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COI\TPIATNT FORIVT

JI'DTCIAL COUNCTL OF IHE SECOND CIRCIJIT

coMPlArNT AGArNst JUDTCTAL oFFrcER UNDER 29 u.s.c.  g 372(c)

TNSTRUCTTONS:

(a) A11 gucstlonr on thls torn r lust br angwersd.

(b) A separatr conplalnt !or:r uust br f l l led out lor each
judlclal otl lcor couplalned agalnst.

(c) Subalt thr correct nunbor of coplcr
stataacnt of factc. For a couplal,nt

a court of appralr Judgr -- 3 copLrr
a dlstrl.ct court Judgo or uagtstratr

ib cb,,r,s ta lai

Daytlnr tclrphonr (ulth area code): $A €4/-'3/ry
2. JudEr

Naur:

Court:

or uaglrtratr couplalnrd about:

of thls loru and the
. agalnst :

4 copier
a banknrptcy Judgo -- 5 coplest

(For turthrr Lnforuatl.on scr Rulr 2 (e) ) .

(d)  Senr lcr  on thr Judlc la l  of t lcor wl l l  br  nadr by tho Clerkrs
off lcr .  (For fur ther lnforrat lon Scr Rulr  3(ai( f ) ) .

(e) Mall thlr forn, thr ctatcncnt of factr and thr approprlate
nunbrr of coplct to thr Clork, Unltrd Statcc Courl ol
Appealt, Unitcd Stator Courthousr, Foley Squar.,
New York,  Ncr York 10007.

l .  Conplalnantf l  naul l

Addresr:



3. Do€t th ls cornplalnt  concern the behavtor o!  thE Jud,ge ornaglstrate ln- a partlcurar rawsuit or :,awsutii i  
r

tKl Yert lNo

'::

Dockot nunbon of any appralr to thr second clrcult:

Dld a larryor repr.!.nt you?

IYr
t l :

I iAluo

thl nanl, addrcrr, and tclrph6nr nuuber o!

//fr

lfavr you pr.vtourly. fllrd any cotrplalntr ot Judiclalnlrconduct or dlrablllty aEalnrt lnu judgr oi uaglstrate?

I  X. !  yrr t l t fo

It iYol, i glvr thr dockrt nrrnbrr o! cach con;llalnt . 
-- .,/.

(7- r^61 fo-{Ji6, fu -t:':fz

It "y:.",tt glvr thr folloslngr infomatlon abou! each rawsuit(us. the rev.trs. Eldo lt ttrire ls uoro than on"i;
/)

courtt U, , ' ,tr: ( l"u f

Dockrt nunbcl

If ryctr gl,vr
your larrycr:

4.



5. You should at tach a statetr€nt of  facts on whlch your
cooplalnt  ls  based, sec nr le 2(b),  and

tr?'FTTFE

(r) check the box and slgn thr fori l. you do not need a
notary publlc 1! you check thls box.

A/

t A I f declarr under penalty ot perJury that:

(1) r havr read nrres I and, 2 of thr Ruler of the Judlciar
councll of thc second clrcult Governlng cotrplalnts o!
Judiclal Mlsconduct or Dlcabll lty, and-
(2'l The statenrntt uadr ln thts conplalnt and attached
stateucnt ol tactc arr tnn and correct to thr bect o! ny
knowledgr.

AB

(2) chcclc thr box brlos and slgn thlr loru ln thc
preroncr of a notary publlcl

t I I str.ar (aftltn) that--

(f) f havr read r:trlar l and 2 oC thr Rulcr of thr Judlclal
Councll of thr Srcond Clrcult GovrrnlnE Conplalntr o!
Judlclal Mlcconduct or Dlcablllty, and
(21 Thr ctatrnrntr uadr ln Urlr couptalnt and attached
Etatcncnt of lactr ara trur and corrtct to thr bcrt of ny
knowlodEr.

