
The Albany County District Attorney’s office is involved in depriving litigants of their constitutional rights to counsel 
and due process and their statutory right to immunity In a grand jury if they appear and testify without legally waiving 
their right to counsel or if they do no submit a waiver of immunity to the grand jury. The 
#AlbanyCountyDistrictAttorney’s office, in my opinion, and based upon my documentation is involved in case fixing 
with the help of the judges and public defenders and having litigants illegally imprisoned.  
 
www.justice4ny.com for full documentation. Read the “Scoops” & watch the “Videos”. 
 
$5,000 to the first person who can prove in any advertised open forum, where both of us can openly discuss and 
present documentation. You must notify me what the false claim I made is and you must also admit that any claim 
that I made is true that you do not contest in my challenges. Cost of advertising the event to be split 50/50 for the 
display ads. You must address the challenge specified. 
 
The second and third challenges for the $5,000 both come from the same criminal proceeding. A little background on 
my previous arrests for demanding my constitutional rights and trying to expose the corruption in the NYS judiciary. 
In both proceedings the charges were dismissed.  
 
On May 21, 1993, I wrote a letter, after being forced to flee to Florida as I was being denied my constitutional rights 
to a public trial, a jury trail and a court of proper jurisdiction and mailed the letter to both state and federal officials 
including, but not limited to, Governor Mario Cuomo, Attorney General Janet Reno, the #FBI, the news media and 
many others.  
   
The documentation including my letter and supporting documents sent with the letter, the court’s transcript of the 
ruling and other documents mentioned can be found at:  http://justice4ny.com/albany-letter-arrest-1993/  Video at: 
Collins 1st illegal arrest for letter demanding his Constitutional rights be enforced (45:56)  https://youtu.be/Wh7s-
TMjRLY 
 
The news media and politicians claimed that I wrote a threatening letter and I was charged with aggravated 
harassment. One newspapers headline on page 2 was “Bomb threats rattle county”. No charges were brought 
against me in that county. The Capital Police put out wanted poster with the help of the FBI claiming that I was 
despondent and possibly armed with one or more fully automatic weapons. I was later told by a person of rank with 
the New York State Police that this was tantamount to shoot to kill. In the newspaper articles the FBI stated that they 
just wanted to talk to me. When I turned myself in, they didn’t want to talk to me. The FBI ran the other way, 
obviously that didn’t want to discuss my documentation of corruption because they wanted to protect the corrupt 
Democrats. 
 
On the day of the trial was to begin in Albany County, Judge Duncan stated: "I read this and he is listing his own 
opinions. In reading this in conjunction with the second full paragraph on page eight, I do not constitute these threats 
but only as rhetorical questions, and that is what the Court finds. This Court is dismissing this on the merits and on 
the grounds that the charges against Mr. Collins of Section 240.30 of the Penal Law of the State of New York is not a 
crime. He is not charged with a crime, and therefore the information filed, the prosecutor's information filed Against 
him is hereby dismissed." 
 
How can the judge say I was not charged with a crime? I was arrested and arraigned. I was out on bail. 
 
MR. HARRIS: Thank you, your Honor. 
MR. GAYNOR: Please note my exception. 
THE COURT: Your exception is duly noted. Mr. Collins, you have a wonderful writing ability. Don't let it go to waste.  
MR. COLLINS: I don't intend to. 
 
Think about it. Everyone, including the FBI, was after me for over 2 weeks. The judge stated, I had a “wonderful 
writing ability” and specifically stated that I made no threats. The complaint was dismissed on the merits!!! The 
charge was not dismissed because of a technicality. I was acquitted of the charge. This is strike 1 against the corrupt 
Albany County DA Sol Greenberg.  
 
Why wasn’t there an investigation into my allegations concerning the deliberate violation of my, other litigants 
including our veterans and/or family members of veteran’s constitutional rights by the corrupt NYS family court? Why 
didn’t the FBI want to investigate the corruption and illegal imprisonments in NYS? Because the FBI is there to 
protect the Democrats. Just look at Hillary! As a note, after the charge was dismissed. I was greeted by the FBI after 
I came home from a trip from Florida and was specifically told by the FBI agent that I was threatening officials, when I 
asked who I threatened, I was told that they couldn’t tell me that. The agent also told me that he didn’t care about my 
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problems and told me to keep my mouth shut or else. https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ (Item 23 FBI, state & Albany 
county officials in attempted murder plot) Democrat controlled FBI? 
 
