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Starting at the death of Julia Tascherecau, my mother, on March 15-16 1998, the multiple
parties involved in the theft of my mother’s estate from me, the beneficiary and
Executrix, deliberately and maliciously established a pattern and practice of collusion to
defraud me of my rights in order to obtain control and ownership of my mother’s
property. The parties listed below have, for 11 years, conspired to use the Courts of New
York City to unlawfully take my mother’s property but make it look “legal™ by
fabricating facts, rules, procedures, and documents. The parties in this matter have
colored the law, their offices, and their authority.

L, Elizabeth Combier (“Combier™), provide the record herein as a summary of 11 years of
documenting the actions of the parties named below, in written Motions and Affidavits as
well as in taped conversations and court transcripts. All conversations that include me at
home have been recorded pursuant to New York State law that permits such taping.

When a determination of kinship is made upon competent evidence, it may not be lightly
set aside by the pretensions of a person who is actually only an intruder in the
proceeding. In re Metzrath’s Estate, 1941, 176 Misc. 75, 27 N.Y.5.2d 124.

The actors/ intruders (“intruders™) who have corrupted the process of probating my
mother’s Will have committed acts that were, and continue to be, unauthorized by their
oflices/titles/positions and therefore leave them without standing or jurisdiction to bring
about the end that they seek except by outright fraud and corruption.

THE ELEMENTS OF A RICO ACTION

The Fundamentals of RICO states in §1.02 that RICO has at its core a fairly simple
design: it prohibits a person from utilizing a pattern of unlawful activities to infiltrate an
interstate enterprise. (18 U.S.C. §1962). The case brought forth in this document alleges
the following is true, and these are required in RICO:

(1) that a “person” within the scope of the statute

(2) has utilized a “pattern of racketeering activity” or the proceeds thereof

(3) to infiltrate an interstate “enterprise”

(4) by (a) investing the income derived from the pattern of racketeering activity in the
enterprise; (b) acquiring or maintaining an interest in the enterprise through the
pattern of rackeleering activity; (c) conducting the affairs of the enterprise
through the pattern of racketeering activity; or (d) conspiring to commit any of the
above acts.”

I, a private citizen, claim that I have been injured in my property and business “by reason
of” onc of the foregoing. Section 1961(3) of RICO defines “person™ to include “any



individual or entity capable of holding a legal or beneficial intcrest in property. (18
U.S.C. 1961(3). This applies both to someone alleged to have committed a RICO
violation and to someone bringing a RICO claim. | am bringing a RICO claim against the
Intruders listed below.

THE INTRUDERS

Mr. Kenneth Wasserman, Mr. Peter Schramm, Renee Roth, Karla Moskowitz, Jane
Passenant, Mary Santa Marina, Julia Danger, Fransesca Sabatie, The First Department
Appellate Division, Jonathan Lippman, Jonathan Landsman, Lauren Holmes, Dan
Ramos, Fred Anderson

THE SUMMARY AND BACKGROUND

Intruders’ lies, forgeries, larceny and malicious prosecution have prevented the probate of
the last Will of Julia Taschereau dated November 22, 1997 pursuant to SCPA §2110 Note
259; SCPA §2113 Notes 5,6,7,8,9, 11, 12; SCPA §§205 & 206; SCPA §2104 Note 4,
6; SCPA 1701 to 2200; SCPA §1408(2); CPLR §4519; and EPTL §3-2.1, and on the
facts in the record. The narrow scope of the jurisdiction of the probate court is to probate
a Will or refuse to probate a Will, based upon facts presented by all parties during
discovery and 1404 depositions. Probate Courts have no power to amend or add to a Will.
The facts of the Will Proceeding of Julia Taschereau, the case at bar, are that on
MNovember 22, 1997, in the presence of three witnesses and an attorney, Julia Taschereau,
of sound mind and in full testamentary capacity, without any controlling influence over
her by any person present or not present, signed her Will giving her apartment and its
contents to her daughter Elizabeth. She not only knew exactly what she was doing but
planned her Will signing, invited the witnesses, and assisted the Attorney in writing her
testament which deliberately and intentionally gave her daughter Julia Danger no shares
in testatrix’s fully-owned apartment due to Julia Danger’s years of severe harassment and
abuse of testatrix. Combier asks that this court award her all the stolen property withheld
from her by Julia Danger, Mr. Wasserman, and Mr. and Mrs. Leonard Mark and that
these same be returned to her immediately, also as a matter of law in this case.

BACKGROUND
On March 16, 1998, the live-in housekeeper found her employer Julia Taschereau dead in
her bed. This person called Elizabeth Combier, who lived about 12 blocks away, at about
5:30AM, and told her of her mother’s death.

Combier called Madison Avenue Presbyterian Church, where, the previous evening, Julia
Taschereau had managed a large concert. Proponent told Associate Pastor Charles
Amstein about the death of her mother. Mr. Amstein arrived about % hour later, and told
Ms. Combier that he would take care of everything, and the apartment would now be
taken care of as well. He was not aware that the decedent had written a Will giving
daughter Elizabeth Combier the apartment, in accordance with her letters to the Trustees
and the Board telling the officers that she, Julia Taschereau, wanted her daughter






