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la. Pe_rL__ l lA: l_ of  my 28 [ ._g-9.-  S372tc]  complaint
concerned i tsel f  wi th the misconduct of  Chief  Judge Newman in
defrauding the federal  purse, Violat ing the federal  cr iminal
code, compromising the abi l i ty  of  the Department of  Just ice to
prosecute,  h im and his patrons, v io lat ing the const i tut ionaL
scheme of the separat ion of  powers,  ef fect ively increasing his
ovn conpensat ion;  not report ing rr taxable incomerr,  or  paying his
taxes thereon.

b. In support  thereof,  I
39 S!-n_qg€_E_Lq_n-E_, not admiss ions, made
pending l i t igat ion and further stated

I tAs ide f rom the a forement ioned
concessions by
cases, and the
conf i rm the
correct .  r r

set for th certain Local  Rule
by Chief  Judge Newman in

Chief  Judge Newman, the statutes,  a l l
pract ices of  the Department of  Just ice
aforement ioned Iconcessions ]  to be

opinion of  Act ing Chief  Judge Ralph K. Winter
as conf i rming the aforement ioned civ i l  and

ions of  Chief  Judge Newman, which cont inue to

rejects the accusat ion,  based
, and then avoids ment ioning my

conclusion of  the c iv i l  and
Newman which, to repeat,  is

2a. The
can only be read
cr iminal  t ransqress
date.

b. However,  Judge Winter avoids expressly stat ing the
inexorable compe 1 led conclus ion of  Chief  Judge Newman's
transgressions, by stat ing that the rrconcessionsrr  set  for th in my
complaint ,  which he mislabels as rradmissionsrr ,  were stayed in the
l i t igat ion pending, a statement which does not qual i fy even as a
hal f - t ruth,  s ince, inter aI ia,  there was no mot ion for a
protect ive order,  the so-cal Ied I tstaytr  was actual ly only a
request for  an extension of  t ime, on which a defaul t  had
occurred.

Judge Winter,  thus
upon such specious f f  stayt t  argument
other evidence which eompels the
cr iminal  misconduct of  Judge
inexorably compel led.

3a. Judge Winter notes that the Judge Newman act ion
was removed by the U.S. Attorney from the state to the federal
t r  ibunal ,  however he f  a i  ls  to note that  s ince there \ i ras no
complete diversi ty,  nor a federal  quest ion presented, the federal
courts did not have subject  matter jur isdict ion,  a fact ,  that
both Newman, the c l ient  actual ly knew (T_AU3
of El idgep_ert . ,  434 F. Supp. 71-Z l9t . -1977, per Ner*manf J. I  ) , .  as

I



wel l  as the U.S. Attorney.

b.  The mieconduct of  Chi
other federal  jur ists and of f ie ia ls.
that  even the judic ia l ly  bondaged U.
wi l l  28 U-J-_q"-  S2679tdl  r rscoperrcert i

ef  Judge Nerrmanr BE wel l  as
are suf f ic ient ly egregious

S. at torneys in th is Circui t
fy (  28 QFR s15.3 )  .

c. Absent, a r tscope t f cert i f icat ion and/or
adjudicat ion,  the federa]  of f ic ia l ,  judge. erployee and/or
serviceman, def ends himsel f  ,  at  h is olrrn cost  and expenEe, and
personal ly sat isf ies any judgment recovered, as Judge Winter,  the
author of l !_cl lrrg_h--v. _Uai:r_e_r_E_rLy of l ler_uoltg (955 F.2d 67 [2nd Cir.-
L9921)t  in which Chief  Judge Newman was a panel  member.

d. A11 reported cases support  such conclusion in the
Second Circui t  (Kel ley v.  Uni ted States (558 F.2d 259, 254-265 n.
4 t  2nd Cir .  -19?g I  cert .  denied 439 U. S. 830 t  1978 I  ;  Brennqn _]r .
Eatela,  78 Misc.2d 966/ 359 N.Y.S.2d 9l-  [Oneida Co. I974] r  and
elsewhere (Wgp_d v.  Uni ted State_s ,  99 5 F.2d M2 t  Ist  Cir .  19931 ;
Johnson v.  CarteJ,  983 F.2d 1315 t4th Cir . -19931 cert  pdg.
u.s. I  Docket No. 92-1591] ;  Sp11:: fe. .p"_v._.  Freeman_, 944 F.2d 33
tTth Cir . -19911; Tassin v.  Nengman, 766 F. Supp. 974 [Kan
19911),  and there are none to the eontrary to my knowledge.

e.  Indeedr f lo one has been able to show a single
instance wherein a federal  of f ic ia l  has been defended, at  federal
cost  and expense, in money damage tort  act ions,  u i thout a 28
U-S_-_C_._ S2579td: l  r rseope" cert i f  icat ion and,/or adjudicat ion.