In 1995, I set off 2 smoke devices in the parking area of the Empire State Plaza in Albany. All the device did was 
generate smoke, nothing more. In fact, no one knew the devices was even set off until the janitors that evening found 
the 3 smoke devices. I was arrested and charged with criminal anarchy a felony. Criminal anarchy is where a person 
advocates the overthrow of the existing form of government of this state by violence, or (b) with knowledge of its 
contents, he publishes, sells or distributes any document which advocates such violent overthrow. I have done 
neither. This gave the judge a reason to set my bail at $10,000. Corrupt Albany DA Sol Greenberg never pursued 
this charge and it was dismissed. I was also charged with criminal nuisance a class B misdemeanor that was also a 
bogus charge. https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ (Item 34 Judges, public defenders & DA conspire to fix cases) Video at: 
Collins 2nd arrest smoke device & violation of rights by DA & Court (27:53) https://youtu.be/GruzvlVcLaI 

To prove criminal nuisance, it is essential to prove injury as an accomplished fact. State v. Wright Hepburn Webster 
Gallery, Limited, 1970, 414 N.Y.S.2d 661. Where was the injury? No one even knew I set off the smoke devices, so 
how was anyone injured? Further, there was no injury alleged in the criminal complaint.  

I had two “so-called” public defenders, George Mehm and Tricia DeAnelis who refused to even discuss my case with 
me and refused to do any discovery on my behalf. When Judge Herrick set my trial date, he stated that it was going 
to be a non-jury trial. I objected, stating I believed I was entitled to a jury trial. Herrick went off the bench and came 
back a few minutes later and stated that he checked the law and that I was not entitled to a jury trial. Both of my 
public defenders just sat there. The next day I received a letter from Judge Herrick stating that I was entitled to a jury 
trial. We have a judge, 2 public defenders and the assistant district attorney not knowing that I was entitled to a jury 
trial? Do you believe this? Was this a conspiracy to deprive me of right to a jury trial? The law is very simple: 

Pursuant to Criminal Procedure Law §340.40 Modes of Trial subd. 2 states: In any local criminal court a defendant 
who has entered a plea of not guilty to an information which charges a misdemeanor must be accorded a jury trial, 
....  

This means anyone who is charged with any misdemeanor, A or B, is entitled to a jury trial except in New York City 
where only A misdemeanors are entitled to jury trials. (This is a difficult concept to understand for our corrupt judges 
and district attorney and public defenders who support the DA’s office. How hard was this for Judge Herrick to look 
up and come back into the courtroom and tell me I was not entitled to a jury trial? Was Herrick lying in order to 
prevent me from getting a jury trial?)  

After my so-called public defenders continued to refuse to talk to me and based upon the fact they were refusing to 
do any discovery on my behalf and that they didn’t even know I was entitled to a jury trial, I made a motion to have 
them replaced. Judge Herrick ruled I could NOT make a motion to the court to have my “so-called” public defenders 
replaced and that the public defender’s office had to make the motion. Of course, Mehm claimed I was the one 
refusing to co-operate with them. I got a new attorney, he did discovery and all of sudden Judge Herrick ruled that I 
was denied a speedy trial and the charge was dismissed over my objections that were reported in the Times Union in 
an Article titled Defendant insists on his day in court – Prosecutor want to dismiss charges, but a Brunswick man is 
willing to risk jail. (https://justice4ny.com/albany-smoke-proceeding-1995-2/ (Item 37 News art day in court 3/2/97)  
Herrick knew DA Greenberg had no case! The charges should have been dismissed on the merits of the case and 
not because of the lack of a speedy trial that was a bogus dismissal. Cover-up of illegal Democrat actions. 

Can you imagine that Judge Herrick, George Mehm, Tricia DeAnelis and ADA didn’t know that I was entitled to a jury 
trial? They are in court almost every day concerning criminal matters. How many litigants have been railroaded by 
these corrupt Albany County officials? How many litigants are illegally in jail because the Albany County Public 
Defender’s Office refuses to do any discovery or even talk to their clients. Think about this. Judge Herrick is the new 
head of the Public Defender’s office. Do you really think he is there to protect the rights of those accused of a crime, 
or is he there to help the Albany DA get convictions?  

This was strike 2 for the corrupt Albany County District Attorney Sol Greenberg.  

On January 26, 1998, I sprayed the NYS Court of Appeals building with liquid chicken manure. Certainly, the Court of 
Appeals is a chicken sh— court as it is the most corrupt court in the United States as the court refuses to protect 
constitutional rights to a public trial, a jury trial, a court of proper jurisdiction just to name a few and illegally deprives 
litigants of their NYS Constitutional right to appeal to the Court of Appeals when the only issues on appeal are the 
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constitutionality of state statutes. As stated before, all of these corrupt judges were appointed by liberal democrat 
Mario Cuomo (Scoop 51 Court of Appeals Judges). Who are these judges to strip us of our constitutional and 
statutory rights? Why are they above the law? 

