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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

JACOB TEITELBAUM., individually and as father to
CHILD A and CHILD B, CIVIL ACTION NO.
PLAINTIFF 12 'V 02858 (VB)
-against SUPPORT OF
MOTION TO
JUDA KATZ; CHAYA KATZ; JOEL. TENNENBATUM: ;:EHH;:T AEE

BLUMA TENNENBAUM; DAVID RUBENS TEIN:
KIRYAS JOEL COMM AMBULANCE CRP: ATTY, MARIA
PETRIZIO; CHILDREN'S RIGHTS SOCIETY OF ORANGE
COUNTY, ATTY. KIM PAVLOVIC; ATTY JOHN FRANCIS
X. BURKE; CHILD PROTECTIVE SERVICES OF ORANGE
COUNTY, DEPARTMENT OF SOCLAL SERVICES OF
ORANGE COUNTY, CHRISTINE BRUNET: ATTY.
STEPHANIE BAZILEOR; JOHN DOES 1 THROUGH 95;
JANE DOES 1 THROUGH 20,

DEFENDANTS

Ben Friedman the undersigned under penalties of perjury affirms the following;

1. I am an individual over the age of cighteen years of age, residing in Orange
County, New York

2. Iamaclose friend of Plaintiff, Jacob Teitelbaum, whom I have known for the past
siXx to seven years, and I have been fully involved with Plaintiff since the
conspiracy against his Civil Rights started in 2010,
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10,

11.

- Plaintiff filed this action on April 11® 2012, T helped bring this action. All

pleadings including the complaint have been crafted and prepared with the
assistance of plaintiff's friends and myself,

Since this action started, Plaintiff has continually been threatened, intimidated, and
harassed by the conspirators, in a multitude of ways, in an effort to force him to
abandon this action.

. Plaintiff and his minor children are incompetent to pursue this action on their own,

an immediate Gaurdian Ad Litem or a Next-Friend is required to stop this case
from extinction, to preserve Plaintiffs and his children’s rights in this court, and to
allow an appeal on his behalf if it is called for

Plaintiff is completely illiterate in the English language, he cannot read, write or
substantially communicate in the English language. Additionally, he is illiterate in
court procedure, he cannot litigate even under normal circumstances. He cannot
read or understand pleadings, let alons formulate arguments or pleadings in
English.

Plaintiff wrote to this court (by way of example) sbout his literacy in-competency
in the amended complaint on Pg. 2 - 91 2, and on Pg. 26 - 97 202, and in a letter
dated Dec 24 2012 (Exhibit A), and a subsequent letter dated Jan. 8% 2012,
(Exhibit B),

Plaintiff, although he deems himself normal and functional, is now totally
incapable to pursue this or any other legal action and litigation due to the strong
pressure the litigation has puts on him, coupled with the family court litigation, as
well as his family breakdown, which is tearing him apart and which can affect any
person under such circumstances in a most adverse way.

Additionally, the Defendants herein have argued, determined, and established
through their actions, and by submitting statements on the record in this action,
that Plaintiff is mentally incompetent, and have done so with medical experts, (the
undersigned is neither refuting nor admirting to its truth or legitimacy, it is the
rather the duty of this court to determine if Plaintiff is incompetent to pursue this
action to protect his rights).

During the Court appearance on July 2* 2012, the Defendants had told the Court
that Plaintiff is mentally incompetent, and that the County, through their mental
health experts including Dr. Tuckman who did a mental health forensics by Family
court order, deemed and determined Plainiiff to be mentally incompetent.

The record is full of statements made by the defendants stating that the plaintiff is
mentally incompetent, by way of example, see defendant Orange County (Docket
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# 74-12, (Exhibit L)), since this motion is filed under emergency basis, T can point
out more if the if the court so desire.

12. Plaintiff and his friend have alerted the Court, on numerous occasions. in letters or
pleadings, including at the July 2™ 2012 court appesrance, that Plaintiff is
incompetent, incapable to litigate himself due to him being illiterate and
uncommunicative, and due to the termor, trauma, emotional turmoil, mental
anguish, and extreme fear that the Defendants and conspirators have subjected him
designed to incapacitate him and to stop this action. The court acknowledged this
and has allowed me to assist the Plaintiff with this action and to speak in court for
him.

13. On June 6" 2012, Plaintiff wrote to the Court attached as (Exhibit C) that he
became the vietim of false criminal cherges filed in the local Justice court by
Plaintiff's wife who brought these charges on the behest of the CONSpirators in
order to terrorize Plaintiff, and to cause him to withdraw his Complaint.

14. On June 25" 2012 Plaintiff wrote again attached as (Exhibit D) to further detail
some of the ongoing terror and false charges.

15. On July 2" during the court appearance, I gave the Court & letter regarding the
terror Plaintiff is subjected to, which the Court docketed and is attached as (Exhibit
E}

16. At the same time, while in Court, the Orange County Attorney stated he will file a
Motion to Dismiss, the Court informed the perties it would proceed to discovery
nonctheless.

17. This court indeed has shown, since July 2™ 2012,, that it cares and is mindful of
the Plaintiff’s terror, it somehow succeeded in lessening and or diminishing the
scope and severity of the terror for several months, it gave Plaintiff a sense of
protection.

18. Between July 19" and August 9" 2012, numerous Defendants filed their Motions
to Dismiss. On July 20™ 2012. On November 5™ 2012, Plaintiff filed his opposition
to the pending Motions to Dismiss, (Discovery was subsequently denied pending
the motions to dismiss).

19, Since Plaintiff filed his opposition to the defendants Motions to dismiss in
November 2012, the terror renewed with more vigor, to stop this action.

20.On July 20" 2012, Plaintiff filed 2 letter (Docket # 35), requesting the Court to
appoint a Next-Friend to sct on his behalf: the Defendants never disputed that fact.

21. On December 24" 2012, Plainiff wrote to the Court, attached as (Exhibit F),
describing the escalation of terror within the community and through the other
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Defendants, including by pressuring and mvolving Plaintif's wife again to
terronze Plaintiff and to cut Plaintiff off from his friends all aimed at stopping this
action, Plaintiff asked the court to procesd to discovery immediately,

22. On January 8" 2013, Plaintiff wrote to the Court attached as (Exhibit B), informing
that the conspirators were blocking Plaintiff from communicating with his friend/s
who help him with this action, to stop this action from proceeding,

23.On January 27% 2013, Plaintiff wrote to the Court attached as (Exhibit G),
informing how the conspirators have now managed to terrorize Plaintiff through
eviction from his home with threats, as they had threatened to do in the past, of
what they would do if he kept up this action.

24. On said date, Plaintiff also wrote asking for the court to allow him to be
represented through his friend due to the terror, attached as (Docket # 134),

25. On February 11" 2013, Plaintiff wrote to the Court attached as (Exhibit H),
detailing how the conspirators want to sut Plaintiff from his friends helping him
with this action, so that this action would come to a stop.

26. Immediately following the court’s Feb 11" 2012 decision dismissing Plaintiffs
complaint, Plaintiff felt as if the Court tirned it’s back on him through dismissing
his complaint, and giving tise to & rew patten and further terror from the
conspirators and Defendants, as more fully explained in a letter to the Chief Judge
dated Feb. 20" 2013, (copying this Cour: on the letter), attached as (Exhibit ).

27. Plaintiff then became extremely vulnesble, in having lost the Court’s protection
and the conspirators and Defendants now perceive that they have a green light to
terrorize plaintiff into stopping the rersainder of this action, or from pursuing
Appeals if necessary, since this action was not fully dismissed and further action
pending as to various Defendants and a Motion for Reconsideration. However,
without having & Guardian or Next-Friend to protect and shield Plaintiff from
losing his rights and being subjected to further terror, this left Plaintiff severely
exposed to further terror from the conspirators to continue attack him to stop this
action.

28. On March 6™, during the morning hours, the undersigned got a frantic phone call
from the Plaintiff, stating that he is currently in Brooklyn, when I asked Plaintiff if
he is settled, he replied in a troubling tone that this is not the case, in brief words
Plaintiff went on to say that he can no longer communicate with mysslf, that the
conspirators have approached him the day before and placed him under severe
pressure and intimidation, he was taken to a Mr. David Hollander in Kiryas Joel,
who informed him that he is directing him to immediately leave the village of
Kiryas Joel immediately and that he is not to return or step foot in Kiryas Joel for a
period not less than six months, he added that he has the support of all Rabbis for
this, Plaintiff was then taken out of Kiryas Joel and taken to Brooklyn.
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29. On Thursday March 7* 2013 in the evening, Plaintiff called the undersigned again,
stating again that he is not settled and not physically o.k., that he is under constant
control and intimidation, that he cannot communicate with me anymore, he is very
afraid and in extreme fear, he reiterated a few times, that I shall not tell anyone that
he managed to call me, as he is afraid they should not find out, he then added that
E:]was told and directed to leave Kiryas Joel for the sole purpose that he be cut off

m me,

30. The undersigned has effectively no means to contact Plaintiff currently, neither by
phone nor by mail and neither can Plaintiff be served with court papers through my
address, since Plaintiff is under the sole control of the Conspirators/Defendants.

