could care less about our national security or our 
borders where millions of dollars of drugs pass over on a daily basis. They could care less about the defense 
of our country as all they want to spend money on social issues where the money is spent on dulopicate 
agencies doing the same work and does not solve the problems of poverty as the democrats do not want to 
solve this problem. Yet, the two of you with Obama were almost able to destroy our military rediness except 
President Trump got elected and is defending our military. The military fought and continues to fight for our 
constitutional rights only to have you liberal democrats take their and/or family members rights away.  
 
The democrats, such as Senator Chuck Schumer and Senator Kirsten Gillibrand, go after President Trump 
claiming he is un-American and compare him to Hitler while covering up the illegal actions of the NYS 
democrat-controlled judiciary. Make no mistake about it, it is the DEMOCRATS who are the socialists and 
want to emulate Hitler. In my opinion and others, Kaye, a fem-a-Nazis, wanted everyone to stand up and 
salute her and yell Sieg Heil Kaye, Seig Heil Kaye. (Sieg Heil meaning was ‘Hail Victory” was used to call 
Nazis to attention to honor Adolf Hitler). Kaye wanted it to honor herself and the CORRUPT Court of 
Appeals judges for their opposition to the NYS and U.S. Constitutions and their victory in the oppression 
of constitutional and statutory rights of public trials and jury trials and other actions by the corrupt NYS 
Judiciary in having litigants illegally deprived of their children and/or illegally imprisoned in NYS. 
 
Governor Cuomo is more interested in helping people living in Puerto Rico and the illegal immigrants in NYS 
than the citizens of NYS. Why is Cuomo allowing the Judiciary and his prosecutors to violate the rights of the 
citizens of NYS? Cuomo complains about President Trump, but NYS would not be in the position it is 
financially if it wasn’t for the tax and spend liberal democrats and NY being a high tax state. Why is it that all 
of the high tax states are controlled by the democrats? 
 
Where is NYS Attorney General Sneiderman? Again another liberal democrat fighting for the illegal 
immigrants while allowing the judges to violate State and Federal Constitutional and Statutory Rights of the 
citizens of NYS who elected him to office. He is their to protect the corrupt judges, prosecutors and social 
workers and cover-up their illegal actions. 
 
Tell these corrupt judges and support magistrates that they are NOT above the law and you are going to 
exercise every constitutional right you have to have them pay for their crimes. EXERCISE YOUR RIGHT TO 
FREE SPEECH after reading the below cases law in full at the links provided for the full text.  
 
REMEMBER NO VIOLENCE. 
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Call the judges who participate in these illegal family court and criminal proceedings. What about the attorneys 
who do nothing but sell out their clients to the corrupt NYS judiciary. Let them know what you think of them. 
Colorful language is NOT illegal! Remember, they have no problem destroying other people’s families 
including yours. I have documented how the judges abuse children. 
 
Call Judge Kaye’s daughter, Luisa M. Kaye, who is an attorney with Wrobel Markham Schatz Kaye & Fox 
Law Firm, 360 Lexington Avenue, 15th Floor, New York, NY 100170 and Tel.: (212) 421-8100. Look her up 
on her law firm’s website at:  http://wmlawny.com/lawyers/luisa-kaye/ The law firm states she has 
amassed extensive experience in all aspects of commercial litigation, across a broad spectrum of 
subjects, in all types of forums: state and federal trial courts; appellate courts; and arbitral tribunals.  While 
she is thoroughly comfortable litigating any commercial matter, and an even broader range of subjects on 
appeal (including criminal law). How many of her cases and/or her father’s cases did her mother rule on or 
fix for them? Ask her under what authority, as a criminal lawyer, did her mother have to strip the citizens of 
this state of their Federal Constitutional Rights to a public trial, a jury trial, court of proper jurisdiction 
before then are illegally imprisoned and other illegal actions by her mother as documented within my 
“Scoops”? Ask her how many more fathers, mothers and children are going to be illegally imprisoned in 
this state because of her two-bit lying arrogant liberal democrat fem-a-Nazi whore of a mother who refused 
to follow the law that she took an oath of office to support and knowingly destroying thousands of men, 
women and children and their families! (Kaye sounds like a Hitler wannabe to me!!) The article by her law 
firm goes on to state that she is a member of the New York Women’s Bar Association, where she is a co-
chair of the Litigation Committee. Luisa should be able to explain her mother’s actions holding that the 
right to a public trial, a jury trial, a court of proper jurisdiction are NOT substantial rights when one is facing 
imprisonment and I am sure that she supports her mother’s rulings. (See Scoop 32 Judge Kaye - Public & 
jury trials in NY are NOT substantial rights) 
 