After I was arrested, my constitutional and statutory rights were violated by the Albany County court system and 
further violated by the Appellate Court and the Court of Appeals. Certainly, they could not allow the corrupt Albany 
County DA Sol Greenberg to have strike 3. 

The second and third challenges below deal with 2 issues with the same criminal proceeding. Another issue is that 
Judge Lamont based the definition of the word “damage” on a dictionary definition instead of case law as required by 
law. This is called due process in NYS. All documents in this proceeding and the appellate court appeal can be found 
at: https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/  

SECOND CHALLENGE:  
 
(Scoops 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44 and 45 at:  https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ ) 
Documents at https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/  
 
Judge Rosen and the appellate court ruled that I legally waived my right to counsel before the grand jury. In order for 
me to have waived my right to counsel, I must have counsel present. Further, there is other information that I am 
required to be given by the judge in order to waive my right to counsel. An assistant district attorney has NO authority 
to have a litigant waive their right to counsel. As the transcripts will demonstrate: I NEVER asked to waive my right to 
counsel, I NEVER stated I was waiving my right to counsel, I was NEVER informed that I was waiving my right to 
counsel and I was NEVER informed that I had waived my right to counsel. Therefore, how could I knowingly and 
intelligently waive my right to counsel? I couldn’t! 
 
On January 26, 1998, I sprayed the New York State Court of Appeals building in order to expose judicial corruption. I 
have never denied spraying the Court of Appeals building. Under the law, I was NOT guilty of the charge of criminal 
mischief in the 2nd degree. Judge Lamont used a definition of “damage” from the dictionary and not from case law 
that clearly held that my actions would not constitute criminal mischief and Judge Herrick, Rosen and ADA 
Christopher Horn conspired to deprive me of my Constitutional right to counsel at all stages of the criminal 
proceeding and to strip me of my statutory right to immunity as documented in Scoops 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44 and 45. 
The Scoops with links to the transcripts will show that I was NEVER asked if I wanted to waive my right to counsel, I 
NEVER requested to waive my right to counsel, I NEVER stated that I was waiving my right to counsel and I was 
NEVER informed that I had waived my right to counsel. How was my waiving of my right counsel knowing and 
intelligently made as claimed by the appellate court? Further, Judge Herrick and ADA Horn NEVER informed me of 
my rights as required by Criminal Procedure Law (CPL) §180.10 and other information as required as documented in 
Scoop 38 such as CPL §180.10 (5) … A defendant who proceeds at the arraignment without counsel DOES NOT 
waive his right to counsel, and the court must inform him that he continues to have such right as well as all the rights 
specified in subdivision three which are necessary to effectuate it, and that he may exercise such rights at any stage 
of the action.”. I was NOT informed of this by Herrick or any of the information required by Matter of Lawrence S., 29 
N.Y.2d 206, (1971) and/or People v. Chapman, 69 N.Y.2d 497 and/or Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806! 

 
I next appeared before the grand jury (Scoop 39) documenting that I was entitled to transactional immunity because I 
NEVER legally waived my right to counsel before the grand jury. I will give $5,000 to anyone if you can demonstrate 
how I legally waived my right to counsel and where I submitted the waiver of immunity to the court. In doing so, you 
have to address the issues raised in Scoop 39 that include that there in nothing in the transcript that I submitted the 
waiver of immunity to the grand jury and the fact that before Judge Rosen (Scoop 41), Horn stated to the court that 
the last time he saw the waiver of immunity was in my possession. This clearly documents that I never submitted the 
waiver of immunity to the grand jury as it was in my possession as stated by ADA Horn. Further, you must document 
where I was informed of my rights as required by state statute and case law as documented below. 

People V. Gonzales, 75 N.Y.2d 938, 555 N.Y.S.2d 681, (Court of Appeals N.Y. 1990)  

Defendant's right to counsel had attached at his arraignment, and any statement he made was inadmissible unless 
he had waived his right to counsel IN THE PRESENCE OF COUNSEL. 

People V. Wilson, 219 A.D.2d 164, 641 N.Y.S.2d 846 (2nd Dept. 1996)  
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Similarly, because here the defendant's right to counsel had indelibly attached, no uncounseled waiver of counsel 
was permissible. (I did not have counsel before Herrick or Horn as documented by the transcripts.) 