4

5a. The
Newman is engaged
Attorneyr s Off ice,
such misconduct.

publ ic is ent i t led
in cr iminal  conduct a
and that Judqe Winter

to knor, /  that  Chief  Judge
ided and abetted the U.S.

is at tempt ing to conceal

charged with s imi lar  or
to know of such judic ia l
may enter an appropr iate

b. Each and every defendant,
Iess egregious cr imes, is also ent i t led
and prosecutor ia l  misconductr  so that he
plea and defense.

la.

tr

complaint  states:Pe_El__I_B" of my 5372

rr l-a I  was not a party in E-R=
SasFgwqr v.  Field (  9?3 F. 2d 75 t  2d Cir  .  -1992 I  )  ,  not
permit ted to intervene, and pg!.  even permit ted to be
phrrs ical fJ present at  th is or any other proceedings in
the Federal  Courthouse in White Plains,  New York.

b.  Nor was I  permit ted to f i le
papers to intervene in the Circui t  Court ,  under the
edict  of  Chief  Judqe Newman.

c.  In short ,  Chief  Judge Newman
had no jur iedict isn over me in E=_[-_.,Lees-Sycr__J-__E"lelg
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2a. Aside from the legal i t ies of
the matter,  fundamentar ethics and fairness mandate
that a iudge not publ ish derogatory or const i tut ional
in jur ious statements against  one who is not a l i t igant,
and vho \rras not af  f  orded an opportuni ty to controvert
any statement thereafter publ ished.

i  supra ) ,  and aE to
\ras not act inq in a

b.
act ionable,  such
injur ious mater ia l ,
ethics on the part  of

the undersigned, Chief  Judge Heuman
judic ia l  capaci ty.

In addit ion to being
de f  arnatory and cons t  i  tut  i  ona l

reveaLs a manifest  lack of  basic
Chief  Judge Nevman. t r

7..  In i t ia l ly  i t  must be noted that Judge Winter was a
panel  member in E. R. sassower v.  Fierd (  supra )  and thus
disqual i f ied f rom adjudicat ing th is Chief  Judge Neuman complaint
s ince, inter-  _al ia,  he was simultaneously adjudicat ing his own
misconduct.

3a. Judge Winter restates my cornplaint  as f  o l lor i rs:

I tComplainant also asserts that the judge

b.e_d_ no._;!-U_r_f a{t_c!t_S.n ___o_y_er complat!-ent in these
pLqc_ee_d_f_BS.E_ and that any statements the judqe made
about complainant rrere therefore not made in a
judic ia l  capaci ty.  t t  Iemphasis supp] ied l

b-  rn an intent ional  decept ive and false conclusion,
Judcre Winter states:

t rTo the extent complainant asserts that
statements in the judge rs decis ion were defamatory,
in jur ious or unfair ,  and l rere not made in the judge's
judic ia l  capaei ty.  complainant is mistaken. Al though
not expressly stated, the judge merely took judic ia l
not ice of  f indings in other proceedings. Nor do
the judgers statements provide evidence of  unethicaL
behavior.  r l

I  never asserted that
Winter)  was not act ing in a judic ia l
i nvo lved in E-_B*.__S.eg_s_-a.geg-__V,__Fie_Ld.
no personal  jur isdict ion over me
(Merl in _y_.___U_i lk_s_, 490 U.S. 755 t1989

Chief  Judge Newman (or Judge
capaci ty as to the l i t igants

(supra),  but  he certainly had
in that  publ ished opinion

l) .

1a.
Newman was as

D:yl-  i l l - i l

fo lLows:
of  my complaint  against  Chief  Judge

rr  1a.
in ' in of f icel
act iv i t iesr ds rs i l l

Chief  Judge Newman is engaged
egregious cr in inal  racketeer ing
be more completely revealed in a



subsequent f i l ing.

b.
conceal  such cr iminal
has usurped the lawfuL
aLso be demonstrated in

In an at tempt to advance and
act iv i t ies,  Chief  Judge Ner,rman
powers of  h is of f ice,  as wi l l
a future f i l ing.

