
Jl'DICTAL

COMPI.ATNT AGAINST

COMPTAINT FORM

COUNCIL OF THE SECOND CIRCUIT

f i tDIefAL OFFICER UNDER Zg U.S.C. $ 372(c)

TNSTRUCTTONS:

(a) ,All questJ.ons on thls fora rnust be answered,.

(b) 'A separate conpralnt  form must be f l l red out for  each
Judic la l  of f lcer coroplalned against .

(c) subrolt the correct nurnlrer of coples of thls fom and the
statement of  facts.  For a conplalnt  against :

a court  of  appeals Judge --  3 coples
a distr lct  court  Judge or naglstrate --  4 coples
a banknrptcy Judge 5 coples

(For further informatlon see RuIe 2 (e) ) .

(d)  Serrr lce on_the Judlc la l  of f lcer s i l l  be nade by the Clerkrs
.of f lce.  (For fur ther lnforaat lon See Rule f  la j  1111.

(e) ttall thls form, the staternent of facts and, the appropriate
nunber of coples to the clerk, unlted states court of
Appeals, UnJ.ted Stater Courthouse, Foley Sguare,
New York,  NerJ York l00OZ.

L. Conplalnantrs nanc:

Address, / / /nre- &,"er=

<2
q)+ss a)fL.

Daytfuue telephonc (with ar€a code):

2. Judgc or magictrato coroplalned about:

Nana:

Court:

r?t/t 7{f--zltl?

D ^,  t

C/,6 - oe (/ taLs ,/ 6z,rarr

"4

t



3. Doeg thls conplalnt  concern the behavlor of  tho Judge or
nraglstrate ln a part lcular lawsul t  or  lawsul ts?

V
t  I  Yes t  r \ l  No

I f  r fyes,r f  g lve the fol lowlng lnforuat lon about each lawsui t
(use the reverse slde l f  there ls more than one):

Court :

Docket number:

Docket numbers of any appeals to the Second Clrcult:

Dld a lawyer represent 'you?

t  l  Yes tN,)  No

I f  t tyesn glvo the name, address, and telephona number of
your larryer:

l/tr

4. Havs you prevlously f l lsd any conplalnts of  Judlc la l
mlsconduct or dlgabll lty agalnst any Judge or uaglstrate?

ct/ l  Yea t  I  No

If trYerrtr gLve thc docket nurnber of each cornplalnt.

qr^rK') ( n'n61 Qa- P'fiT)



5. You should at tach a statenent of  facts on which your
conplalnt  ls  based, se€ ru16 2 (b),  and

F?'Trl|Fll
rdL.ltA5j)

(1) check the box and slgn the fonn. You do not need
notary publlc lf you check thls box.

f  D(:  I  d,eclare under penal ty of  perJury that :

(1) I  have read rules L and 2 of  the Rules of  the Judlc ia l
Councl l  of  the Second Clrcul t  Governlng Conplaints of
Judlc la l  Mlsconduct,  or  Dlsabl l t ty,  and
(2) The statements made ln thls courplalnt and attached
statement of facts are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge.

AB

(2) check the box below and aign thls form ln the
pr€senco of a notary publlc:,

t  I  I  lrw€ar (aff lrr) that--

(1) I havc read rtr les I and 2 oC the Rules of tho Judlclal
Councll  of the Second Clrcult Governlng Conplalnts ot
Judlc la l  Mlsconduct or Dlsabl l l ty ,  and
(2, Tho statements made ln thls conplalnt and attached
statenent of f ,acts are true and correct to the best of ny
knowledge.

(  s lgnature)
Executed on

(date)
Sworn and subgcrlbed to
before mr

(Notary nrbtlc)
My conmlggton expJ.res:

(  s lgnature)
Executed on



r ' IComplainantrs act ionl  had the
effect ,  and probably the purpose of
disrupt ing the order ly judic ia l
decis ional  process of  the distr ict
court . r r  (Chief  U.S. Distr ict  Judge
Charles L.  Br ieant,  December 10r 1990)

Chief  Judge CHARLES L. BRIEANT
2J--U- €--c,--S 3JZLq-L

l -a.  This is ny second 28 U.S.C. S372tcl  complaint
against  Chief  Judge CHARLES L. BRIEANT ["Br ieantrr l ,  and relates
only to the administrat ive pract ices of  the Chief  Judge.

b.  The complaint  dated October 10, l -990 (Docket *90-
8557) emphasized the r fno due process" procedures of  Chief  Judge
Brieant,  which resenble the ukases of  the worst  of  Russian czars,
ra 'bher than an Amer ican judic ia l  system.