That in order for a defendant to waive his right to counsel, he must be informed of certain information. Matter of 
Lawrence S., 29 N.Y.2d 206, 325 N.Y.S.2d 921 (1971) 
 
 . . . To be valid', the Supreme Court declared in the Von Moltke case (332 U.S. 708, 724 68 S.Ct. 316, 323, Supra), 
'such waiver must be made with an apprehension of the nature of the charges, the statutory offenses included within 
them, the range of allowable punishments thereunder, possible defenses to the charges and circumstances in 
mitigation thereof, and all other facts essential to a broad understanding of the whole matter.' (I was not informed of 
this information by Herrick or Horn.) 
 
People v. Chapman, 69 N.Y.2d 497, Faretta v. California, 422 U.S. 806. While a defendant need not have the skill 
and experience of a lawyer in order to affect such a waiver, he MUST be made aware of the advantages and 
disadvantages of proceeding without counsel. (I was not informed of this information by Herrick or Horn.) 

People V, Samuels, 49 N.Y.2d 218, 424 N.Y.S.2d 892  

The defendant is entitled to counsel at all critical stages of the criminal prosecution, People V. Settles, 46 N.Y.2d 
154, 165. The right to counsel attaches, of course, once the criminal action has been commenced. 

The transcript of grand Jury states: 
 

Would you please state your name and occupation for the court, sir? 
A My name is Charles E. Collins, III, and I'm a paralegal. 
Q Excuse me, could you keep your voice up?  
A I'm a part-time paralegal. 
Q And you are aware that the Grand Jury of Albany County is investigating an incident which occurred on 
January 26th, 1998, at the Court of Appeals located at 20 Eagle Street in the city of Albany, county of Albany, state 
of New York, is that correct?  
A What date did you say? 
Q January 26th.  
A That's correct.  
Q And you have decided to proceed here pro se, as your own attorney, correct?  
A That's correct.  
Q And you are aware that under CPL Section 190.52 you have a right to have an attorney present in the room 
with you during this proceeding, if you so desire, and if you are unable to afford one will be provided for you free of 
charge, is that correct?  
A That's correct.  
Q Okay. Now, you were charged with certain offenses related to this incident in Albany Police Court, in 
connection with this incident, is that correct? 
 
Where was counsel as required by law for me to waive my right to counsel? Where is the judicial inquiry for me to 
waive my right to counsel? Where is the judge doing the inquiry as it is called a judicial inquiry? Horn had NO 
authority to have me waive my right to counsel as he is NOT a judge! Further, under the law, I cannot waive my right 
to counsel without counsel being present. It was incumbent upon Horn and Herrick to provide me with counsel!! 
Where was I informed of the information required by CPL 180.10 and the information required by the above cases? 
Again, I was NEVER asked if I wanted to waive my right to counsel, I NEVER requested to waive my right to counsel, 
I NEVER stated that I was waiving my right to counsel and I was NEVER informed that I had waived my right to 
counsel. I could NOT knowingly and intelligently waive my right to counsel if the issue was NEVER addressed and I 
was never informed of the advantages and disadvantages of proceeding without counsel. The law does not give any 
exceptions to these requirements.  

 
The Appellate Court on November 29, 2001 288 A.D.2d 756 (2001) ruled: 
https://www.leagle.com/decision/20011044288ad2d7561205  
 
Second, defendant invoked his right to testify before the Grand Jury (see, CPL 190.50 [5]), acting pro se, and the 
Grand Jury minutes reflect that prior to testifying, defendant was apprised of his right to counsel (CPL 190.52 [1]), 
expressly waived that right under oath and, after the waiver of immunity was explained, defendant reviewed and then 
executed a written waiver of immunity (CPL 190.45 [1]) and then swore to it before the Grand Jury (CPL 190.45 
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[2]; see, People v Stewart, 92 N.Y.2d 965). Defendant's contentions to the contrary notwithstanding, the evidence 
submitted at the hearing before County Court, including the Grand Jury minutes, established that defendant 
effectively waived his right to counsel (CPL 190.52 [1]) and executed a valid waiver of immunity (CPL 190.40 [2] [a]; 
190.45 [1], [2]), which was submitted to the Grand Jury (CPL 190.50 [5] [b]).  

 
Proceeding before Judge Larry Rosen (Scoop 41) on my motion to dismiss based upon I did not have counsel 
present, I never waived my right to counsel and I never submitted the waiver of immunity to the grand jury as 
required by CPL § 190.50(5)(b), (c). 