(slgnatur.)
Exrcutcd on

(date)
sworn and rubecrlbrd to
beforc ul

(NotarY Publlc)
My connl,grlon oc1llrur

( rlgnatun
Exeeutrd on

'Gtqi+'



Circui t  Court  Judge GEORGE C. PRATT
?g__u-_$.c.__s:Jalcl

1a. This 28
Court  Judqe GEORGE C.
impeachable naqni tude.

U.S.C. S372tcl  complaint  against  Circui t
PRATT Ir tPrat t"  ]  is  of  a cr  iminal  and

b. This complaint  charges that Circu 1t  Court  Judge
Pratt  has employed his judic ia l  exal ted posi t ion to h_f-rg.1yin_Sly-
advance a cr iminal  adventure involv ing the larceny of  judic ia l
t rust  assets,  d iversion of  qovernrnentaJ assets to pr ivate
pocketsr cr iminal  extort ion and other racketeer inq cr jmes.

c.  These cr iminal  act  iv i t ies by Judqe prat t ,  EX
propr io v igore,  are lethal  to the I 'administrat ion of  the business
of the courtsr ' .

2a.  Judqe Prat t  ts t tdecis ion making process' t  are
simi lar ,  but  rnore egreqious. than those employed by Chief  Judge
MARTIN T. MANTON (A.r t  U_eld_l .*-v*912r_ah_a$-_.&""*Stra_uE, JO F.2d 641 t2nd
Cir  .  - l -9 34 I  )  ,  f  or  which the Chief  Judge \ , /as t r  ied,  convicted and
i  ncarcerated .

b.  Addi t i  onal ly,  as elser,rhere v i l l  be shovn, Judge
Pratt  has employed his judic ia l  of f ice to perpetrate Hazel-At las
v-Hec.-Lf . -o- . r -d.  (322 U.S. 238 t l -9441) f rar :ds.

<5 Complainantrs af f i rmat ion of  June L7, l9B7
(Exhibi t  t tX")r  reveals that  Judge Prat t  ha{_-a.S-t_Ue-I_}-Ao_fLl_SdS.e, that
the f  i rms of  FELTMAN/ KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esqs. I  r rFKM&Ft '  ]
and KRETNDLER & RELKTN, P.c.  [  "K&Rrr ]  \ rere engaged in the larceny
of iudic ia l  t rust  assets,  and the proposedttapprovalr 'of  a, f inal
account ing" bef ore Ref eree DONALD DIAMOND IDiamondrt  ]  r /as a
judic ia l  sham and hoax.

b. The conclur l  ing paragraph
aff i rmat ion is instruct ive,  for  i t  stated:

compfainantrs

r rThere can be no civ i l ized system of
just ice,  when f i rms such as FKM&F and K&R are able to
' f ix 'and'corrupt '  judges, courts,  and high rrubl ic
of f ic ia ls,  to t t re point  where their  adversar ies are
repeatedly convicted and incarcerated, wi thout benef i t
of  a t r ia l ,  and those pract ices are bl i thely accepted
as ' the coins of  the judic ia l  realmt.r t



4a. Conplainant 's af f i rmat ion of  June 23, L9B7
(Exhibi t  r rBrr)  reveals that  Judge Prat t  bad__aS_blal__3_Uo._y_1_ejg"e that
the mirrored Referee Diamond Report  for  HYMAN RAFFE ["Raffe ' r ]  had
never been brouqht on for conf i rmat ion because Raffe had agreed
to make tr indulgence paymentsfr  to f r the cr imi.nals v i th lar*
degrees rr  .

b. Complainant I  s aforement ioned
as compla inant I  s determined pos i t  ion
corrupt ion at  a l l  costs,  is  anpl i f ied in his
1987 (Exhibi t  f rC'r  ) .

c. As of  about eighteen (
payments to the t r  indulc. lence peddlersrr ,
according to conf i rmed media publ ished
than 52.5 mi l l ionrr .