2a .  The headed comment rras made by Ch i  e f  Judge
Brieant based upon the false,  contr ived and concocted charge that
complainant had added U.S. Distr ict  Judge CHARLES S. HEIGHT, JR.
["Height ' r I  as a party defendant in a c iv i l  act ion pending before
Judge Height,  when the court- f i led documents reveals otherrv ise.

b.  The charge of  intent ional ly r fd isrupt ing the
or:der ly : i  udic ia l  decis ional  processtr  is  ser ious,  and anyone
c:ulpablc should l rave been punishecl  by Chief  Judge Br ieant .

c.  To the extent that  punishment r /as warranted f  inds
complainant in accord wi th the Chief  Juclqe.

d.  Complainant f inds
Judge as to (  1 )  the Lack of  due
Judqe in impos ing punishment I
r rdecis ional  processrr  of  Judge
vict im, rather than the culpr i t .

A.drn i_n_r-s_tra tine_ q ba-tls_e___l- :

d isagreement wi th the Chie f
process employed by the Chief

(2) the intrus ion into the
Height;  and (3) punishing the

copy of  Exhibi t  r rAr ' ,  and the
was sent direct ly to Chief
Judge WILLIAM C. CONNER

3a. The trBi l l  to Terry ' r  Memorandurn of  October 2I ,  1987
(Exhibi t  r fArr) /  correct ly states that  i t  re l -ates to a "cr in inal
contemptrr  charge against  the complainant,  which was pending
before Judge Height for  adjudicat ion.

b.  The more exact ing and impeccable nature of  the
rrdecis ional  processrr  in a cr iminal  contenpt proceeding is wel l
establ  ished .

c. Upon the
exhibi t  i tsel f  reveals
Judge Br ieant by U. S

receipt  of  a
that a copy
. Distr ict



d. The Chief  Judge, unconcerned about therrdecis ional  processrr ,  even r*hen of  const i tut ional  maqnitude, took
absolutely no administrat ive act ion at  a l l .

[  "Cortnearr I ,  the Chief  Judqe ts

immediat-e remedial  act ion.

e .  I 'F ix ingt t ,  by
acceptable,  even promoted, in

Asl lr-i-r:-ls-tiel-uae_-e}-n {_se_e :

af ter ,  v/a$ Judqe He iqht
Conner fa lsely charqed
compla i  nant .

administrat ive mandate vas for

4a. Thereafter,  only af ter  the complainant had amended
his complaint  in the c iv i l  act ion pendinq before Judge Heightz dsff  of  cours€",  by naminq Judge Conner as a D,e!.n_l_p__v_.**_Sp-afk.g* (  44g
U. S. 24 t  1980I )  r r f  ix ing" co-def endant,  d id Chief  Judqe Br ieant
react.

b.  ClearIy,  Chief  Judqe Br ieant,  by his intrusive
intervent ion in comprainantrs c iv i l  proceedinq by,  inter al ia,
<l ismissinq the compraint ,  v i thout any due process procedures
whatsoever,  \ r /as not interested in any rrorder ly judic ia l
decis ional  process of  the distr ict  court i l .

A rl ur-rn-r-s-Lre t i v e--tl-fu1-rge -3. :

5a- A mere scint i l la of  reasoninq po!/er i r resist ib ly
compels the conclusion that the Judge conner Memorandum (Exhibi t
r rArr)  \ {as a f raud and a hoax.

b- The charge made by conplainant is that  Chief  Juclge
Brieant had e-c!-uaI-EnSy-Le-d-Se- that  the Judge Conner Memorandum \ras
a treacherous fraud and intended to advance a cr iminal
racketeer ing adventure in which the chief  Judge also had an
i  nterest  .