 
During this first hearing on May 8, 1998, Judge Rosen made sure I had public defender for counsel. My “so-called” 
public defender, Eugene Divine, was upset that I filed a motion to have the matter dismissed documenting the 
violation of my rights. I only had 5 days to make the motion. If I waited for the public defender’s office, my motions 
would not have been timely. Who was Divine representing? The DA or me? 
 
Judge Herrick and ADA Horn did not comply with Criminal Procedure Law (CPL) §180.10: 
https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ (Items 06 Arraignment 1/26/98 Herrick, 08 Herrick Transcript Hearing 
2/3/98 and 13 Collins Grand Jury testimony 4/28/96) 
 
(1) Upon the defendant’s arraignment before a local criminal court upon a felony complaint, the court must 
immediately inform him, or cause him to be informed in its presence, of the charge or charges against him and that 
the primary purpose of the proceedings upon such felony complaint is to be determined whether the defendant is to 
be held for the action of the Grand Jury with respect to the charges contained therein. The court must furnish the 
defendant with a copy of the felony complaint.  

 
FACT: Judge Herrick failed to inform me that the primary purpose of the proceedings upon felony complaint was to 
determine whether I should be held for the action of a Grand Jury with respect to the felony charge.  
 
(2) The defendant has a right to a prompt hearing upon the issue of whether there is sufficient evidence to warrant 
the court holding him for the action of a Grand Jury, but he may waive such right. 
 
FACT: Judge Herrick did not inform me of my right to a prompt hearing upon the issue of whether there is sufficient 
evidence to warrant the court in holding me for the action of a Grand Jury, but I may waive such right. 
 
(3) The defendant has a right to the aid of counsel at the arraignment and at every subsequent stage of the action, 
and, if he appears upon such arraignment without counsel, has the following rights: 
 
(a) To an adjournment for the purpose of obtaining counsel; and 
 
(b) To communicate, free of charge, by letter or by telephone, for the purpose of obtaining counsel and informing 
a relative or friend that he has been charged with an offense; and 
 
(c) To have counsel assigned by the court in any case where he is financially unable to obtain the same. 
 
FACT: Judge Herrick did not inform me that I had “a right to the aid of counsel at every subsequent stage of the 
action, ...”. 
 
(4) The court MUST inform the defendant of all rights specified in subdivisions two and three. The court MUST 
accord the defendant opportunity to exercise such rights and MUST ITSELF take such affirmative action as is 
necessary to effectuate them. 
 
FACT: Judge Herrick DID NOT take any affirmative action once I stated that I “preferred” not to have the public 
defender’s office represent me. He gave me no other alternative nor did he take any other action concerning 
representation. Judge Herrick was fully aware of the incompetency of the Mehm, DeAngelis and the public 
defender’s office as the issue was before him and he refused to allow me to file a motion to have them removed as 
my attorneys in a previous proceeding (See Scoop 34 Judges, Public Defenders & Albany DA conspire fix cases.) 
 
(5) “If the defendant desires to proceed without the aid of counsel, the court must permit him to do so if it is satisfied 
that he made such decision with knowledge of the significance thereof, but if it is not so satisfied it may not proceed 
until the defendant is provided with counsel, either of his own choosing or by assignment.  A defendant who 
proceeds at the arraignment without counsel DOES NOT waive his right to counsel, and the court must inform him 
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that he continues to have such right as well as all the rights specified in subdivision three which are necessary to 
effectuate it, and that he may exercise such rights at any stage of the action.” 

 
FACT: Judge Herrick DID NOT inform me that a person who proceeds at arraignment without counsel DOES NOT 
waive his right to counsel and that I continue to have my right to counsel. 
 
NOTICE: Under the Criminal procedure law there are no exceptions to the above requirements, not even if you are 
an attorney. Even attorneys brought before the court MUST be informed of this information.  
 
In order for me to have waived my right to counsel before Judge Herrick, Herrick was required to inform me of certain 
information that he failed to do. People think that just because a judge states “you have the right to counsel and if 
you cannot afford counsel, counsel will be provided” is sufficient notice. The courts have held that this is NOT 
sufficient, and you MUST BE PROVIDED with certain information as documented in part above and below, in order 
to make a KNOWINGLY and INTELLIGENT decision about waiving your right to counsel. 
 