31. The undersigned has known and was personally acquainted with David Hollander,
and was intimately involved with him, David is personally known to have the
power to intimidate and frighten a person so that it appears very true,

32. Additionally, personally known to me, David Hollander is intimately involved and
aligned with one of the main conspirators in this action within the community,
working together in marriage reconciliation or breakup.

33. My understanding from the Plaintiff is that anything the Plaintiff does at this point,
15 under the comirol and influence of the ConspiratorsDefendants, and under
duress.

34. Plaintiff, as a result of not having been represented through a guardian or Next
Friend which would shield the Plaintiff from such terror, is now very exposed and
subjected to terror and manipulation.

I declare under penaity of perjury that the foregoing is true and accurate to the best of my
knowledge, information and belief.

ﬁ - 7;/ Dated: March 08, 2013

Benzion P, Friedman

Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintiff Pro Se
5 Leipnik Way, #102

Monroe, N.Y. 10950
B45-T82-T830
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From: Jacob Teitelbaom
/0 Ben Friedman
3 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monaroe N. Y. 10950

Te:  The Honorable Vincent L. Briccett
United States District Court Jodes
Southermn District of New York
300 Coarropas Street
White Plains, New York, 10601

Re: Jacob Tennenbaum Vs. Juda Katz et al, 12-¢v-2858 VB
Dear Judge Briceeit,

[ am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintff in this action. [ had filed the sbove captioned action
with this Honorable Court on Apr 11® 2012, and | have made this Court aware that on prior
occasions [ have been threatened, intimidated, and harassed in an attempt to force me to
withdraw my complaint. However, this situation has gained a new immediacy with renewed and
escalated attempts to force me to with draw my complaint here.

On December 14, 2012 4 hearing was held in the Family Court of Orange County, at
hearing at which I was not allowed. This court had previously issued an order that as a ProSe
defendant T was not allowed to appear, contact the court, or have any involvement in the custody
preceedings involving my children. (1 have attached the Order from that court) T have been told
by my wife that at that hearing, and at the insistence of many of the named and unnamed
Defendants in my Federal action, it was decided thal if she removed me from our marital
residence she could regain custody of our children. Additionally she asserts that she was told by
a Rabbi, who is either a named or unnamed Defendant and conspirator, that she should do all
within her ability to cut off my contact from those who are assisting me with this action,

Towards that end she has taken my eell phone and, by her own account, removed it from oor
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residence and will not retum it to me. And again, she asserts that she is doing this at the
ingistence of her Rabbi.

Your Honor, as the various Defendants have moved for dismissal, some more timely than
others, there is an abundance of evidence that the named and unnamed Defendants in my action
continge to work in concert, conspining with the powers that be in our community to destroy my
family. Even the Family Court has not kept me posted on sctions that directly affect my rights
in my children, they have ordered me not to participate unless I do so0 with their appointed agent
as my attorney. Additionally, that same court has denied me a translator even though [ speak
very little English, clearly in violation of my 6 Amendment Rights.

You Honor, the ongoing conspiracy and the vicolations of my constitutional rights goes on
unabated and unaffected by (his action that the Defendants apparently believe they will get
dismissed because, as a ProSe litigant, | am not legally up to par with them. In fact it appears to
have escalated in an attempt to coerce me to abandon this Pederal Action. | ask Yoeur Honor 1o
consider the ongoing violations of my Rights and to allow me proceed to discover against all of
the Defendants as dismissal at this time and with their ongoing individual and joint behavior
would seriously compromise this Plaintiff' s ability to protect his family and himself from the

ongoing harm. Thank you for your ime and consideration.

Respectfully Submitted,
ber 24, 2012, Monroe, NY.
] Teaitelbaum,

Plaintiff, ProSe



Case 7:12-cv-02858-VB Document 163 Filed 03/08/13 Page 8 of 52

From: Jacob TeiteThanm
c/o Ben Friedman
5 Leipnik Way # 102,
Mooroe N. Y. 10950

To:  The Honorable Vincent L. Bricestt
Umled States District Court Judge
Southern District of New York

300 Quarropas Street
White Plains, New Yoark, 10601

Dear Judge Briccetti,

I am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintiff in this action and [ am writing the Court to bring to Your
Honor’s attention a matter that I had raised in a previous letter to the Court but which has now
risen to a level that is directly interfering with my ability to effectively move forward in this
matter.

Under the direction of various parties in the local religious community (varous unoamed
John Doe Defendants) and under the guise of enabling her to regain custody of our children my
wife has taken my cell phone, my money, and when I atternpt to use the home phone she listens
in on my calls. This is all done in an attempt to corpel me to discontinue this action by taking
away my ability to be in contact with my friend, Ben Friedman. My wife has purportedly turned
my phone over to 4 Habbi and tells me that she is being instructed to do all of this by various
Rabhis and other religious community leaders.

As this Court is aware [ have limited English communication skills and have relied on my
friend Ben Friedman to assist me in this and other matiers. The atempis to limit or eliminate my
contact with those who are belping me through thes: matters is actually a direct attempt in

interfere with the judicial process. [ am asking Your Honer to afford me whatever help is
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available by and throagh this Court to ensure that my right to move forward is not continued to

be interfered with. [ thark Your Honor for his tim= and attention to this matier.

Respectiully Submitted, Dated Iivtaary 8, 2013, Mooroe, NY.
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Exhibit
C
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From: Jacob Teitelbaum
Co Ben Friedman

5 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monroe N. Y. 10950

To: The Honorable Vincent L. Bricceti
United States District Court Judge
Southem District of New York

300 Quarropas Street
White Plains, New York, 10601

Be: Jacob Tennenbauom Vs. Juda Katz et al. 12-cv-2858 VB
Dear Judge Briccett,
I am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintff in this action.

I had filed the above captioned action with this Honorable Court on Apr 112012, and I
have, since thal lime, been threateped, intimidated, and harassed in an attempt o force me o
withdraw my complaint.

Today these actions reach a crescendo when | became the victim of false charges filed in
the local criminal court, being brought by my wife to get me out of the house. The sole purpose
of the complaint is thet I stop the Federal action; my wife has become a token, used by some of
the parties to the Pederal action, who are attempting to force me to withdraw the action {this was
part of the original plan by the parties to this action, as detailed in my complaint).

1 am sacred for my personal safety at this point and Tuargently and respectfully ask this
Honorable Court to bave this investigated by the appropriate Federal agency, o protect myself,
or in any other manner the Court finds suitable and oroper.

Dated at Monzoe, in the County of Orange and State of New York this § day of June 2012

Atached 15 copy of the charges.
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STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY OF ORANGE
TOWN COURY TOWN o MONROE

Defandant: M4 Alleged Vietim; NA
(R latiaship bo allogesd wictim) Fnlaticrabip o delendani)

THE PEOPLE DF THE STATE DF NEW YORK
=VE- e of Bish

JACOS TEITELBAUM 21T ]

B e e T T BT DT TE N —

BE IT KNCWN THAT, by this incoRma non , DESHOND L LEWN .
a5 the Complainant hemin,  STATIONED Bt 5P MONAOE ' K
accuses the above mentloned Delandant(s), with having committed the  VIOLATION ;
of HARASSMENT-2ND.PHVSICAL CNTACT ' in viclation of Secfion _240.2¢ - '
Subdidsion _0T of the_PENAL Law of tha State of New York.

