
Docket No. 94-
?8 U. S .  C. Complaint  .

Qhief  U. S. Distr ict  Court  Judqe Baref  oot Sande-rs

I  rnake this ZB U. S. C. complaint  against
Chief  U. S. Distr ict  Court  Judge Baref  oot Sanders I  I 'Sanders" l  ,
based on Lhree (  3I  d iscrete i tems, and as general  bacl . ;ground f  or
th is conplaint  incorporate by reference my conplaint  of  May 31,
1994 (Docket No. 94-01-372-0031).

For rea=ons
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State Atty .  Gen .  L l  .  O1 i  r ier
in addi t ian to Clhief  .Judqe
was controverted by those
or place.

diselosed in my May 31, 1994
compla int  was also ser\red uPon

.p.  ,  U. S. Attorney Paul  Coggins,  t iY
Kcppel1,  and Kreindier & Relk in,  P.C.,
Sanders,  and nothing contained therein
served or by anyone else,  Et  any t ime

n--- !  l la t t
t .d!  L f r"

2a. On June 10, 1994, ten (  10 i  dal is af  ter  rnaking my
May 31. l -39,1 comE-r la int /  upcn receipt  of  a copy of  the
Di=tr ict  Cc,urtr= I tccket Eheet,  dated June 7 ,  1994, I  recoqnized
thatt  Lntei  a l ia,  my May 7t  1994 mot ion had not been entered on
the Docl . ;et  5heet,  and caueed the fol l -oving Iet ter ,  v i th
enr- l  nF.r ' r rFq -  t6 be sent:ve r^L !p I

"  l .  I  received today a copy of  the
Cler l" ; 's  Docl . :et  5heet,  as of  June 7r l -994/ and not iced
that plaint i f fsr  mot ion #3, dated May 7 ,  1994r l ras not
docketed, dl though supplements No. I I  ( t rocket #48) and
No. I I I  {DockeL #49),  vhich made reference to such May
7 ,  19 9 4 rrere docL:eted .

f  assume
IV, dated June 6,

that  my supplemental
19q4- h;rs also beent  ' .v

submiss ion No
docketed.

2 .  I  here encl-ose in dupl  icate,
conie= cl f  sai , l  M,aw i  -  igc ' r  *^f  i^-  *- tether v i th the. - . - r - - -  - - lU | lG) '  t ,  L- 'Ja t l lLrLIUl I ,  LUr-

let ter  of  the same date,  which was enclosed with said
mot ion. The l . lot ice of  Appeal  rshich l ras also enclosed,
has been super=eCerf  by an Amended Not ice (Docket ++45 )  .

4 Uniess f  hear to the contrary,
I  assume that copies of  p la int i  f  f  s I  mr: t lan #3 mai led to
IJ.  5 .  At torney Paul  Cc,gg ins and NY State Attorney
General-  G. Ol iver Koppel l  were recei ' , red by then. T am
al=o ma i  l -  ing a coFy of  sa id mot ion to Sl-rasshurger &
Driro T.  i .  D r . rhn fhoro: f { .sr  =nna=ror l

|  4.u. \  .  t



4. I  would appreciate i t  i f  you
wauld have same docketed and forvarded to Chief  Judqe
Sanders for  d isposi t ion.

Most Respectful ly,

GEORGE SASSOWERII

b.  Copies of  such cover ing let ter  l tas mai led to '
inter al ia,  th is Court ,  and exists in th is Courtrs f i ler  35
conf i rmed by Ms. Susan Vaughn IrrVauehn"l ,  the Case Manager of
th is ccurt ,  by let ter  dated August L,1994 ( I tem No. 6).

c.  The dupi icate set  of  papers,  mai ied by Cert i f ied
Mai l  was also not entered orr  the Clerkrs Docket Sheetr  or  acted
upon by Chief  Judge Sanders.

d.  There is substant ia i  evidence that th is mot ion,
which af fect= the jur isdict ion of  the Circui t  Cc'urt  uas
intent ional l l r  t th i  jacl iedt t ,  t r r*aVlayedtt  ,  "  Secretedrr  and,/or
t tshreddedtr  v i th the knowledge and consent,  expres5, impl ied
anr l , /or  rat i f  ie<1, by Chief  Judge Sanders.

jacking", r rwaylayi  Dgtt  ,
t tsecret  ingrr , ql lu

papers,  part icular ly vhen they af fect  appel late
conduct prejudic ia l  to the ef fect i r re

the courts,  and is of  a cr iminal  magnitude.