In order to get the $5,000, you must document where I was provided with the required information documented 
above as claimed by the appellate court.  Explain how Judge Herrick and ADA Horn complied with the law in having 
me waive my right to counsel when I never stated I wanted to waive my right to counsel, never stated I was waiving 
my right to counsel and I was never informed that I was waiving my right to counsel or that I had waived my right to 
counsel. You must also explain how I legally waived my right to counsel if the above court rulings and state statutes 
above were not complied with. If you cannot do so, you have proved that I was illegally deprived of my right to 
counsel and that I was entitled to judicial immunity and was illegally imprisoned as documented in my scoops and 
court documents. Why are these judges and prosecutors above the law? This is the democrats stripping litigants of 
their constitutional and statutory rights. They are the new itlers! https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ (Items 06 
Arraignment 1/26/98 Herrick, 08 Herrick Transcript Hearing 2/3/98 and 13 Collins Grand Jury testimony 4/28/96)  
 
The above clearly shows that the Albany District Attorney’s office cannot win a case unless they are allowed to 
violate a litigant’s constitutional right to counsel and it is fixed and/or covered up for them by the judges. How many 
litigants have been illegally imprisoned in the corrupt Albany County court system? Probably thousands! 
 
THIRD CHALLENGE  
 
(Scoops 38, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44 and 45 at:  https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ and documents at:  
https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ ) (Items 13 Collins grand Jury testimony 4/28/98, 16 Collins Motion to 
Suppress 4/30/98, 17 Amended motion to suppress 5/1/98, 26 Hearing 5/22/98 Rosen, 31 Suppression Hearing 
2/3/99 Rosen, 32 Sup Hear cont 3/3/99, 33 Questions 4 Judge Herrick sup hearing attorney refused to ask and 33 
Rosen Dec & Order 5/19/99) (Appellate court order at: https://www.leagle.com/decision/20011044288ad2d7561205 ) 
 
Judge Rosen and the Appellate Court ruled and that I submitted my alleged waiver of immunity to the grand jury. 
(Scoops 41 & 45 at: https://justice4ny.com/scoops/) 
 
The Appellate Court on November 29, 2001 288 A.D.2d 756 (2001) ruled: 
https://www.leagle.com/decision/20011044288ad2d7561205  
 
… Defendant's contentions to the contrary notwithstanding, the evidence submitted at the hearing before County 
Court, including the Grand Jury minutes, established that defendant effectively waived his right to counsel (CPL 
190.52 [1]) and executed a valid waiver of immunity (CPL 190.40 [2] [a]; 190.45 [1], [2]), which was submitted to the 
Grand Jury (CPL 190.50 [5] [b]).  (When and where was it submitted to the grand jury?) 
 
The following was stated in court before Judge Rosen on page 79 at https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ 
(Item 32 Sup Hear Cont. 3/3/99) 

MR. HORN: The final exhibit I have I previously discussed with Mr. Neidl so that I didn't have to have the grand jury 
stenographer come in and testify is a copy of the standard Albany County waiver of immunity form unsigned by the 
defendant but it's a photocopy of the blank that was used in this case. 

THE COURT: That will be People's nine. We'll mark it. Mr. Neidl? 

MR. NEIDL: Judge, I'll acknowledge it's a standard form of the district attorney's office but I certainly am not going to 
stipulate that it's an exact duplicate of what my client signed. 
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THE COURT: With those factors I'm going to allow the People to introduce that as People's 9 in evidence with a 
conditional objection by the defense to be noted.  

(People's Exhibit No. nine was received and marked in evidence.) This document should NEVER have been 
admitted into evidence as I NEVER signed it.  The following was stated in Court on  

MR. NEIDL: Just for the record, I think it should be on the record. Judge. I have requested and we've had 
conversation, me and the prosecutor about this issue but I just want to put in the record, I would like to inquire where 
is the original waiver allegedly signed by my client and have the district attorney tell the Court. Either that or he is 
going to have to testify but I think he can just tell the Court it's missing.  

THE COURT: He's an officer of this Court. Yes, Mr. Horn. 

MR. HORN: Your Honor the last time I saw the signed copy of that it was in the possession of Mr. Collins in the 
grand jury. After that I don't know what happened to it. When we were collecting the evidence in grand jury at the end 
of the proceeding it simply wasn't present. It is my recollection that he actually executed two of those waivers with 
one copy being provided to Mr. Collins. And I would also ask if that is currently in his possession that a copy of it be 
given to the People.  

Horn has just admitted that I NEVER submitted the alleged waiver of immunity to the grand jury as he specifically 
stated: “the last time I saw the signed copy of that it was in the possession of Mr. Collins in the grand jury.” If it was in 
my possession, how and where did I submit it to the grand jury? The grand jury transcript clearly documents that I 
signed something called a waiver of immunity, but it does not document that I submitted the waiver of immunity to the 
grand jury. Read the grand jury transcript at: https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ (Item 13 Collins grand Jury 
Testimony) 

CPL § 190.50(5)(b), (c) states: 
 
(b)  . . . Upon appearing at such time and place, and upon signing AND submitting to the Grand Jury a waiver of 
immunity pursuant to section 190.45, such person must be permitted to testify before the Grand Jury and to give any 
relevant and competent evidence concerning the case under consideration.  Upon giving such evidence, he is 
subject to examination by the people. 
 