That on or aboud _ S8S012 of sbout _gg00AN

in tha, _TOWN ol __MONROE - . County of ___ ORANGE , thix dafendant(s)

LD INTENTIONALLY, KNOWIWGL Y AND LINLAWFULLY COMMT THE WIOLA TION OF HARASSMENT-2MD DEGREE: PHYSICAL CONTACT. A
FPEASON IS GLILTY OF MARASSMENT IV THE SECOND DEGREE WHEN, WITH INTENT TD HARASS, ANNOY 0 ALARM ANC THER PERSON: 1.
HE OF SHE ETHIKES, SHOVES, OR OTHERWIEE SUBJECTS SUCH OTHER PERSON TO PHYSICAL CONTACT, OR ATTEMPTS Of
THREATENS TO DO THE SAMEHARASSMENT I THE SECOND DEGREE 5 A VIOLATION,

Zo0-—"®»mcCcO0E

THE DEFENDANT JACOE TIETELBAUM HAD A VERBAL ARGUMENT WITH HIS WIFE MIRTAM TIETELSA LM WHICH BECAME PHYSICAL MA,
ﬂﬁ'ﬂﬂ;ﬁl ummmﬁ.t#x Ml-ﬁ'ﬁl.'i‘ﬂ-g LINELARLILL v QIFAE MRS, MIRAM TIETELBALRY 5 THE ARM AND PLISH HER TO THE
FLOOA. OCCURRMNG GETIL BERGER OLYD. AFT 104 IN THE WELAGE OF KIRVAS TLHAN OF .

e SOEL, MOMNROE, COUNTY OF

m=0rT

The above allegalions of fact are mada by the Complainant herain on dirast knowiedge andiar upon infomation and belied, with the
souwrces of Complainant's information and the grounds for belial being the facts comainad in the attached SUPPOSTING
DEPOSITION!s) of. MNAM TETELEALW

In & writien instnument, any person who knowingly makes a faise statemant whizh such parson doas not belisve o be fnue
has committed a Grime under the iaws of the State of New York punishable as a Class A Misdemeanor, {PL 210.45)

~ Affirmed under panalty of perury
tis_8" dayol __ JME 2ptg Lo pmerel L ssrnn
~OR- COMPLAINANT -

Subscrbes and swom o before me this _ day of
, 2

mo——0=xF
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Exhibit
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From: Jacob Teitelbanm
«'o Ben Priedman
5 Leaipnik Way # 102,
Monroe M. Y. 10950

To: The Hororable Vincent L. Briceatti
United States District Court Judge
Southern District of New York

360 Duarropas Street
White Plains, New York, 10601

Re: Jacob Teitelbaum Vs Juda Katz ef al, 12-cv-2858 VB
Dear Judge Briccett,

[ am Jacob Teitelbawm, PlainufT in this action.

The following explanation of recent events clarifies my letter dated June 6, 2012 ahead of
the July 2, 2011 conference ordered by the Court on June 19, my limitation in the English
language makes it difficult for me to verbally explain the following through an interpreter.

- Among the different ways the defendants and individuals in the community used to
intimidate and harass me are four (4) ways, they have recently increased their efforts, altempting
to stop me from this federal action, [ briefly explain these with some examples;

1) Continsed  intimidation and harassment upon my wife targeted w conmo! and
intimidate me and more recently to stop this federal action.

2) Involuntary confinement throagh foree and kidnapping.
3) Repeated attemnpts to remove me from our home.
4) Subjecting my wife to mental health confinement, often for prolonged periods.

E.IIE;"&E defendants have recently began subjecting my wife personally and on the
telephone with even greater pressure than beffore, my wife is continually demanding and
pressuring me that 1 discontinoe this federal action, she states that she is being pressured and
harassed into doing so.

On or about eardy June 2012, one day during my conversing with Mr. Ben Priedman in
the street, my wife erupted suddenly and hysterically screaming on Mr. Priedman, for his
asgisting me to bring this federal action, she demanded that Mr., Friedman stop to communicate
with me, thereafter at home she continued to be hysterical and scream at me for several days for
having started this federal action.

During my telephone conversations at home with Mr. Friedman, my wife interferes by
blocking the calls, when I recently got a cell-phone 1o enshle me to talk on the phone, my wife
seized it, stating the reason - that T must withdraw this federal action, she also filed the recent
false criminal charges in order to stop this federal action as further explained.

Auached is a letier that my wife wrote shortly after she filed the criminsl charges against
me, the Court should have a better understanding of the sitnation, the letter names two people
who were instrumental in helping me bring this federal action.

Two; the defendants had subjected me in the past to wrongful mental institution
confinement. On June 6, 2012, when my wife had filed the criminal charges, defendant
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“Hatzalah™ entered my home during the early moming hours while | was asleep, they then
intimidated me that I will be arrested if T do not woluntarily agree to leave my home with them to
be confined into & mental health institution, afier refusing to comply with their ridiculous
demands, they pressured my wife to arrest me.

[ was then arrested and falsely charged with acts that [ never commilted, my wife later
informed me that the goal was to confine me to a mental institution on which she had agreed
rather then to arrest me, stating the purpose was to stop my federml action.

Three; the defendants conspired in the past to remove me from the house through nny
wife, on June 6 after filing the criminal charges she requested that 1 be removed from the home,
she later informed me that this was a calculated plot to stop me from the federal action.

Four; during the prior year while defendants hoped that my wife would succeed to siop
mefumthﬁrnligiumcmmﬁgn.shﬁmmiudymmmmrmmmem,shawasnmhmpim]imd
during that entire period, however in September of 2011, once she returned my items that she
took away from me, now no lotiger cooperating with them, their hopes of controlling me through
her had now vanished, she was then hospitalized shortly thereafter on three separate oceasions.

Upon filing my first motion with the Family Court in late Dec, 2011, that the underlying
removal of our children were politically motivated, the defendants resumed their anempts to use
my wife o control me, intimidating and harassing her repeatedly to remove me from the home,
hesitant to do so and unwilling to lose her husband, she became depressed from the pressures,
nonetheless she was not hospitalized as she still cooperated with the defendants somewhat,

However ance the defendants learned that [ started the federal action, my wife was again
subjected 10 severe pressure, she was then hospitalized in mental institotion in late April 2012,

Interestingly, on Friday June 1, shortly after the Marshals had mailed the summons and
complaint to the defendants on Tuesday May 29, my wife hurriedly came home from the
hospital, visibly being very upset, she was very concerned about the federal action, she then
insiﬂadandmsnadmemmmimlymtlﬂsfﬁdn*almimwitlﬂnamemfewm}unr
coming home and after being compelled into filing the false criminal charges apainst me, she
was hospitalized again, she continued to demand and pressure me to discontinue my federal
action while she was in the hospital.

I have been harassed by other individuals in the community - who are affilisted (© some
of the defendants, for bringing this federa] action, to a lesser degree however than the above.

My wife has become a tremendous tool and token of the defendants and other individuals
i stop this federal action, our children have been kidnapped from us, we have both been
kidnapped and wroogfully confined o mental instimtion, we have suffered humiliation and
mtinna]dmug&,mﬁhﬁt}risalﬁsk,deatﬂhhmdﬂuCPEpmmalhn]ngﬂpﬂwﬁmmm
against myself and my family, they have actad under color of law to harm me and my family
under fabricated pretenses, [ am unsafe anymore, not knowing what defendants wouald do next,

I hope to appear on July 2, the chances for being physically prevented or blocked from
appearing are quite high according to the current intense simation.

Dated Fune 25, 2012, Monroe, NY.
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May 11, 2012

{errornecusly dated to may on page 1)
yiddish ommitted

To whom this may concern
To the court of Monroe, the KJ public safety, and KJ EMS, and to bais din.

| have a legal problem of harassment from two pecple of the village of kiryas joel, they are
harassing me, my phone line and my husband, for two consecutive years, | was trying to get help
but my efforts were in vein, please help me bring these two people to justice.

Benjamin Friedman 3 Leipnik way Monroe NY 10450, Mendel Blum address unknown, he is
constantly floating around. | did try numerous times to call police on him and all kind of rabbinical
help. Until he finally trapped my husband by exhausting him and instigating him.

| never will and never pressed charges against him, he is a special character and battered, no one
shows up for us, that is why he gets caught in their laps, please bring these two criminals to
justice as soon as possible. | hereby withdraw all charges against my husband which | never
charged against Jacob Teitelbaumn, (Rabbl Moshe Jacob Shamshon Teitelbaum).

Sincerely Miriam Teitelbaum
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Exhibit
E
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Ben Friedman
3 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monroe N. Y. 10950
July 2, 2012
To:  The Honorable Vincent L. Bricoetti

United States District Court Judge

Southern District of New York

300 Quarropas Street

‘White Plains, New York, 10601

Dear Hon. Judge Briccetti,

T am a close friend and supporter of Jacob Teitelbaum, I have been involved in the religious
campaign that has sparked a war of intimidation against Jacob, since his children were removed
in 2010, I have been trying to protect and help him.

The following crucial facts pertains to the scheduled hearing of today, these events arc ongoing
and transpired over the past month, apparently done (o force the complete closure of his federal
action, there is 4 high risk that Jacob could be silenced and not be able to sustain this federal
action, needed to gain the protection he urgently requires.

Due to the nature of those hiding behind this ordeal (individuals not yet identfied in the
complaint, who are orchestrating the conspiracy while hiding behind the known defendants), It
reached a point where | am becoming more helpless 1o keep helping and protecting him.

A

On June 6", Miriam Teitelbaum filed criminal charges and had her husband Jacob amrested in
conjunction with defendant Hatzuleh, and on the behest of others, (this is the first time
historically that 2 wife in this community would arrest her husband while still living together).

On the same day the Monrce Town Coun issued an order, directing Jacob not to intimidate
Miriam, while allowing him to remain &t home with her.

Jacob left his house that day, out of fear of being charged falsely again with new charges or with
violating the protection order, which coald potentially tum the crime into a felony.

