
Chief U.S. Circuit Court Judge JoN o. NEWMAN
28 I l .S.C. S372fc ' l

This is a complaint against Chief Judge JoN o.
NEWMAN ItrNewmanrr] in his non-judicial capacity. My complaints
against Chief Judge Newman, committed in a judicial capacity, I
Ieave for another application, albeit some references are made to
same herein.

A copy of this cornplaint is being sent directly to
the Nat ional  Commission on Judic ia l  Discipl ine & Removal,  for
consideration in i ts Final Report and Recommendations, and to the
Attorney General of the United States, for a Grand Jury
submission (L8 U.S.C. S3332tal ;  Matter of  Grand Jury Appl icat ion,
6L7 F. Supp. L9e ISDNY-]-eB5l )  .

PART A.

La. In Sassower v.  McFadden (SDNY 93-0343 [PKL] )  ,
Chief Judge Newman, is being sued in his personal capacity, and
qua l i t igant, has conceded the fol lowing Local Rule 39 statements
to be correct .

r r  l - .  None of  the federal
defendants,  represented by the U.S. Attorney, including

JON O. NEWMAN [ 'Newmant]  have appl ied for
and/ or received a 28 U. S. C. 5267 9 td l  'scope I
cert i f icate.

2. The federal defendants being
represented by the U.S. Attorney, including Newman

know and are clearly aware that such federal
representat ion,  dt  federal  cost  and expense, in th is
personal  capaci ty act ion is unauthor ized (28 U.S.c.

: : l t r ,  
and that they are defrauding the federal  purse.

4.  [The U.S. Attorney] . . .  and
the federal  defendants in th is act ion,  including
Newman know and are aware that their actions as
alleged herein, which includes the diversion of monj-es
payable ' to the federal courtr to private pockets, are
contrary to the legit imate and monetary interests of
the United States.

5.  [The U.S. Attorney] . . .  and
the federal defendants in this actj-on, including
Newman know and are aware that their actions as
al leged herein,  are cr i rn inal  in nature and violat ive of
the federal criminal code.

6.  The federal  defendants being
represented by the [U.S. Attorney] including
Newman are aware that such personal capacity civi l



representat ion for  cr iminal  act iv i t ies i tsel f ,
compromj-ses and obstructs the abil i ty of the U. S.
Attorney to prosecute them for their criminal activity
in th is jur isdict ion.

7. The federal defendants being
represented by the [U.S. Attorney],  including
Newman are aware that such personal capacity civi l
representation violates the constitut ional scheme for
the separation of powers, and is unconstitut ional.

8.  The federal  defendants being
represented by the [U.S. Attorney] including
Newman are aware that such personal capacity civi l
representat ion,  dt  federal  cost  and expense, is
ef fect ively an unlawful  increase in these defendantsl
compensat ion,  const i tutes ' taxable incomer,  and that
they defendants have no intention of reporting such
' taxable incomer on their  tax returnst  oy paying taxes
upon such income. r l

b. Aside from the aforementioned concessions by Chief
Judge Newman, the statutes, aII cases, and the practices of the
Department of Justice confirm the aforementioned to be correct.

c. Notwithstanding the af  orement j -oned j  udic ia l
concessions, Chief Judge Ner,,man has the unmitigated gall  to
cont inue, to th is very day, to defraud the federal  purse,
violate the federal  cr iminal  code, compromise the abi l i ty  of  the
Department of  Just ice to prosecute,  and violate the
constitut ional scheme of the separation of powers.

1a.

PART B.

I  was not a party in E.R. Sassower v.  Field (973
F.2d 75 [2d Cir . -L992J)|  not  permit ted to intervene, and not even
permitted to be phvsical lv present at this or any other
proceedings in the Federal  Courthouse in White P1ains,  New York.

b. Nor was f pennitted to f i le papers to intervene in
the Circuit Court, under the edict of Chief Judge Newman.

c. In short, Chief Judge Nerrman had no jurisdict ion
over me in E.R. Sassower v.  Field (supra),  and as to the
undersigned, Chief Judge Newman was not acting in a judicial
capaci ty.

2a. Aside from the legal i t ies of  the matter,
fundamental ethics and fairness mandate that a judge not pubtish
derogatory or constitut ional injurious statements against one who
is not a l i t igant, and who was not afforded an opportunity to
controvert any statement thereafter published.



b. In addi t ion to being act ionable,  such defamatory
and const i tut ional  in jur ious mater ia l ,  reveals a manifest  lack of
basic ethics on the part of Chief Judge Newman'

PART C.

l-a. Chief Judge Newman is engaged in rr in off icerl
egregious criminal racketeering activit ies, as wil l  be more
completely revealed in a subsequent f i l ing.

b. In an attempt to advance and conceal such criminal
activit ies, Chief Judge Newman has usurped the lawful powers of
his of f ice,  ds wi l l  a lso be demonstrated in a future f i l ing.

2a. fn E.R. Sassower v.  Field (supra),  Chief  Judge
Newman stated:

rrGeorge Sassower whose procl ivity for
f r ivolous and vexat ious l i t igat ion . . .  r l

b. Chief Judge Newman is here challenged to set
for th,  wi th speci f ics,  any judic ia l  procedure that I  ever
undertook since I was admitted to he bar in 1949, that was
rr f r ivoloustt ,  and a rat ional  mot ive for  my in i t iat ing such
rr f r ivolousrr  procedure.

c. Where Chief Judge Newman, and others, are engaged
in the larceny of  judic ia l  t rust  assets,  the diversion of  monies
payable rrto the federal courtsrr to private pockets, extort ion,
defrauding the federal government by federal representation, dt
federal cost and expense, and sirni lar criminal racketeering
activit ies, Chief Judge Newman and others are attempting to
conceal  and advance such cr iminal  act iv i t ies,  by label l ing my
charges and documents as rf fr ivoloust,, nothing more.

3a. Neither wi l l  Chief  Judge Newman, or any other
federal  jur ist  wi l l  cert i fy or even assert  that  my convict ions
for non-summary criminal contempt, were constitut ionally and
jur isdict ional ly val id,  ot  that  my dj-sbarment thereunder was
lawful .

b. r
cert i fy that in
convict ions did
inf i rn i t ies,  and

c. He wi l l  not !

GEORGE SASSOWER
l-6 Lake Street,
White Plains,  NY l -0603
9L4-949-2]-69

openly challenge Chief Judge Newman to here
his opinion those non-summary criminal contempt

not have const i tut ional  and jur isdict ional
that ny disbarment thereunder, was lawful.