(c) Any indictment or direction to file a prosecutor's information obtained or filed in violation of the provisions of 
paragraph (a) or (b) is invalid and, upon a motion made pursuant to section 170.50 or section 210.20, must be 
dismissed;  provided that a motion based upon such ground must be made not more than five days after the 
defendant has been arraigned upon the indictment or, as the case may be, upon the prosecutor's information 
resulting from the Grand Jury's direction to file the same. 
 
The signing and submitting are two separate and distinct acts that are required to be done in order for a defendant to 
have waived his right to immunity.  

 
To get the $5,000, you need to document where I submitted the alleged waiver of immunity to the grand jury as 
required by state statute. You must also address the fact that 1) the grand jury transcript documents that I signed an 
alleged waiver of immunity, but, there is no statement that I submitted the alleged waiver of immunity to the grand 
jury and 2) that ADA Horn, stated before Rosen “Your Honor, the last time I saw the signed copy of that it was in the 
possession of Mr. Collins in the grand jury.”  
 
$5,000 to the first person who can prove in any advertised open forum, where both of us can openly discuss and 
present documentation. You must notify me what the false claim I made is and you must also admit that any claim 
that I made is true that you do not contest in my challenges. Cost of advertising the event to be split 50/50 for the 
display ad. (https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ Scoop 56 for Challenges and rules.) 
 
That during the hearing, Judge Herrick took the stand. The following are the questions that my attorney Neidl failed to 
ask Judge Herrick. Oh, I forgot, Neidl failed to inform me that he was Sol Greenberg’s assistant in the Albany DA’s 
office and he also worked in the Attorney General’s office with Eliot Spitzer. Who was he protecting, me or them? 
Questions at https://justice4ny.com/collins-chicken-1998/ (Item 33 Questions 4 Jud Herrick sup hear attorney refused 
to ask) 
 
Why are these judges above the law and allowed to commit a felony? 
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§175.40 Issuing a false certificate. 
 A person is guilty of issuing a false certificate when, being a public servant authorized by law to make or issue 
official certificates or other official written instruments, and with intent to defraud, deceive or injure another person, he 
issues such an instrument, or makes the same with intent that it be issued, knowing that it contains a false statement 
or false information. Issuing a false certificate is a class E felony. 
 
That if you are charged with a crime in Albany County, you need to protect your constitutional and statutory rights 
that the Albany County Public Defender’s office will NOT and will REFUSE to do. You can use my Notice of Motion 
and Affidavit as a guide. Demand, preferably in writing, that your “so-called” public defender does discovery and you 
want to see the discovery when it comes in. Call the public defender and ask to set up a time to discuss your case 
including, but not limited to, your defenses and what his legal arguments will be and go over the discovery with your 
public defender. Go over your witness list, also the witness list of the DA’s office. If they refuse to discuss your case 
with you and/or refuse to do discovery on your behalf, make a motion to the court documenting everything. Keep 
track of dates and times you tried to contact your public defender. Read my motion and Affidavit at 
https://justice4ny.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/14-Collins-NOMAffidavitExhibits-12996-1.pdf (Item 14 - Collins 
NOM + Affidavit + Exhibits 1/29/96) also see (item 24 my demand to produce 7/2/96) shows what your attorney 
should be demanding from the DA’s office so you can prepare your case.) Make sure you document your case as I 
did with letters to the public defender, the public defender’s office and the judge that also at the above website. 
 
If you are for striping the men, women, children, veterans and/or their families of their State and Federal 
Constitutional rights, vote Democrat. Having judges like the ones above is supporting terrorism and treason against 
both the NYS and United States Constitutions. Remember these judges are supported by #Cuomo, ## Gillibrand all 
socialists who believe that the government is everything and you have no rights except those the government allows 
you to have. 
 
If you want to protect our Constitutional and Statutory Rights, our children, our veterans and their family 
members vote Republican. 
 
I have four challenges that I am willing to pay $5,000 to the first person who can provide the documents that would 
support the rulings of the corrupt NYS judges. The judges have falsely stated the proof is there. If you can’t find the 
proof, you have just proved how corrupt the NYS Court of Appeals and judiciary is. All documentation can be found 
on my website www.justice4ny.com. For the challenges and rules go to https://justice4ny.com/scoops Scoops 55, 56 
& 57. 
 