On June 7", one day after the charges were filed, Miriam arranged and admirted herself into NY
Cornell Westchester Hospital, apparently due to the severe stress of the acts of the day before.,

Shortly after Jacob found out that Miriam went into Hospital, he went back into his house and
remained until June 25%,

Since his arrest, Jacob had to take cover to be on the run or in hiding to avoid being in public
within the community, cut of fear, of being framed by others on the behest of the group, in a
similar or other way including from being kidnaped, and to avoid ongoing harassment and
humiliation, orchestrated by these people, it is easy for them in this close-knit COmMmuDity Lo
incite his and his wife's family as well as others o humiliate and harass him (o achieve their
goal.
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On June 11%, a letter from Miram surfaced, she wrote among other things that she never will -
and never pressed charges against Jacob, and that she withdraws all charges against him.

Om June 12%, Jacob received & phone call from Miriam's social worker at the Huospital, advising
him that Miriam cannot be discharged from the Hospital o come home, due to the pending
criminal charges and the protection order against him and the ongoing fight.

On June 13%, Mrs. Pasternak a fumily member of Jacob, contacted Jacob by phone and informed
him that she is in touch with Miriam and that the Hospital will not allow Miriam to go home,
because of her being in a fight with him, Mrs. Pasternak attempied to mediate.

On June 24%, Mrs. Pasternak called Jacob again, requesting him to stop the federal action
immediazely, she stated that as long as he remains in federal court his wife will not withdraw the
criminal charges aganst him, and that the Hospital would not allow Mitam to come home as
long as the charges remain and the fight with him continues.

On June 25%, Jacob was in Monroe Town Court on the criminal charges, for a pre-trial hearing
and scheduling, the District Attorney requested an adjournment, stating that he had not been able
to communicate with Miriam; the next hearing was scheduled for July 237

On June 28", Jacob received a call from Miriam, informing bim that she is coming home later
that day; Jacob immediately left the house, to aveid further confrontation or possible farther false
charges.

On June 22, a social worker for the Orange County DSS called Jacob, advising him that if he
wanis visitation with his children, they will have to arrange for his visitation at a separate time
from his wife, due to his criminal charges and the protection order. (Miriam was hospitalized at
that time, and DSS knew well that Jacob was not having visitation for a long time prior, for fear
of a setup being planned against him by DSS, afier an incident at the last visitation he had,
amended complaint § (AB) 191 - 198).

On June 27", the DSS social worker called Jacob again, asking if he wanted visitation that day,
the SW did not mention anything about the religions “Paves Opsheren” celebration for the
younger child taking place at hus home on Friday June 29”, (as Jacob was to learn the next day).

On June 28", during the aforementioned phone call of Miriam, she informed Jacob that the
celebration for the child would take place at their house on the following day on Friday the 2%,

She also informed him then, that both his and her family will attend the celebration, she
demanded that Jacob be present at that time, Jacob briefly advised her that as long as the fight
ensues, he will not participate whatsoever,

As already stated in the amended complaint § (J) 85 - 88, On October 2010 the DSS had after
having scheduled for a similar celebration of the older child to take place at Jacobs home,
suddenly canceled it to take place at Miniam's parent's home instead, while there were clearly no
criminal charges or protection orders against Jacob & the time.

c

These people aren't much different than a Mafiosi group, they comtinue to challenge, intimidate
and silence until successful, covering up their tracks, acting indinectly through others and under
color of law, the more cornered they become to being exposed, the more dangerous and
unpredictable they become, until exposed.
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It is only a question of time, before they can silence Jacob, without immediate court intervention,
it ordinanly takes considerable time to reach trial or even formal motion practice to gain some
protection, even the mere service of papers on the defendants, let alone to expose those behind -
takes time, meanwhile they have ample time to gain control and silence him.

Most people in a similar plight within the commmumity do not reach a point this far to gain
protection in federal court, as they are silenced and controlled much earlier, by way of example,
in the following two cases, these two individuals were silenced early on before they had a chance
to get protection, there are other similar cases unforunately.

In the recent case of Rubin vs. Rubin et al, in the US Eastern district of NY, 11-cv-1920, where
Isaac Ruobin had sooght protection from the Court, to stop Hatzala groups in Brooklyn from
kidnapping him, he was silenced after having filed his federal action, he was kidnapped again
and forcefully over-drugged with injections in the hospital where he became severely damaged
by the defendants, he eventvally withdraw his action after being incapacitated and intimidated, as
can be seen somewhat on the court record and upon information and belief.

In another case, criminal cruel kidnappings across state lines on Menachem Blum took place in
2007 and 2009, after he was involved in a religious campaign to avoid losing his religious
freedom; the kidneppings were aimed at silencing him.

To sum up, thev have succeeded to further their inilial goal to terrorize and intimidate Jacob in a
scheme to silence his federal action and curtail his ability to gain ultimate protection from this
Court, in the following ways among others they managed to;

1. Finally separate him from his wife, which thay were trying for the last two years.

2. Remove him from his house, with which they threatened him for some time.

3. Subject him to continued terror, putting his life/liberty at risk, while they are staying
under cover.

4. Continue destroying his family, kidnapping his two children away from him, and
destroying his wife’s health.

I hope the foregoing would enable the Cournt to ger a glimpse of what is really happening, and
allow Jacob to receive the protection and freedom he desperately needs.

Respectisdly

-
(=

-

Ben Frisdman
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From: Jacob Teitelbaom
/0 Ben Friedman
3 Leipmik Way # 102,
Monree N. Y. 10950

To:  The Honorable Vincent L. Briccett

United States District Court Judge
Southern District of New York
300 Quarropas Street
White Plains, New York, 10601
e Vs, Juda Katz -
Dear Judge Briceett,

I'am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintiff in this action. 1 had filed the above captioned action
with this Honorable Court on Apr 11% 2012, and I have made this Court aware that on prior
occasions I have been threatened, intimidated, and harassed in an attempt to force me to
withdraw my complaint. However, this siniation has gained a new immediacy with renewed and
escalated atterapis to force me to with draw my cornplaint here.

On December 14, 2012 2 hearing was held in the Family Court of Orange County, at
hearing at which I was not allowed. This count had previously issued an crder that as a ProSe
defendant [ was not allowed to appear, contact the court, or have sny involvement in the custody
proceedings involving my children. (1 bave attached the Order from that court) [ have been told
by my wife that at that hearing, and at the insistence of many of the named and unnamed
: Defendants in my Federal action, it was decided that if she removed me from our marital
residence she could regain custody of our chifdren. Additionally she assents that she was ﬁdby
- & Rabbi, who is either a named or unnamed Defendant and conspirator, that she should do all
within her ability to cut off my contact from those who are assisting me with this action.

Towands that end she has taken my cell phone and, by her own account, removed it from our
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residence and will not return it to me. And again, she asserts thal she is doing this at the
insistence of her Rabbi.

Your Honor, as the various Defendants have moved for dismissal, some more timely than
others, there is an shundance of evidence that the named and unnamed Defendants in my action
continue (o work in concert, conspiring with the powers that be in our community to destray my
family. Even the Family Court has rot kept me posted on actions that directly affect my rights
in my children, they have ordered me not to participate unless [ do so with their appointed agent
as my altorney. Additionally, that same court has denied me a translstor even though | speak
very little English, clearly in violation of my 6 Amendment Rights.

You Honor, the ongoing mMy and the violations of my constitutional rights goes on
unabated and unaffected by this action that the Defendants apparently believe they will get
dismissed because, as a ProSe litigant, [ am not legally up to par with them. In Fact it appears to
have escalated in an attempt to coerce me mabanéqnd]is Federal Action. I ask Your Honor to
consider the ongoing violations of my Rights and to allow me proceed to discover against all of
the Defendants as dismissal at this time and with their ongoing individual and joint behaviar
would serious]y compromise this Flaintffs ahility to protect his family and himself from the
ongoing harm. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Respectiully Submitted,
ber 24, 2012, Monroe, NY.

Teitelbaurmn
PleinkifY, ProSa
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From: Jacob Tatelbaum
c/o Ben Friedman
S Lefpnik Way # 102,
Monroe M. Y. 108350

To:  The Honorable Vincent L. Briccetti
United States District Court Judge
Southern District of New York
300 Quarropas Street
White Plains, New York, 10601

Re; Jacob Teitelhaum Vs. Juda Katz et al. 12-cv-2858 VB
Diear Judge Bricceni,
I am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintiff in this sction.

[ am writing to inform the Hon. Court of the most recent terror | am withstanding, further
evidencing the conspiracy and plan of the Defendants o inflict immense terror and pain on
myself to cause me to withdraw and stop my Federal Court action.

I have already informed the Hon. Court in a letter dated June 6%, and June 25%, 2012, as
has Mr. Ben Friedman written on July 2™, 2012, asout the terror 1 constantly endure from the
conspirators, including the false charges my Wife had brought in the Town of Monroe with the
assistance of the conspirators, whers she was lsad to file those false charges in order to stop my
Federal Court action, the charges were thereafier dropped as I was informed by the Town of
Maonroe Court. (Copy of the Letters attached).

