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The order of contempt and commitment, dated December 1,

1995, is affirmed for the following reasons.

Dov Kaminetzky and his company, Investment Choices, were

liable to Cullen Bank for obligations due for a car wash

operation.  Kaminetzky filed frivolous claims against the

successor to Cullen Bank, and many others, because of the

liabilities of the car wash and other operations.  When the

district court dismissed those claims, it entered on March 16,

1995 an order enjoining Kaminetzky from filing any action raising

an issue alleged in the prior cases without first obtaining

judicial approval.  The court’s order put Kaminetzky on notice

that a violation could be punished by criminal contempt.

On September 7, 1995, Kaminetzky filed a notice of removal

in federal court, seeking to remove a state court suit between

him and Cullen Bank wherein the Bank sought to recover an

obligation owed because of the car wash operation.  No judicial

approval was sought or obtained for this filing, itself

frivolous.

The district judge gave Kaminetzky notice that he would be

ordered to appear and show cause why he should not be held in

contempt for violation of the March 16 order, which order the

judge read to Kaminetzky.

The hearing was held on December 1, 1995, at which time,

after hearing testimony from Kaminetzky and argument by his

attorney, the court found Kaminetzky to have committed a knowing
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and willful violation of the March 16 order and remended him to

imprisonment for 48 hours.

Kaminetzky argues that he had inadequate notice of his

violation and of the criminal contempt hearing.  The evidence

reflects no uncertainty about the proceeding and about the

violation.  The court’s findings are supported and its order is

AFFIRMED.


