
COUPLAINT rOR}I

JUDTCIAI/ COUNCTI, OF TUE SECOND CIRCUTI

couPr,.ArNT AcArNsr ituDrcrArJ oFrrcEn UNDER 28 u.g.c. s 322 (c)

TNSTRU9TToNS:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

ALI quest lons on this form must be answered.

A separate complalnt form must be f i lred out for each
judic ia l  of f icer conplained against , .

subnit the correct nunber of coples of this form and
the statement of  facts,  l i rn i ted to 5 pages (5 s ides).
For a complaint  against :

a court  of  appeals judge 3 copies
a distr ict court judge or nagistrate --- 4 copies
a bankruptcy judge 5 copies

(For fur ther inforrnat ion see Rule A (e) )  .

Service on the judic ia l  of f icer wi l l  be made by the
clerkrs of f ice.  (For fur ther informat ion see nule 3(a)
(L) )  .

(e)

l_.

2.

Mail  th is form, the statement of
appropriate number of copies to
States Court  of  Appeals,  Uni ted
Foley Square,  New York,  New york

facts and the
the C1erk,  Uni ted
States Courthouse,

L0007.

Complainantts names

Address:-- 16 Zpre
",h-eeC

Daytirne telephone (with area code),  f  / t4 l grf-ataf
Judge or nagistrate Ia ined about:

Narne:

Court :



3 ' Do€a thls courplarnt concern the behavlor of tha judge ormaglstrate in-  a part icular rawsurt ,  or- i i *J, ] i i= i i  
J '

t  I  Yes t  J l  No
t / \

rf tty:-"r" give the followlng information about each rawsuit,(use the reverse slde i f  th i re is nore-tnan one):
Court :

Docket nuuber:

Docket numbers of any appears to the second ctrcurt:

Dld a lanyer reprasent you?

t l yes f (f No

rf tty""tt glve the naue, ad,dress, and terephone nurnber ofyour larryer:

4" Have you prevrousJ.y. !* l .d any co'prarnts of  Judic iatnisconduct or orsa6itlty again;a-iiy Judge or rnaglsrrate?

f f i l  Yac t  I  No

rf t 'Yesrtt glve the docket nunber of each conprarnt.* F7- r,6s



3. You should attach a statement of f,actE on whlch your
couplalnt  ls  based, see rule z(bl ,  and,

EI HER

(1) check the box and sign the for:n.  you do not need a
notary publ lc l f  you check thls box.

C X: r  declarE under penal ty of  perJury that l

(1)  r  have read rules r  and 2 of  thE Rules of  the Judic ia l
councll of the second clrcult, Governing conplalnts of
Judlc la l  Mlsconduct or Dlsabi l i ty ,  and
(2') The Etaternents roade in thls- conpralnt and attached
statement of facts are t,nre and correct to the best of my
knowledge.

AB

(2) check thE box below and slgn thls foru in the
presence of  a notary publ lc;

t  I  I  swear (af f lnn) that--

(r)  r  have read nr leE r  and 2 of  the Rules of  the Judlc iar
councll of tha second clrcult Governlng cornplalnts of
Judlc ia l  Mlsconduct,  or  Dlsabl l i ty ,  and
(2) Tha statenents made ln thls conpraint and attached,
statement of facts are trrue and correct to the best of my
knowledge.

(  s lgnature)
Executed on

(date)
Sworn and subscrlbed to
before uo

(Notary Publlc)
My cornnlsslon expires:



Chief  Judge CHARLES L. BRIEANT
Z0_U- €_=e-__S 3_?2- t c_1_

Chief  Judge CHARLES L. BRIEANT const i tutes a c lear
and present danger to the administrat ion of  just ice and his
conduct wi l l  certainly br ing th is c i rcui t  in disrepute unless
decis ive renedial  act ion is taken.

1-.  As an example of  the rr f  ix ingt t  pract ices of  Chief
Judge Br ieant,  vere the events of  November and December of  1987,
whose ef fects are st i1 l  operat ional :

In or about November of  1-987, complainant
I 'cauqhtrr ,  once again,  U. S. Distr ict  Judge WILLIAM C. CONNER
I f rConnerrr  ]  of  r r f  ix ing" a judic ia l  proceeding.

This t ime the judic ia l  proceeding was pending
bef ore U. S. Distr ict  Judge CHARI,ES S. HAIGHT, JR. [  "Haightrr I  .

Indeed copies of  such Conner rr f ix ingt 'memorandum

to Judge Haight,  r rBiLI  to Terryrr ,  were c i rculated to others as
we11, inc luding Judge Br ieant,  Judge GERARD L. GOETTEL

Such Conner " f ix ing nemorandum'r  was distr ibuted on
behal . f  r : f  FELTMAN, KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esqs. I  I 'FKM&F'r  ]  and
KREINDLER & RELKIN, P .  C. I  r rK&Rrr I  t t the cr  iminals wi th law
degreestt  - -  af ter  an ex pir te meet ing wi th FKM&Fr of l  behal f  of
themselves and their  co-conspirators,  wi th respect to the matter
pending before Judse Haight.