I have also informed the Court in the past, about how my Wife is being put under extreme
pressure both within the community and through the Orange County Dept. of Social Service to
lakﬂpaﬂinihemmph'ncjrinmdﬂ:mmmmﬁﬂlmughpmmm terror,

Apparently a¢ seen from the atlached documents, the Defendants and others in the
community have already planned this terrorizing event back in August of 2012, by having my
Wife then file these false charges, she was now able o fraudulently bring it back through another
towtl, therefore allowing the Defendanis and their co-conspirators to instill terror and further
their original plan to evict me from the house, during the observance of Shabbos (Satrday) in a
mid-winter day of sub-zero temperanares, not having another place where to go,

The conspirators taking the prior order of protection falsely filed in Town of Monroe which
had clearly been dropped before, and which my Wifi: had also elearly expressed that she did not
wiant o file these charpes, (a copy of which is attached herewith), had now
fraudulently transferrcd it to the Town of Goshen Court, falsely claiming again that [ have
violated this prior protection order, an act | was continuously threatened with unless T withdraw
from the Federal Court action, and follow their demands o submit to whatever mental reatment
and confinement they would ask, as evidenced in the documents (copies attached).
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mhuy,lmhqwﬁﬂdelimpﬁﬁ#wmwﬂhMdem
Mmﬁftwﬁamimmmhllhﬂnmnﬁﬂmmh

Respectiully Submutbed,

ﬁt JWT-‘, 2013, Monroe, NY.

Jacab Teitetbaam, Plaintiff
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Diagiear Ma: D108153-1)
GF3 B0

[99]  Observe such other conditions as are necessary to further the purposes of protection: Police ro assist if pecessary .

[99] Olserve such other conditions as are necessary fo further the purposes of prolection: the Respendest, Jacob
Teitethaum (DOB: 0124/1971) Is 1o bnmediptely remeve himself from the residence ot 20 Getze! Berger Blvd.,
#104, Manroe, NY,

[t s farther ordered that this cmporary order of protection shall remain In foree until and including  Fuly 23, 2013; but
il you fail to appear in court on this date, the order may be extended and continue in effect untl a new date set by the Court.

Draled: January 25, 2013 ENTER

%!—_Q& e Honorebie Andrew P. Bivona
Sty -

The Family Cowrt Azt ﬁmﬁﬁm{'mmunwnfmsMﬁ'MMm any palice officer or peace officer
acting pursuant 5o his or her special dulies authorizes, and sometimes requires, the officer to arrest a perzon who ks alleged to
have violaled its terms and 1o bring him or her before the cowrt to face penaltics euthorized by law.

Federal baw requires that this arder 1s effective outside, s well es inside, Mew York State. It must be honored and
enforced by state and tribal courts, inchuding courtn of a state, the Distriet of Columbia, a commorwealth, territory or possession
of the United Smses, if the person restrained by the order is an intimate partner of the protected party and has or will be afforded
reasonable niotice and epportunity 1o be heard in sceardance with state law safficient to protect due process rights (13 US.C.
§§2265, 2266).

It ks o Federal crime fo:
» oross soats lines to viokate this arder of 10 stalk, harass or commit domsestic violence against sn intimate partmer or family member;
= buy, passess, or transfer a hasdgun, rifle, shotgun, or other firearm or asmunition while this Order remaine in effect (Nole: there
is 8 limired exception for military or law enforcement officers but only whiile they are on duty) ; and
« buy, posscss or transfer  handgun, fifle, shatgun or other firearm or ammunition after & conviction of a domestic
violence-related erime involving the we or atiempled use of physical force or a deadly weapon againel an inlinsale partner or
frmily member, even after this Order hes expired (18 US.C. §§922(g)(8), IZ2(gN¥), 2261, 2161 A, 1262).

PURSUANT TOSECTION 1113 OF THE FAMILY COURT ACT, AN AFFEAL FROM THIS ORDER MUST BE TAKEN
WITHIN 30 DAYS OF RECEIPT OF THE ORDER BY APPELLANT IM COURT, 35 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF
MAILING OF THE ORDER TO APPELLANT BY THE CLERK OF COURT, OR 30 DAYS AFTER SERVICE BY A
PARTY OR THE ATTORNEY FOR THE CHILD UPON THE APPELLANT, WHICHEVER 15 EARLIEST,
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FAMILY COURT OF 'THE STATL OF NEW YORK

COUNIY OF ORARGE

1n the Matier of a Family Offense Procesding
Mirimm Teitelbaum

Doeket #O0-355-13
Petitionce

R ainst

Jaeob Telteliba o

Hesponden!

IN THE NAME OF THE PLEOPLE OF LTIE §TATL OF NEW YORK:

To Jaob Teilelbaum

20 Cicteel Berger Bivd, Apt 104, Monrue, NY 10950

A petitiv under Ardicle B of the Family Court Act having been Fled with this Cou, und annexed hereto
YOu) AKE IEREBY SUMMOMED o sppear befiore thie eourt on

Ll
Date Lime: R (oofe
Presiling: Hon. Asdrsw P. Bivona
Locatien: Orunge Counly Courthouse

283 Main Strect

Goshen, MY 10924

1o answer the petition and to be deult with in sccordance with the Family Court A<,

On your fabvre to appear us berein dirccted, o warrant may be sl for your arrest.
Dated: 12313

WM

Chiief Clerk of the Family Cour?

Fumily File ¥ 55083

S UMMONS

com 5L G

Vami by Court Act 154(C) provides that support, paternity, custody, lmily offerse and child abuse and noglect
petitions, in which an order of pritcciion is sought or n which o violation of un order of protection is alleged, may

it Ay

tl
i

3

{:3&{_.:13.

be served autside the Stste of New York upon 1 Respondent whao is it a resident or domiciliery of the Staic of New

York. In such instence, the exercise of personal jurisdiction over the Respundent i limited to the i_nue Erl"ﬂm
request for, or plleged vislution of, the urder of protection, unless other grounds it for the exercise of personzl
jurisdiction over the Respondent. Where the Respondent has been served with this summans and petition and does

pretection.

rol sppess, the Family Courl may procecd To a hearing with respect to issusmee of enflrcemens of the erder of
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F.CA. § § 812, 818, 821

FAMILY COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF ORANGE

R ——————epepa T PR R B DR LRl R

Miriam T, Teftelbaum Petitioner,

= agRinst -
Jacob Teitelbaum Respondent,
TO THE FAMILY COURT:

The undersigned Petitioner respectfully states that:

1. & Ireside at [specify sddress unless confidential]:’
20 Getzel Berger Blvd., Monros, NY 10950

b, The Respondent resides at [specify]:
20 Getzel Berger Bhvd,, Monroe, NY 10950

£ we are married
[ wehave & child in commaon

Filed 03/08/13 Page 33 of 52
Form ¥=£
{Family Offense Petition)
(8/2010)

Docket No. O#ﬁj | _,_z‘
Family FileNo. _S'S e =

FAMILY OFFENSE PETTITON

g [® The Respondent and ] are related as follows [check applicable box(es)]:
[T we were married
] we are parent and child

[0 we are related by blood or mamiage [specify how]: ‘
[] we ere in an intimate relationship (NOT casual social or business scqusintances)

[deseribe]:

[] we were in an intimate relationship (NOT casual social or business scquaintances)

[describe]:
b. [0 Iam a peace officer

3. mmmmm&mmrymﬂgﬂmmmmmﬂm

which constitute(s):

[0 Disorderly conduct

[¥ Harassment in the first or second degree

[ Aggravated haraszment in the second degree
[] Assanht in the second or third degree

[ Criminal mischief

[] Sexual abusz in the second * or third degree

[ Strangulation

! If your health or safety or

[} Menacing in the second or third degres

[J Reckless endangerment

[ Stalking

[0 Attempted assault

[ Sexual misconduct

[] Foreible tonching

[ Criminal obstruction of breathing or
circulation

et of your child or children would be put at risk by disclosure of your address ar other
mwﬂhﬁutﬂtﬁmdﬁmaﬂnﬂﬂl&wﬂnhmmm

GE-21, which is availsble on-line at www.mycourts.gov. See Family Court Act §154-b,
* Where victim is incapable of conseet for reason other than being under ags 17 [Penal Law §130.60(1)] -
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DU 05 & ah &

[Describe incident, state date, time and place of most recent incident, specify if ayone wes mjured
(how seriously) end if amy weapons were used. If there were earlier incidents as well, describe them in
additional parsgraphs. Use additional sheets where necessary:

Petitioner giates that she has been married to Respondent for 6 yrs. Respondent has a history of verbal
and physical abuse towards Petitioner. Respondent is anorexic end refuses 10 eat ar go for any kind of
treatment, Respondent has irmational thoughts and becomes violent.