Remember: When democrats and liberals don’t get what they want, what do they do? They protest, they riot, they 
loot, they harass people, get in their faces no matter where they are. The democrat targets cannot even eat dinner 
out in peace and quiet. It was Obama and Maxine Waters who told them to do this! The elected democrats like 
Cuomo, Schumer and Gillibrand refuse to state that this has to stop because they want it to continue. (Questions: 
There were riots, looting and burning of businesses and homes in Ferguson & Baltimore and people were caught on 
camera rioting, looting, burning businesses and homes. How many of these people caught on camera were arrested 
and prosecuted for their illegal actions? Did any of them get substantial jail time? Did the democrats who control 
those cities look the other way?) The democrats support this behavior and by voting for a democrat you are also 
supporting this behavior. Is this what you really want?  
 
The democrats DO NOT believe in free speech. When conservatives go to colleges to give a speech they are 
harassed, threatened and consistently interrupted if the appearance is not canceled. The democrats will riot outside, 
take down barriers because only they can be heard. Democrats get in people’s faces yelling and screaming at them, 
so that the party cannot be heard. What are democrats afraid of? THE TRUTH! Notice that Cuomo, Schumer and 
Gillibrand support this as none of them have come out against these actions. Even Hillary Clinton has stated that 
Democrats cannot be civil with the republicans and Eric Holder is telling them to kick those who disagree with the 
democrats. This is what the democrats are teaching their children. Don’t get your way, destroy those who think 
differently. Sore losers! They call it free speech. What about the other person’s free speech rights and the right of 
other people to hear what they have to say?  If you believe in preventing people from speaking because they have an 
opposing view, vote for the democrats, but don’t complain your rights are taken away from you, especially if you 
disagree with them. It already has happened and will continue to in New York State’s corrupt family court system and 
even in the criminal justice system. 
 
The democrats are bullies as they use intimidation and threats and make no mistake about it, they are taking 
our Constitutional rights away!! They are the new Itlers. The FBI is the new Gestapo for the democrats. 
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The democrats will fight for illegal aliens to stay in the US even though they have been convicted of murder, rape and 
other felonies. Yet, they will not fight for the citizens of NYS whose constitutional rights are being deliberately violated 
by the democrats. They support sanctuary cities where those charged with felonies can hide out. It has also been 
reported that illegal aliens get a better break in sentencing so they can stay here. Does this make sense? They also 
want them to vote, of course, for the democrats that is why the democrats do not anyone to have to prove they are a 
US citizen to vote. 
 
Also, the democrats kept telling us that Supreme Court Justice Brett Kavanaugh was going to take our rights away, 
yet, they could NOT cite one case where Judge Kavanaugh had done such a thing. They also had a woman claim 
that he attempted to rape her. Even though she claimed three people, including her best friend witnessed this, not 
one of them supported her and stated they never saw it happen. The democrats like Schumer and Gillibrand were 
out to get Judge Kavanaugh at any cost. The democrats do not care who they destroy. To the democrats, you are 
guilty until you prove yourself innocent. The democrats do not believe in the innocent until proven guilty, unless you 
are a democrat. According to them, if you are not a democrat, any allegation against a republican is true, no proof 
needed or required.  
 
My documentation above and in my “Scoops”, clearly proves that it is the corrupt democrats who are stripping us of 
our constitutional and statutory rights. That the democrats support the illegal imprisonments of men, women and 
children in New York State by depriving them of their Constitutional rights to a public trial, a jury trial, a court of 
proper jurisdiction, competent assistance of counsel just to start with. In criminal courts, as documented in my 
various “Scoops”, the democrats are depriving litigants of their constitutional right to counsel, yet alone, competent 
assistance of counsel, are changing the law to get convictions and are involved in case fixing and extortion. I 
challenge the corrupt democrats to take my challenges at https://justice4ny.com/scoops/ (Scoops 55, 56 & 57). The 
democrats will not take the challenge because they know what I am stating is true. I have the proof of democrat 
corruption! 
 
When Republicans and conservatives don’t get what they want they don’t do those things. They go to work. They 
have jobs and they believe in the Constitution. Vote Republican to protect our Constitutional rights. 
 
Evil succeeds when good people stand by and do nothing!  
 
Charles E. Collins, III  
(518) 912-6181 
justice4ny@aol.com 
www.justice4ny.com 
Check out my other scoops! This is scoop #56 
Read my book, Judicial Terrorism at: https://justice4ny.com/judicial-terrorism-book/  
Like me on face book. (Charles Collins – American Flag waiving) 


