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Eleventh Circuit

56 Forsyth Street, N.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Miguel J. Cortez
Clerk

In Replying Give Number

Of Case And Names Of krties

JuIy 22, L994

Mr. George Sassower
l-6 Lake Street
White Plains,  NY 10603

RE: Misc.  No. 94-LL37, In the Matter of :  GEORGE SASSOWER

Dear Mr.  Sassower:

Enclosed is an order of Chief Judge Gerald Bard Tjoflat
which has been received and f i led in this off ice and which is
ef fect ive as of  the date f i1ed. This order determines the
complaint of judicial misconduct earl ier f i led by you pursuant to
28 U.S.C. S372(c) and Addendum I I I  of  the Rules of  the Judic ia l
Council  of the Eleventh Circuit.  I  also invj-te your attention to
Rules 4 ,  5,  6 and 1-6 of  Addendum I I I .

Sincerely,

.V
r"-

fiomas
Chief

TKK/emw

Enclosure

c:  Hon. Norman C. Roettger,  JY.
Hon. Donald L.  Graham
Circuit Clerk Secured File

Deputy Clerk
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IN THE ITATTER OF

GEORGE SASSOWER

I t iscel laneous Docket No. 9{-11

A COIIIPLAINT FILED BY

IN RE: The complaint of George Sassower against
United States Distr ict Judge Dona1d L. Graham
of the Southern Distr ict  of  Flor ida under
the Judic iaL Conduct and Disabi l - i t i r  Act  of  l -980,
28 U.S.c.  S 372(c).

ORDER

The complainant George Sassower is attempting to use the

complaint  procedure of  28 U.S.C. S 372(c) as an al ternat ive means

of obtaining judic ia l  review of  Distr ict  Judge Donald L.  Graham's

disrnissal  (on March 23 |  L994) of  h is law sui t  against  Fidel i ty &

Deposi t  company of  Maryland et  dI . ,  in the Southern Distr ict  of

Flor ida,  case no. 93-2268-CIV-GRAHAM. Mr.  Sassower has appealed

the dismissal  to the Uni ted States Court  of  Appeals for  the

Eleventh Circui t  on Apr i l  L3,  L994; the appeal  is  now pending as

cdS€ Do; 94-44L7.

Mr. Sassower's complaint does al lege that Judge Graham, in

handling the law suit,  engaged in conduct sanctionable under

Sect ion 372(c,) ,  but  the al legat ions contains no facts.  fn t ruth,

this complaint constitutes nothing more than an abuse of the

Sect ion 372(c) process; i t  is  a rank at tempt to coerce the resul t



the complainant seeks and

complaint  is ,  accordingLY,

thus far has been denied.

DISMTSSED.

Dated thi .s 20th day of  JuIy ,  L994.

Chief
of the Eleventh aI Circui t