Petitioner states that she was pranted an Refrain from Oxder of Protection in August 2012 by Town of
Monrpe. On August 2012 EMS responded to their home due to Respondent nceding medical
assistance due to his not cating. Respondent had become violent with Petitioner and pushed her to the
floar. Petitioner believes that his outbursts are due to his anorvxia and lack of murition. Town of
Manroe Police were called to the house by EMS. Town of Monroe Police amested Respondent
because of his outburst and becoming physical towards Petitioner, Petitioner was issued a Order of
Protection. Respondent has a court date on February 5, 2013 in the Town of Goshen Court for the
above offense, Casc is being beard in the Town of Goshen Court because Monroe Court has &

negative history with Respondent.

Pdiﬁunih::ﬂﬂ!ﬁtﬂnlmIH*MIEMIHWWMMHTWMWMH
their home, Respondent became viclent. Respondent pushed Petitioner and became physical with her.
She was unable to call the police since due to her religion she is not allowed to use the telephone on
Saturdays. Respondent kept pushing her and she fell onto the couch, this has happened serveral times

in the past.

Petitioner states that she is afraid of Respondent and fears him. Petitioner is requesting the Court for a
Stay-A-Way Order of Protection until be gets the appropriate treatment for his snorexia and any other
mental disorder. Respondent has threatened Petitioner "if she does something against him she will pay
a price”,

4. ) 1have [ have not filed & eriminal complaint conceming these incident(s). [If so, please
indicate status]: August 2012 Town of Mooroe Police.

5. [Check applicable bax(es)]:
(] & I have no children and there are no other children Kving in my home,

[1'b. The following children live with me (include children who are not yours),
Name DOB Relation to Me Relation to Respondent

[ ¢. The following children are mine but do not live with me.

Name DOB Child's Refatiop to Respondent
Shulen Fried 5/1/95 Boerding School Step-Son
Nussen Teitelbmum 1014507 Uncle Son

Yechoake] Teitelbaum 109 Uncle Son
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that do not apply to you.] %8 Paragraphs 6-13 that apply 10 you. Skip any

- DJ6. The Respondent has acted in s wa
I consider i
(deseribe): s 18 addifion 10 the incident m‘”’mﬁﬂﬁﬁ

9. D ﬂrmmm ’
[describe: N cense of pistol permit for the following gun(s) as follows

0J b. The Respondent hes i
[describe]: N/a 'mbmm?ﬂ‘"wﬁﬂﬁﬂnmmgumﬂm

[0 s The Respondent Carries & gun on his or her job as follows [deseribe]:

10.L] = The Rospondent threatencd ~
Ome ] my child or mquh?m boxtea)}:

(] a member or members of my household [
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-Form 8-2 Paged

[J12. The Respondent has the following criminal et l inchudi crime,
sentence and court, if known]: N/A I o

[113. [Applimhlg where protection is souglt for pet(s)]:
a. The following pets live in my household [specify name(s) and type(s)]: N/A

b. E:uk.;cp;uﬂ:ﬂtiﬁjnr&dnrﬁiadmﬂnmhhzjm pets in my housshold as follows

14, [ bave not made any previous application to any cowrt or judge for the relief requested
b E - + r L m
Fﬁsmﬁmgmﬁﬂunhaﬂﬁmy‘mﬁuﬂﬂuMufmﬂﬁaﬁddmﬁ
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L hamEd e o -

WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests this Coutt to:

adiudge the Respondent to have committed the family offense(s) elleged;
:. m::igmmduufpuucﬁumnpaﬁﬂmamndiﬁmaf]whlﬂmmhenwbyﬂm
mmmwmmnzufmgmlqum
c. enter a finding of aggravated circumstances [ﬂdﬁmﬁmypimhl‘ eli _
d. Mammﬁﬂdmmmmﬂfmﬂywmﬁ (4)

delete if inapplicable], _
e Lﬂmmhnﬂﬂﬁrﬁrﬁﬂmﬂ&aﬂuﬂmlumdpupm

Dated: January 23, 2013 l
Miriam T. Teitelbaumn ﬂz- M

“Petitioner: (print or type name) /  Signature

Petitioner’s Attorney, if any, (printor type name) / Signature

Address and telephone number of Attorney, if any
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VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK ) _
55.; Mirem T, Teitelbaum

COUNTY OF ORANGE )

b Mnmuﬂﬂ:n{ah}iutbchﬁﬁmhﬂudmv&mud;mmuﬁumdthuﬂn
ﬁgguing}puﬁﬁnnismm(hu}mkmwhdm except as to matters stated 1o be alleged on
information end belief and as to those matters (she) believe(s) them to be true.

Miriam T. Teitelbaum / . )
Petitioner: typed or printed name d Signature
Sworn to before me this
day of y 20
(Deputy) Clerk of the Family Court

Wotary Public
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Exhibit
H
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Jacob Teitelbaum

c/o Ben Priedman

5 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monroe M. Y., 10050

The Honorable Vincent L. Briccett
United States District Court Judge
Southemn District of New York

300 Quarropas Street

White Flains, New York, 10601

Be: Jacob Teitelbaum Vs Juda Katz etal. 12-¢v-2858 VB
Desr Judge Briccaiti,

I am Jacob Teitelbavm, the Plainti(f in this action, and [ am writing the Count to bring to

Your Honor's attention a matter that I had raised in a previous letter o the Court but which has
now risen to a level that I am trapped by the Defendants, the information is as follows:

According to Torah Law , as practiced in our communities, a husband is not allowed to
remary before giving his present wife a Get {religious divorce), even if they have already
obtained a civil divorce. Under ordinary circumstances the willingness of the wife to accept
snch a Ged would be a must, however, there are some exceptions where a hushand can remarey
even his wife does not agree (o the Get For example when the wife does not want 1o live with
the husband and docs not want o accept a Get, the Rabbinical Court can permit the husband o
remarry without soch a Get

From what T have learned in the past two weeks, since my Wife brought the Order of
Protection which is based on false allegations, she is not willing to either live with me or to
accept a Get. That is, unless, 1) 1 break up my ties with my friend Ben Prisdman, 2) stop my
religious campaign against forced divorces, and, 3) withdraw this action, Additionally, the
Rabbinical Court is net willing to fight these Defendants and co-conspirators and grant me

permmission Lo remarry without a Get. Despite this, the Rabbinical Court has expressly stated they will
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not involve, although My Wife would pot accept a Get, and she has stated thad the will not continue 1o
hive with me for the next two years unless the above three conditions are met, this | have verified
according to her own account. These and similar tectics are used only against people in the
community against whom it is certaun that they will not break the religious laws and cheat, they
would not risk and take a chance to test those who may cheat and therefore be undeterred by
such intimidating action, since they know I will not break the religious laws, they feel
comfortable to keep me hostage in their trap,

At same time, these Defendants have their say against the Plantiff all over the
community, especially these two; 1) Ms. Pasternak, who is a family member and very close to
my wife, and, 2) Mr. Joel Spitzer, who is very close to my wife's father and is involved in this
matter for the Defendants. These people (and others) constantly accost me on the street and
atternpt to berate and intimidate me into dropping this action by trying to make me feel guilty for
breaking apart my family, and trying to convince me that it is my duty to please my wife at any
price.

Ifee] that it is necessary to bring these matters to the Court’s attention so that Your
Honor can better appreciate the need to allow my claims to move forward and into Discovery. 1

appreciate Your Honor's tme and consideration of these lssues,

W Dated February 11, 2013, Monzoe, NY.

Tacoh Tertelbaum, PlaintfT ProSe
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Exhibit
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From: Jacob Teiteibaum
/o Ben Friedman

5 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monmoe M. Y. 10950

To:  The Honorable Loretta A. Preska
United States District Court Chief Judge
Southern District of New York
500 Pear] Street
New York, New York, 10007

Re: Jacob Teitelbaum Vs, Juda Katz et al. 12-cv-2858 VB

Dear Judge Preska,

T am Jacob Teitelbaum, Plaintiff in this action.
Plaintiff seeking federal court protection
History of events causing plaintiff to file in Federal Court

Plaintiff is involved in a religious campaign and has become the target of terror and intimidation.

®  Plaintiff i a resident in a Hasidic, ultra-Orthodox, closely-knit community. Plaintiff got
mnvolved in a religious campaign against forced divorces that have been taking place
through the use of kidnapping within the community.

* Conspirators in the community have started intimidating and terrorizing Plaintiff to get
him e siep down and stop the campaign.

* While it is generally unheard of to go outside of this community for most matters,
especially to report a member of the community to CPS for child abuse or neglect when
both parents live wogether, there was an exception in this case when individuals in the
community conspired with others to bring false allegations with and through Defendant
CPS, this was done to further their terror campaign against the Plaintff, Those
individuals were not satisfied with taking the children away, but have continued to
intmidate Plaintiff in many other ways. In addition, these individuals have harassed and
intimidated Plantiff's wife oumerous tmes. In this manner, the community has
attempted (o drive her to prevent Plaintiff from participating in his religious campaign,
and even going 50 far as (o force her to have the Plaintiff removed from their home.
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The Plaintiff, after considering his financial himitations, his limited comprehension of and
ability to speak English, his limited knowledge of law, and his lack of political
connect:ons, believed that ignonng the sitation would be the best option.