aff i rmat ion,  as ve11
to oppose judic ia l

let ter  of  June 27,

18 )  months ago, the Raffe
to avoid incarcerat ion,

reports amounted to t rmore

5a.
184 t2d Cir .
exposing this
Prat t ,  in his
in the sum of

L
U.

matter as:

On July 15, 1987 Segs__qrg*e_I*_ _y._*_SIF*Ef- f  f .  (824 F.2d
-1987 I  )  was rendered, and as part  thereof,  for

"  judic ia l  f  raudfr ,  wi th judic ia l  involvement,  Judqe
own handvr i  t ten Order ,  r tsanct i  oned "  the compla i  nant
$250 (Exhibi t  I 'Drr  )  .

The publ ished opinion (p. 19l-  )  descr i  bed the

'rThe mot ion is f r ivofous and for makinq
i t  we impose a sanct ion on Sasso\Arer r  pursuant to Fed.
R. Civ.  p.  11,  in the sum of $250 to be paid to the
clerk of  the second circui t  and we direct  the c lerk to
re fuse to f  i  1e or process any new appeals or
proceedings submit ted by
has been pa id .  r l

5a.  Manton-fashion,
i r rundated with fa l -se,  contr ived,

Sassower unt i l  the sanct ion

Judge Prat t  I  s opi  n ion is
fabr icated and concocted facts.

b.  As an example,  there is absolutely nothing in the
Record to support  the Judge Prat t  concocted statements that :

r rSas$ower ref  used to appear at  a hear ing
before the court  appointed refereerr  tp.  1851
' tsassower was not i f  iecl  by the at torney f  or  the receiver
that he \cas required to appear before the referee for
proceedings on the cr iminal  contempt mot j .on and cross-
mot ions."  Ip.  187].  t ' ISass(rwer]  fa i led to appear. ' r
tp.  1871.. .  " the opportuni ty for  a hear ing that was
afforded \ras appropr iate under the c i rcumstancestt  Ip.
1891.. .  r rSassiower l ras given a reasonable
opportuni ty to be heard" I  p.  189 ]  t rsassower .  .  .
vaived that r ight  I to a hear ingl  by fa i l ing to appear"
t  p.  l -9 0 I  r rhe I  Sasso\. /er  I  has repeatedly re f  used to

?



appear before Referee Diamondtt  Ip.  ] -901 . . .  r rexpl ic i t ly
varned him I  Sassor^rer ]  of  the consequences of  h is
fai lure to appear before the refereett  Ip.  1901.

c.  The Record is completely to the contraryr tss
revealed by the proceedings before U.S. NINA GERSHON IrrGershon"] ,
which rras part  of  the Record on Appeal  (  l , l -9- l -20 )  :

I ITHE MAGI STRATE
there is nothing in the
or the other as to
invi ted to appear,  d id
appear,  d idnrt  show up
says on the documentary

:  I  am correct  that
record that indicates one vay
whether or not Mr.  Sassover was

appearr  vEived the r iqht  to
or anything of  the k ind. He

evidence he f inds that the
pet i t ioner is qui l ty.  Is that  not correct?

MR. SCHNEIDER tFKM&Fl:  There is nothing in
the record . . . r f

7a.  The existence of  these dramat ic extort ion payments
being made to FKM,IF and K&R by Raf f  e were not knovn to the
complainant at  the t ime of  the proceedings at  the Distr ict  Court ,
and were concealed from that Court  by FKM&F ( Sassoyer -  v.
S.b-eJ_j" f_f_,  551- F.  Supp. L25 tSDNY-19851).

b.  However,  th is concealed evidence
the proceedings before the Judge Prat t  Court .

surfaced dur ing

8a. Four (4) years later,  Raffe is st i l1 making these
extort ion payments,  which in his words are i tb leeding me to
deathrr .

b.  Raffe keeps making these payments because he has
been told by his present at torneys that r t judges are crooksrr ,
control led by FKM&F and K&R and there is nothing extant that  can
be shown to convince him otherwise.

Dated: October 29, 1990

GEORGE SASSOWER