5a. Neither

recused j  ur  is ts,  is  obvi  ous 1y
the Chief  Judge Br ieant forums.

on October 2Ir  1987, nor anyt ime before or
a " tarqel t t  of  the complainantr  ds Judge
in order to t r igqer a bias aqainst  the

b. Judge Height rdas s inply a jur ist  who, a mere
sixteen (16) days before,  by a randorn select ion method, had been
assiqned a c iv i l  act ion in which the complainant r . ras the
plaint i f f .

c.  The Judge Conner wr i t ten fa lse and inf lammatory
remark,  which he circulated to f ive (5) other jur ists and two (2)
cLerks of  the court  ,  "  I ru]elcone to the ever-groving group of
Sassower targetst t ,  cal led for  an administrat ive response by Judge
BrieanL, and Judge Br ieant fa i lecl  to act .



Aclnr-lnis--t:at-r-y-*e_Qharg_e__4-:

7a. Dur ing 1987 the instances of  professional
misconduct by KRETNDLER & RELKTN, P .  c.  I  r tK&Rrr ]  ,  FELTMAN, KARESH,
MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esqs. [  ' 'FKM&Fr'  ]  ,  and their  entourage, in the
forums adrninistrat ively control ted by Chief  Judqe Br ieant reached
vert ig inous heights as part ia l ly  shown herein.

b. Complainantrs let ter  to Chief
June 2I ,  l -987, reads part ia l ly  as f  o l lows:

Judge Br ieant of

rrSupplement ing my RuIe 4 complaint  of
June 9,  1987, v i th respect to the above Law f i rm,
wir ich Your Honor has na_t-  yet  acknowledged, I  wish to
state that  I  was inf  c l rmed on Fr iday,  June 19, 19 gT,
by Mr,  Hyman Raf f  e himsel f  ,  that  he is st i l l  rnaking
'  extort  i  on I  and '  b lackma i  I  t  payments to Fe l tman,
Karesh, Major,  & Farbman, Esgs.

I  n the t rords
I  had gone to ja i l  rather
above f i rm and to Kreindler
avcl id such incarcerat ionsr .

of  Mr.  Raffe,  ' I  nov v ished
than made payments to the

& Relkin,  P.C. in order to

' ! lhy do you just  not  stop making such
payments,  s ince they are c lear ly i l legal  and
unenforceablet ,  I  asked Mr.  Raffe?

'Because t ,  he said,  ' the legal  quest ion
of their  i l legal i ty would be determined by corrupt
judges control led by the Fel tman f i rmt ax judges who
give obedience to the desires of  corrupt judgesr.

As to the threat of  I ra Postel ,  Esq.,
Lhe 1ap-doq of  Fel t rnan, Karesh, Major & Farbman, Esqs. ,
that  they I the Fe]- tnan f i rml would 'keep bleeding Raffe
t-<-r  death t  and that ' they were going to retal_iate
against  my chi ldren unless I  stopped t ,  I  consul ted,
thus f  ar ,  one of  rny three chi ldrenr BS I  said I  voul_d.

My youngest daughter,  the one I
consul ted,  said that  they r /ere 'dumbr because then bhey
would then have four (4) fu l l  t ime adversar j .es rather
than one (1).

In v ier , r  of
I  d id not be L ieve i t
t r^ro (2) daughbers,  bef  ore
by this let ter ,  to 'go to

c.  Conplainant I  s
June 25, 1987, read part ia l ly

the aforement ior ied comment,
necessary to consul t  my other

tel l ing the above lav f i rm,
hel I r  ! r t

let ter  to Chief  Judqe Br ieant of
as fo l lows:



t tMr.  Raffe is being compel led to
underwri te the appeal  of  the Fel tman f i rn f rom the
order of Hon . DAVr D N. EDELSTETN (.Ee-ss_o_ne:_v-=_Jx-e-r:_!f_,
551 F. Supp. 128),  a l thouqh i t  does not inure to his
benef i t .

underwr i te
GOETTEL (  B7
Same.

underwr i  te
l i t igat ion
( B6 Bkcy
therein are

Mr. Raffe
the expenses
pending before

20500 )  to the
adverse to his

Mr. Raffe is being compel led to
t l re F"el tman l i t igat ion bef ore Hon. GERARD L.