Part  r tBrt

3a. Among the clear ly establ ished, documented and
uncontrorzerted facts is the fo l lowinq:

i .  More than $1r000/000 was paid or author ized to be
paid in r f  br ibesrr  by Kreindler & Relk in,  P.C. [  ' rK&F.rr  ]  and
Cit ibank, N.A. [ "Ci t iban]: t '1,  they being those who err , l ineered the
larceny of  a l l  of  the judic ia i  t rust  assets of  Puccini  Clothes,
Ltd.  [ ' rPuccini t t ] ,  a corporat ion in vrhich I  have, inter aJia,  a
contractual ly based, const j tut ional ly protected, money judgment.

i i .  Al l  the monies payable ' r to the federal  courtr f  ,
including those paid on my behal f ,  under the Order of  U.S.
Dislr ict  Corrr t  Judge Eugene H. Nic l . .erson were diverteC, s i thout
judic ia l  processr to the pockets of  K&R and Cit ibarrk.  and the
f ederal-  court  rece i r red nothing. My debt to the f  ederal
government remains unsat isf ied by reason of  such diversion.

e. rrHi
I tshredding' !  legai
jnr isdict ion,  is
adni in istrat ion of

111.
L---  
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Ci. t ibank and
i  ncarce ra t  i  on
pa:rme nt  5 3r e
mrr c i ' l  onno

More than #2,000r000 in I 'extrrr t ionrr  monies have
Hyman Raf f  e I  I 'Raf f  etr  1,  ny f  c,rmer c i ien' , - ,  to K&R-

their  co-conspirators,  in order to avoid
under a cr iminal-  convict ior : .  The amounts of  l -hese
ccrrel=ted to ny act i r r i t ie= in an at l -e:nF- ' t  ta compel



h In my 28 U.S.C. 51915 af f i r rnat ion of  June 6t  1994,
a copy of  which was mai led to the Circui t  Court  (see Vaughn
let ter  of  August L,  1994, I tem 4),  I  requested that K,9R-Cit ibank
be directed to pay such appel late fees,  debi t ing ny contractual ly
based, const i tut ional ly prolected money judgment against  Puccini .

c.  Rather than imposing such fee payment,  in the
f i rst  instance, upon those rrho br ibe and corrupt judges, and
ul t imately upon mysel f ,  Chief  Judge Sanders chose to defraud the
federal  court  by permit t ing me to appeal ,  in forma pauper is.

d.  That I  f inancial ly have benef i t ted by the
procedure adopted by Ctr ief  Judge Sanders is i r re levant.  The fact
is that  the federal  sovereignrs purse has been depr ived of  a fee
r ight f r - r11y due i t ,  by the fa i lure and refusal  of  Chief  Judge to
make demand utron K&R-Cit ibank for such fee in the f i rst  instance.

PaIt  i lc i l

4. My FRCiir t r  Rule 52 paF'ers seekin_c to rect i fy t i r is
f raud upcn the federal  purse, l ra,E apparent ly also t rwalz la idt t ,

a l though docketed, anr i  Ctr ief  Judge Sanders has fai ied andr 'or :
refused to adjudicate such mot ion, .  based upon the dupi icate set
of  DaDers Dror. / i  ded His Hsncr.r - r - -_r-*

Dated: October 31, l -994

Cert i f ied l {a i1 Z ?55 ?12 031

Respectf  u1ly submit ted,

GEORGE SASSOWER
16 Lake Street,
} Ih i te Plains,  NY 10503
914-949-2759