[ ' rGoettel" ] ,  and Bankruptcy
[  "Schwartzberq" ]  .

As a consequence thereof,
complainant amended his complaint  Lo
Fixorfr ,  as a DMg- (449 u-s-

Judge HOWARD SCHWARTZBERG

as a matter of  course,
add Judge Conner,  t tThe

24 tL980l)  defendant.

Since complainant \^ras very fami l iar  wi th the
De-n!:s--y- , - - jp.arks. .  (supra) holding, he did not include Judge
Haight,  r rThe Fixeerr ,  as a party def endant.

By an e_l l  parte procedure,  in which complainant \ ras
not involved nor given not ice,  Judge Br ieant apparent ly was
reguested to reassign such matter f rom Judge Haight tc l  another
jur ist ,  and for no other purpose,

This should have been performed minister ia l ly  by
the ' t \ rheel f r  select ion rnethod, but instead, v i thout not ice,
wi thout opportuni ty to controvert ,  u i thout any trdue processtr ,
before or af ter ,  wi thout anything, Judge Br ieant seized upon the
occasion to dismiss,  wi thout prejudice,  the Judge Haight case,
which at  a l l  t imes, both before and af ter ,  was before Judge
Haight and no one else.



The Br ieant
just i f icat ion thereof,  \ ras based
premise that:

r rJudqe Ha i  ght
the case as a defendant [bv

publ  ished I 'd iatr  iberr  ,  in
upon the false and contr ived

himsel f  has been added to
plaint i f f l  . . r t .

Thus, based upon such false and contr ived premise,
by a rrno due processrf  ukase, which Judge Br ieant hinsel f  knew was
false and law1ess, Judge Br ieant could fur ther state that  the:

rr inclusion of  the assigned judge IJudge
HaightJ as an addi t ional  defendant had the ef fect ,  and
probably the purpose of  d isrupt ing the order ly judic ia l
decis ional  process of  the distr ict  court . f f

St i I l  v i thout any due process procedures,  Judge
Br ieant stated:

r fThe Clerk of  th is Court  is  hereby
ORDERED not to accept for  f i l inq any paper or
proceeding or not ion or new case of  any k ind presented
by Mr.  George Sassower r  at  naming him as a party
plaint i f f  or  pet i t ioner,  v i thout the leave in rur i t ing
f i rst  obtained from a judge or nagistrate of  th is Court
who sha1l  have examined such paper to assure that i t  is
not in v io lat ion of  the 1-985 [  r rConnerrr ]  in junct ion.  r r

The day af ter  the Br ieant ukase, agdin wi thout any
pretense of  due process or author i ty,  Judge Br ieant invaded the
jur isdict ional  bai l iwick of  Bankruptcy Judge Schwartzbergr dD
Art ic le I  jur ist ,  and directed that in the proceeding before
Judge Schwartzberg that:

I 'No f  ur ther papers are to be f  i led under
this docket number by Mr.  Sassower wi thout leave in
wri t ing f i rst  obtained from a Judge or Magistrate.r l

This Judge Br ieant direct ion,  and other I ' f ix ing"

operat ions by Judge Br ieant,  Judge Conner and others,  vas c lear ly
intended as I 'marching ordersrr  to Judge Schwartzberg,  JEFFREY L.
SAPIR, Esq. I  t 'Sapir"  ] ,  and U. S. Trustee HAROLD JONES [  "Jonesrf  l ,
that  they should execute fa lse federal  documents and papers,
which they did,  assert ing,  in!_er al . ia,  that  cornplainantrs estate
contained rrno assetst t ,  and terminate complainant I  s ease in
bankruptcy.

This Judge Br ieant direct ion,  and other " f ix ing"
operat ions by Judge Br ieant,  Judge Conner,  and their  co-
conspirators,  r . /as also intended, and perceived by Judge
Schwartzbergr ds a direct ion not to entertain those mot ions which
complainant might make as a matter of  r ight  under,  1-n!eJ___A_I- le_,
Rule 59 and 60 of  the Federal  Rules of  Civ i l  Procedure,  and/or as
mirrored in the Bankruptcn Rules.



2. Thereafter,  in or about August of  1989, v i thout
even a pretense of  due process or lavful  author i ty,  by oral
edict ,  not  made in complainantrs presence or knowing, Judge
Brieant physical ly excluded conplainantr  ds he thereafter
learned, f rom the ent i re Federal  Bui ld ing in I [h i te Plains,  and
each and every part  thereof ,  t '  unless and unt i  I  h is
Icomplainantrs]  physical  presence is actual ly requiredtf ,  as Judge
Brieant,  s ix (5) months later.  wrote.

3.  The clear and present danger is that  each and
every judger ds far  as is knovn to complainant.  considers the
Judge Br ieant act ions to be unlawful ,  but  nevertheless they
fol low such direct ions.

The above misconduct has and wi l l  br ing th is
circui t  in disrepute unless decis ive act ion is taken herein.

Dated: October 10, 1990

GEORGE SASSOT{ER