Civ.  1450),  a l though he has no interest  in

Mr .  Ra f  f  e l ras compe 11ed to undervr i  te
the expenses of  the Fel tman f  i rn in their  at tempt to
defeat his S2254 wri t  before other judc.res in the
Southern Distr  ic t .

In no civ i
condemned, whether correct ly
the i r  orrn graves rr  be f  ore they

I  wi l l  not

Your Honor
documents,  for  they c lear ly
does and pays vhat the
Raf fe is incarcerated,
convict ions or Reports

is being compel led to
of the Fel tman f  i : : rn in the

Hon. HOWARD SCFIWARTZBERG
point  that  a l l  act ions taken
o\rn personal  interests.

l ized society are the
or not,  eompel led t -ot td ig

are executed.

permit  any federal  judge,

need only }ook at  the
state that  e i ther Mr.  Raffe
Fel tman f i rm desire or Mr.

pursuant to t r ia l - less

including Your Honor,  Judge GOETTEL, or Judge
SCHWARTZBERG, the luxury of  c los inq the i r  eyes,
cover ing their  ears,  and holding their  breath,  in
order to avoid their  concomitant responsibi l i ty  of
assur ing that their  courts are not made the subject
of  f raud, col : rupt ion,  and extort ion

Mr.  Raffe vras to1d, and so the
documents sholr ,  that  i f  he executes releases in favor
of  corrupt judges, inctuding Referee Donald Diamond
and Mr.  Just ice Alv in F.  Klein,  and pays and otherwise
obeys the instruct ions of  the Fel tman f i rn,  vhich he
has thus far,  he wi l l  not  be incarcerated

Judic ia l  corrupt ion,  pay-of fs,
t r ia l - less incarcerat ionsr dre not ' the coins of  the
judic ia l  realmt,  in th is or any other c i rcui t ,  and I ,
'Captain Ahab fashiont intend to eradicate such



pract ices by
costs.  r l

the Fel tnan and KreindLer f i rms, dt  a l l

d.  Nothing was done and consequent ly FKM&F fel t  f ree
to thereafter engage, once again,  Judge Conner in order to
corrupt,  th is t ime their  target was Judge Height.

Administ : :at ive Charqe 5:

Ba. Only a few days dgor on October L9, 1990, Judge
Brieant in an Order wherein the Chief  Judge granted the
complainant permission to f i le a pet i t ion in bankruptcy,  Chief
Judqe Br ieant stated that the matter \ , ras to be ad judicated in the
Bovl ing Green Courthouse, rather than at  l {h i te Plains (Exhibi t
r rB'r  ) ,  the existence of  a Chief  Judge f  or  the Bankruptcy Court
notwithstandinq.

b.  28 U.S.C. 5154tbl  provides:

I 'The chief  judge of  the bankruptcy judge
court  shal- l  ensure that the rules of  the bankruptcy
court  and of  the distr ict  court  are observed, and that
the business of  the bankruptcy court  is  handl-ed
ef fect ively and expedi t ious1y. "

c .  The statutory obl  igat  ion to rrensurerr  cornpl  iance of
the rrrulesrr  has been placed by Congress upon Chief  Judge BURTON
R. LIF'LAND I  I 'L i  f  ]andrr)  ,  not  Chief  Judqe Br ieant.

d.  The rrorder ly judic ia l  decis ional  processrr  is  being
intent ional ly and del iberately being transmogri f ied by Chief
Judge Br ieant,  not  the complainant,  in order to advance a
cr i rn inal  racketeer inq adventure in vhich the Chief  Judge is
inextr icably involved.

Q.s.nc-l-qg.i-p-n":

9a. obviously,  i t  is  Chief  Judge Br ieant,  not  Lhe
complainant.  vho isrrdisrupt ing the order ly judic iaL decis ional
processrr .

b.  In
submit ted papers,
Human Li t iqat ionrr

December l -98? complainant,  iD judic ia l ly
declared the Judqe Br ieant f  oruns I 'Unf i t  f  or

c.  I t  l ras an apt,  honest ly expressed, statement vhich
the complaj .nant f inds no reason to reconsider or change.

Dabed: October 29, l -990

GEORGE SASSOWER