+ On about Avgust 2011, after Plaintiff's wife resumed living in peace with Plaintiff,
discontinuing any and all efforts to stop Plaintff from his religious campaign against
forced divorces. The conspirsiors, as a result of this, started again to terrorize Plaintifi's
Wife, including through Defendant Orange County.

» After Plaigtiff alerted the Family Court, staling that it was becoming obvious that
Defendant DSS had conspired to terrorize Plaintiff as part of the conspiracy against the
religious campaign, other than wanting the well-being of the children.

+ Asaresult of Plantff alerting and reaching out, the conspirators and Defendants stopped
rargeting Plaintiffs wife; they instead resumed and intensified their effons 1o convince her
o join them in their efforts against the Plaintiff by offering to work with her (against
husband) if she would agree to separate from the Plaintiff and intimidate him. This has
left the Plaintiff with no other option than to seek remedy and protection in this Court, to
stop the continued and conspiratorial terror and intimidation.

Claims and composition of complaint filed in April 2012

¢ The Complaint was brought w stop the conspiracy of terrorizing, intimidating Plaintiff,
taking away Flaintiff's liberty, rights, and freedom of religion, through 1983 and 1985,
claims of various deprivations of Fundaments] Constititional Rights, such as the
Plaintiff’s right to raise his children in a manner that he sees fit.

® This action is not about overtuming a Family Court case or any other case pending or
adjudicated in any other court. And it was not about getting custody back, or any of the
like, it was used to bring to light the conspiracy and terror of the Defendants and the
scope of the unconstimtionally deprivation of Rights committed by the Defendants
against this Plaintiff as well as many others in the community

Events transpiring since filing of complaint until after last decision

* Plaintiff filed this Complaint April 11® 2012, since then Plaintiff has contimually been
threatened, intimidated, and harassed by the Defendants and conspirators, in & multitade
of ways, in an attemp to force him to withdraw his Complaint.

2
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On May 11" 2012, the Hon. Judge Briccetti dismissed Plaintif"s claims against Judge
Bivona and the Orange County Family Court on immunity grounds, while accepting the
rest of the claims and Defendants.

On June 6% 2012, Plaintiff became the victim of false criminal charges filed in the local
Justice court by Plaintiff's wife who brought these charges on the behest of the
conspirators in order to terrorize Plaintff, and to cause him t withdraw his Complaint.

Plaintiff wrote to this Court on June 19% 2012, about the ongoing terror and false charges,
and on June 25" 2012 Plaintiff wrote to this Court again in a leuer to further clarify the
sitwation the conspirators have created.

This Court then ordered Plaintiff and Orange County Attorney to appear for a conference
regarding these on July 2™ 2012, while in courtroom ar the hearing on that day, Plaintiffs
friend Ben Friedmen handed to the Court a letter regarding this matter, which the Court
docketed,

At the same time while in Court, the Orange County Attomey stated he will file a Motion
to Dismiss, and this Court then informed the parties that it was inclined to proceed to
discovery anvhow,

On July 19" 2012, Defendant Children’s Rights Society and Kim Pavlovic filed a Motion
to Dismiss, while on July 20% 2012, Defendant Maria Petrizio filed a Motion to Dismiss.

On July 30" 2012, Plaintiff asked the Court for an extension of time to answer the
Motions to Dismiss, it was granted.

On September 9* 2012. Plaintiff asked the Court to extend the time to answer the
Muotions again, due to the religious holidays constraints and timing, it was granted.

ﬂnﬂ:pEmh#il“ﬂ]]i,anundm[ﬁqmsh&lﬂﬁmmumnr&mhﬂlﬂHﬂRPﬁlﬁdﬂmir
Motion to Dismiss.

On Seplember 24" 2012, Orange County Attomey requesied the Court to allow the
County more ome o file its answer to the Amended Complaint, until October &, 2012,

the application was granted.

On September 24" 2012, Plaintiff asked the Court to grant more time to file opposition
papers for Defendant Kiryas Joel Comm. Ambulance Motion to Dismiss, it was granted.

On September 28% 2012, Defendants Juda and Chaya Katz, Joel and Bluma Tennenbaum
requested from the Court to allow them to join the Motion to Dismiss by Defendants
Children's Rights Society and Kim Pavlovic, it was granted.

On August 9 2012, the County Attorney filed their Motions to Dismiss.

3
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On August 11™ 2012, Plainiiff asked the Court to dismiss all the above pending Motions,
and order all Defendant’s to answer the Amended Complaint by November 15%, 2012, as
discovery was necessary for the Plaintiff to be able to properly answer the Defendants
Motions, application was denied.

Plaintiff was then ordered to file and serve opposition papers to all of the pending Motion
to Dismiss by November 5, 2012. With the Defendant's replies due by November 30,
2012,

On Movember 5% 2012, Plaintiff filed his answer to all pending Motion to Dismiss.

On December 18" 2012, Defendant David Rubenstein filed a Motion to Dismiss,
(untimely, while claiming he was not served the Amended Complaint yet by the
Marshalls),

Plaintiff then asked the Court on December 23" 2012, to dismiss Defendant Rubenstein's
Motion to Dismiss, for untimely filing his Motion, many months after his answer was due
and sometime after Plaintiff had already answered all the other motions to dismiss, while
Plaintiff had proof the Marshall's did serve him by mail with the Amended Complaint,
(Defendant had accepted service of the original Complaint, and service by mail was now
sufficient), and Plaintiff had already answered Motions to Dismiss by the other
Defendants resembling the same or similar argoments.

The Court denied Plaintiff's application, directing Plaintiff to submit his opposition to ali
of the arguments raised in Rubenstein's Motion to Dismiss by January 31" 2013, and
Defendant Rubinstein’s to reply, by February 14™ 2013,

On December 24™ 2012, Plaintiff wrote again to this Court, describing the escalation of
terror within the community and also through the Family Court, including by pressuring
and involving again Plaintiff's wife 1o terrorize Plaintiff, Plaintiff asked the court to
proceed to discovery immediately.

On January 8" 2013, Plaintiff wrote again to the Court informing that the conspirators
were blocking Plainiff from communicating and access to those who belp him with this
Federal action, in a bid to stop this action from proceeding.

On January 23" 2013, Plaintiff filed his detailed opposition to Defendant Rubenstein's
Motion to Dismiss, as previously directed by this court.

On January 27* 2013, Plaintiff again wrote to the Court informing how the conspirators
have now managed to terrorize Plaintiff through evietion from his home with threats to
withdraw this action, as they had threatened to do in the past.

On January 29" 2013 Plaintiff wrote to the Court again, sbout the scope of this
conspiracy and plot w force Plaintiff to withdraw this action.

4
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On February 11™ 2013, Plaintiff again wrote to the Court further detailing how the
conspirators want to keep Plainiff chained and hooked under intimidation and terrar for
prolonged periods, to get him o step down from this Federal action and from his
religious campaign,

On February 11™ 2013, early in the day and during Plaintiff’s morning prayers while in
the synagopue, a acquaintance of the Defendants family approached Plaintiff in a very
hasty manner, and in a threatening tone offered to Plaintiff through intimidation and
threats, & last chance to withdraw this Federal action and religions campaign and get back
his wife and children (if this action is withdrawn), he then proceeded to inform Plaintiff
that unless Plamtiff agrees immediately to this and to withdraw this action, the Judge will
dismiss this action as soon as today or tomormow, he claimed that he had inside
information from a very reliable source associated to the Defendants and conspirators, all
this while purporting to help Plaintff.

©On February 12" 2013, Plaintiff received through the mail a Memorandum and Decision
from this Court signed on 11%® Fehroary, and entered two days later on the docket,
granting &ll of the Defendants Motions (0 Dismiss, as more detiled below.,

SUMMARY OF THE DECISION

On page two (2}, in a footnote the Decision states; “According to the docket. Chaya and
Judah Katz have not been served with the amended complaint™! this a clear and stark
contradiction to the actual record on docket numbers 86 and B8, the Decision then further
states as a result; “they are not parties to any of the pending motions to dismiss™, {the
Defendant’s themselves have asked to be part of the Motion's, see above).

Pages two to eight (2-8) under the heading “Background”, while it quotes from
Plaintiff’s Complaint, it basically only quotes the pieces attempting to draw a picture as if
Plaintiff is appealing the Family Court Decision!

This is in stark contrast to Hon. Judge Briccetti's previous two orders/decisions, from
May 11™ 2012, and June 19" 2012, where the Court summarized Plaintiff's Complaint in
a few shon lines, stating; “Plaintiff, proceeding pro Se, brings this civil rights action
asserting that defendants have conspired to remove his children in retaliation for his
participation in a religions campaign”,

Clealy the Court had read the Complaint and claims as not to overturn the Family Court
rulings, but asserting a comspiracy to terrorize and take away Plaintff's liberty for
reli gious activity.
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While on page eight (8) under the heading “Decision™ it sets forth the Legal Standard for
Motion to Dismiss.