Comments on Kaye, my response (13:40) https://youtu.be/tOQQ2Qy1F8Q 
 
Further, the social workers and the law guardians are there to make sure the children are with the mother, 
even though they know in many cases the mother is unfit. Go into family court, oh, I forgot it is illegally 
closed to the public. If you could go into family court, you would see in the vast majority of the cases the 
law guardian sits with the mother and her attorney, Also, in a lot of cases they refuse to even meet with 
the father and only want to hear the mother’s side. I have never heard of a law guardian sitting with the 
father. I have also been told many times after a father gets custody, they tell the mother what to do so she 
can get her children back. I have never heard of a father being told this.  
 
Over the years I have seen many fathers like myself trying to have a relationship with our children only to 
be denied by the mothers. The father’s file violation petitions and their time with their children is reduced 
and NO action is taken against the mother that empowers her even more to interfere with the father’s 
parenting time. The court wants to blame the fathers. I have one ex-military father who hasn’t seen his son 
in a couple of years because the judge refuses to enforce his time with his son. In fact, the judge 
dismissed his petition well over a year ago and last December 2017, the father won his appeal and the 
matter was sent back to the family court judge for further hearings. It is now February, 2018 over a year 
later and he has been unable to get a court date and continues to be deprived of his son. He did drive 
here for a court date, only to be told after he got here it was cancelled. 
 
NO VIOLENCE, but litigants and their familes need to stand up and exercise their Constitutional Right to Free 
Speech. In particular read the full ruling in  People v. Dietze, 75 N.Y.2d 47 by the NYS Court of Appeals 
(https://www.leagle.com/decision/198912275ny2d471118) that states in part: 
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Defendant's words do not, however, fall within the scope of constitutionally proscribable expression, which 
is considerably narrower than that of the statute. Speech is often "abusive" — even vulgar, derisive, and 
provocative — and yet it is still protected under the State and Federal constitutional guarantees of free 
expression unless it is much more than that (see, Lewis v City of New Orleans, 415 U.S. 130, 133-
134; cf., Steinhilber v Alphonse, 68 N.Y.2d 283). Casual conversation may well be "abusive" and intended 
to "annoy"; so, too, may be light-hearted banter or the earnest expression of personal opinion or emotion. 
But unless speech presents a clear and present danger of some serious substantive evil, it may 
neither be forbidden nor penalized (Terminiello v Chicago, 337 U.S. 1, 4-5; see, City of Houston v 
Hill, 482 U.S. 451, 461-462; People v Feiner, 300 N.Y. 391, 402). 
 
People v. Hogan, 172 Misc.2d 279 at: https://www.leagle.com/decision/1997451172misc2d2791409 
 
These two cases are part of a growing trend of charging “domestic violence” defendants with harassment for 
“verbal abuse”. If there is an extant order of protection, a count of criminal contempt is thrown in. … They do 
not involve any threats of physical violence or harm. The defendants are not charged with ... threatening to 
subject another to physical contact. While People v. Dietze, 75 N.Y.2d 47 (1989) characterizes a statement 
by the defendant that she would "beat the crap out of [complainant] some day or night in the street" as not a 
threat, but merely a protected "crude outburst", ..., virtually any threat of physical violence after the issuance 
of an order of protection must be taken seriously. But there are no such threats in either of these cases, either 
express or implied. 
 