On page nine (9), the Decizion states “Plaintiff's claims against DSS and CPS are
dismissed because DSS and CPS are not sueable entities”, Plaintiff indeed did not dispute
this argument of County's Motion to Dismiss.

The decision reads further, “if the Court were o constme Plaintiff's amended complaint
liberally to assert a claim against Orange County, .... That claim would be dismissed
under the Rooker-Feldman doctnine, as discussed below™.

Page then {10) where it discussed the Rooker-Peldman arpument, where it starts with a
summary of PlainGil's claims against the County's Defendants, it reads; “Plaintiff"s
claims against Brunet, Bazile, CRS, Pavlovic, and Patrizio telate only to the alleged
violation of plaintiffs constitutional right “to raise his children in a manner that he deems
proper” and to have “custody and reasonable and unfetiered access Lo his children”, while
this was a mere non conclusory statement of Plaintiff to simply illustrate the affect of the
Defendants actions, the decision did not mention a word about Plaintiff's main and
central claim of conspiracy by the Defendanis against Plaintiff o terrorize and Kmit his
freedom, as this Court has indeed realized and written on two prior occasions; May 11"
2012, and June 19" 2012, hence the court then concluded that; “The Court lacks subject
matter jurisdiction with respect to those claims under the Rooker-Feldman doctrine!

The remainder of that page thereafter is basically quoting the Defendants Motions o
Dnsmiss and their arguments, without even mentioning the tniest trace of any of
Plainuff s oppesition and responses (o those claims.

The rest of Decision is about claims against Kiryas Joel EMS and Rubenstein, which iz
mrelevant for the Decision.

OBSERVATION

It does not take a professor, expert, or rocket scientist o realize this Memorandum and
Decision was not written by the same person as the other prior Decisions!

Hon. Judge Briccetti's style of writing as seemingly clear from other and the prior
writings in this case is; to cul through the nonsense and go straight to the point, the
cpposite of this Decision, showing no real substance.

Hon. Judge Bricceuti previously wrote in this case expressing his view of what the

Complaint and claims were about, after having reviewed this case as early as May 11%

2012, where he is dismissing some of the Defendants and leaving the rest, he clearly did
&
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not consider this case an appeal to overturn the Family Court Decisions and rulings, or an
appeal for custody, which would of course have put this case automatically and directly
under the Rooker-Feldman doctrine scrutiny, a common law, with which any layperson is
also familiar with, and it would have been obvious from the get go, to be dismissed, if
that was the case.

Hon. Judge Briccett clearly wrote in his prior two Orders, of May 11" 2012, and June
19™ 2012, that this is a case of conspiracy and deprivation of rights, and not an appeal to
Family Court Decision.

Hon. Judge Briceetti moved right after Plaintiff's first letter dated June 25% 2012, which
informed the Court about the intimidation and terror, and then ordered a conference, it is
aganst common sense that suddenly only when the Coun was now informed by the
Plaintiff's letter dated January 27" 2013, that Defendants actually fulfilled some of their
prior threats and evicted Plaintiff from his home with false criminal charges pending, that
the Court should tum its back on Plaintiff, to join in with the conspirators, and leave
Plaintiff withou! any protection.

Hon. Judge Bricceui was patient and had all the time for all the parties since the filing of
this Complaint 10 months ago, to just now issue a Decision in a hurry a mere three (3)
days before Defendant Rubenstein’s reply was due, did the Hon. Judge Briccetti suddenly
lost patience and rendered a Decision? Rather this resembles the tactic typical to the
community of Kiryas Joel to humiliate people such as the Plaintiff by illustrating there is
no need even to hear what Defendant has to say in order to dismiss PlaintilT's claims!

Hon. Judge Briceetti, since the beginning of this case, gave Plaintiff the opportunity to fix
efrors, where this Decision not only does it not give a chance to fix errors, it does not
even explain a single word where, how and why Plaintiff is wrong! This clearly does not
reflect the continued action and namre of the Hon. Judge Briccetti.

The Hon. Judge Briccews had directed Plaintiff to answer all Defendants Motions 1o
Dismizs, while the Decision does not even mention a single word of Plaintiff's answers
as per the Court's direction!

The Hon, Judge Briccetti st the Tuly 2™ 2012 conference in Court stated it will proceed to
discovery, in response to Defendams County Attorney and counsel from Children's
Right’s Society saying they intend to bring a Motion to Dismiss and their grounds for it.

Even if one was to assume that the Hon, Court changed its mind, the Hon. Court would
surely not have delivered it in such a misinformed and rushed manner, ignoring all of
Plaintifl"s arguments.

The Hon. Jadge Briccetti was continually on top of this case, he would not have forgotten
ablatant and open document on the record, to write; “According to the docket, Chaya and

T
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Judah Katz have not been served with the amended complaint”, especially when the same
Cnurth!m:lpzﬁui:-us]y granted the very same Defendants to join in on the Motion to
Dismiss by Defendants Children's Rights Society and Kim Pavlovic for the Amended
Complaint, it would pot have omitted in its Decision two other Defendanis, not

menticned elsewhere in this Decision; Defendants Joel and Bluma Tennenbaum.

CONCLUSION

® Since it is well-known that Kiryas Joel political machine is one of the strongest or the
strongest political power in the region, they reach out w© acting Judges in cases where
they are involved, and based on all above, it is very certain that Defendam Kiryas Joel
infloenced somenne, possibly a elerk, in the Cambers of the Honorable Judge Briccetti in
order (o elicit this Decision.

= The clear and obvious fact that the Defendant was the one to write this Decision rather
than the Court, puts the Plaintiffs life in a very dangerous situation.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
Flaintiff accordingly respectfully requests this Hon. Court, that a thorough investigation
and enquiry on this matier be done and insure that Plaintiff" s liberty is not jeopardized so

that justice be served.

mmumhmmﬂmudmmm&mn‘@f

-

</o Ben Friedman

5 Leipnik Way # 102,
Monroe, New York, 10950
Tel. No. B45-782-7830
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

JUDA KATZ: CHAYA KATZ; et al.
DEFENDANTS

JACOB TEITELBAUM, individually and as father to x:
CHILD A and CHILD B, E CIVIL ACTION NO.
PLAINTIFF | 12CVRESE(VE)
:
.a_g’jn":. E AFFIRMATION
.  OF SERVICE
:
I
i
X

I, BENZION P. FRIEDMAN, declare under penalty of perjury that I have served a copy of the
attached NOTICE OF MOTION TO APPOINT A NEXT FRIEND, MOTION TO
APPOINT A NEXT FRIEND, AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO APPOINT A
NEXT FRIEND

upon

The Honorable Loretta A. Preska
United States District Court Chief Judge
Southern District of New York

500 Pear] Street

New York, New York, 10007

Rebecca Baldwin Montello, Esg.
One Corwin Court, P.O. Box 1479
Newburgh, New York, 12550

T - 845-565-1100

F - 845-565-1900

E-mail, rmantello@tclmm. com

by mail

Gregg D. Weinstock, Fsq,

432 Park Avenue South, %h Floor

New York, NY, 10016
T-212-689-1113

F - 212-725-9530

Email; gweinstock@garbarini-scher. com
by mail
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David Darwin, Esq.

Orange County Dept. of Law.
Municipal Law Division

15 Matthews Street, Suite 305

Goshen, Mew York, 10924

T - 845-291-3150

F - 845-291-3167

Email, ddarwin(@orangecountygov.com
by mail

Siler & Ingber LLP

Jeffrey B. Siler Esq.

Attorneys for defendant

Kiryas Joel Comm Ambulance CRP
301 Mincola Blvd.

Mincola, N.Y. 11501

T = 516-294-2666

F - 516-294-0870
jsiler@nylawnet, com

by mail

Hannigan Law Firm PLLC

Filed 03/08/13 Page 52 of 52

Terence 5. Hannigan Esq. Patrick T. B
1881 Western Avenue, Suite 140 Bim m.::f" Giﬁm LLP
Albany, N.Y. 12203 40 Mathews Street, Suite 209

T - 518-869-9911 POB 216

F - 518-8/9-0015 Gosh

: en, New York, 10924
terry@hannigan. pro T - 845-294-4080
by mail F - 8452047673

i by mail
Chaya Katz

22 Hayes Court, Unit 201

Monroe, New York, 10950

by mail

Joel Tennenbaum

Bluma Tennenbaum

16 Lizensk Boulevard, Unit 102
Monroe, New York, 10950

by mail

Dated; Monroe, New York
March 8, 2013

e &£
L2 T
Benzion P. Friedman
5 Leipnik Way, #102

Monroe, NY. 10950
845-782-T830
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