The accusatory instruments in the instant cases also fail to allege facts showing that the verbal disputes in 
these cases had no legitimate purpose. While at first blush it is difficult to ascribe any legitimate purpose to 
the use of a swear word, the phrase "no legitimate purpose" cannot be so broadly construed. The registering 
of displeasure with another person is legitimate, protected speech. Indeed, many people seem hardly able to 
speak an English sentence without the use of at least one four letter word. .... a defendant was prosecuted 
for calling her ex-husband about his remitting a support payment check in less than the full amount and for 
using various choice swear words to describe what she thought of the situation. In dismissing the accusatory 
instrument, the court said "The mere fact the defendant in anger or frustration uses colorful language in 
registering her displeasure with actions of the complainant does not render the communication criminal within 
the ambit of the Penal Law." 
 
Yet, everyday fathers are punished for their language by orders of protection. The court keeps postponing 
the matter with the order of protection in place until the father agrees. The judges do not want a trial! This is 
a denial of due process and equal protection of the law. 
 
They do not involve any threats of physical violence or harm. The defendants are not charged with ... 
threatening to subject another to physical contact. While People v. Dietze, 75 N.Y.2d 47 (1989) characterizes 
a statement by the defendant that she would "beat the crap out of [complainant] some day or night in the 
street" as not a threat, but merely a protected "crude outburst", ..., virtually any threat of physical violence 
after the issuance of an order of protection must be taken seriously.  
 
It is the democrats who are leading the charge to deprive us of our constitutional rights to public trials, jury 
trials, courts of proper jurisdictdion, illegally fixing cases to have people illegally imprisoned for demanding 
that their Constitutional and Statutory Rights be enforced and fixing criminal cases for the District Attorneys 
especially in Albany County. 
 
The democarts forced the US giovernment to shut down for illegal immigrants, why don’t Schumer and 
Gillibrand fight for the Constitutional and Statutory Rghts of the citizens who elected them. Because 
democrats are the new Fourth Reich with the FBI as the new Gestapo. Just look at how the FBI protects the 
corrupt democrats like Hillary Clinton who sold out the US uranium to Russia. Obama, Hillary and the FBI 
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and the intelligence communities illegally spying on our President Trump before, during and after the election 
based upon a FAKE dossier paid for by Hillary and the democrats and Hillary conveniently destroying over 
30,000 emails to cover up her illegal actions.  
 
Should the US Government take over control of the NYS Judiciary away from the liberal democrats by 
appointing someone OUTSIDE of the NYS Judiciary to clean it up? The violation of Constitutional Rights 
has to end. NO one should be tried, convicted and sentenced to jail in a closed court proceeding and 
deprived of their constitutional right to a jury trial as well as their other constitutional and statutory rights. (I 
know, Cuomo, Schumer, Gillibrand and Sneiderman will oppose this take over as they SUPPORT the 
violation of Constitution Rights to a public trial, a jury trial and a court of proper jurisdiction and we must 
NOT forget, the oppression of rights forf minors and their illegal imprisonments. Also, Cuomo, Schumer, 
Gillibrabd and Sneiderman will protect illegal aliens in NYS, but will NOT protect the citizens of NY and the 
stripping of their constitutional rights as they believe we have NO rights!) 
 
New York State should be boycotted by all states and professional organizations!! 
 
Justice4NY – Exposing Judicial Corruption & the Violation of Constitutional Rights 
Please donate at my website www.justice4ny.com 
 
Read my searchable book, that ducuments judicial corruption using the NYS and Federal Constritutions, 
statutes and case law for corrup state and Federal courts. Judicial Terrorism an Indictment of the New York 
State and Federal Judiciaries at: https://justice4ny.com/ just scroll down. 
 
Charles E. Collins, III - available for lectures 
(518) 274-0380 
justice4ny@aol.com 
www.justice4ny.com 
Check out my other scoops! This is scoop #30 
Read my book, Judicial Terrorism at:  
Like me on face book. (Charles Collins – American Flag waiving) 
 
 
 
 