Judge Newman is here
speci f icsr  €-0.y.  judic ia l

s ince I  was admit ted to
volous r ,  and a rat ional
f r ivolous I  procedure.

2a. In E._R. _€e5s.gver v.  Fiel4
(supra),  Chief  Judge Newman stated:

rr  Geor ge Sass ower whose
procl iv i ty for  f r ivolous and vexat ious
l i t iqat ion .  .  .  r l

i l  b. Chief
chal lenged to set  for th,  wi th
procedure that I  ever undertook
he bar in 1949, that  was ' f r i
mot ive for  my in i t iat inq such

c. Where Chief  Judge Newman, and
others,  are engaged in the larceny of  judic ia l -  t rust
assets,  the diversion of  monies payable ' to the federal
courtsr  to pr ivate pockets,  extort ion,  defraudinq the
federal  government by federal  representat ion,  at
federal  cost  and expense, and simi lar  cr iminal
racketeer ing act iv i t ies,  Chief  Judge Newman and others
are at tempt ing to conceal  and advance such cr iminal
act iv i t ies,  by label1ing my charges and docurnents as
' f r  ivolous |  ,  nothing more.

3a. Nei ther wi l l  Chief  Judge
Newman, or any other federal  jur ist  v i l l  cert i fy or
even assert  that  my convict ions for  non-summary
cr iminal  contempt,  \cere const i tut ional ly and
jur isdict ional ly val id r  or  that  rny disbarment
thereunder was lawful .

b.  I  openly chal lenge Chief  Judge
Newman to here cert i fy that  in his opinion those non-
summary cr iminal  contempt convict ions did not have
const i tut ional  and jur isdict ional  inf i r rn i t ies,  and that
ny disbarment thereunder,  was lar , r f  u1.

He wi 11 not !  t l

1 Here again Judge Winter was
involved, s ince he
my Circui t  Court  d
87-8028).

was a panel  member r l i th Chief
isbarment (  Mat_ter of  S_essower,

t ransact ional ly
Judge Nevnan on
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3a. Even as rr  of  f  enses r l

Judge Winter know, one cannot
cr iminal  contempt.  wi th terms of

r  ES Chief  Judge Nelrman and
be convicted of  non-summary

incarcerat  i  on and,/or f  ines
imposed thereon, federal  or  state,  wi_thslgt  a t r ia1,  wiur_out the
opportuni ty for  a t r ia1.  Ul lh-Agt any confrontat ion r ights,  iA
abse.nt ia,  t r i thouJ" due procesE, rgi thout-  the r ight  of  a l locut ion,
31i l_h9g!-  any l ive test inony in support  thereof ,  and without-  any
const i tut ional  or  legal  vaiver (Qr-oj :by v,  U..S.,  505 U. S, ,  l -L3
S.Ct.  748 t19931; El__q_om v.  I l l iqois,  39L U.S. 1-94 t19681;
K]aonrot t  v.  U. S 335 U.S. 501- t1-9491; Nye v.  U.S.,  313 U.S. 33
i l_g4r_1).

b. Obviously,  nei ther Chief  Judge Ner,rman or Judge
Winter can just i fy the recogni t ion of  same, part icul-arIy af ter
they were escalated, ex post f  acto,  to rrser iousrr  cr imes.

c.
was impeached
LAWLESS, Esq.
supra )  .

4.
Winter,  nor
part icular i ty,
rr f r ivolousrt .

U. S .  Distr  ic t  Court  Judge JAMES H. PECK I  t rPeckrr  ]
for  misconduct less egregious, and obviously LUKE

lrr l ,avlessrr I  was not r f  the last v ict imrr ( I Iyg_:f*_*U_r_9-_.

Obviously alsor D€i ther Chief  Judge Newman, Judge
anyone else can set for th,  wi th any degree of

any judic ia l  procedure which I  involved mysel f  was

My complaint
Judge Ner*man, wi l l  fo l Iow.

of  " judic ia l r r  misconduct of  Chief

of the act ion of  the
person, there is ntr
of Chief  Judge Newman
concealed from nubl  ic

C_an_c-]-11_g_i_A11 -- Irrespective
Judieial  Counci l .  or  any other body sr
possible way that the cr iminal  corrupt ion
and other nembers of  th is Circui t  can be
discfosure.

Dated: October 5,  1993

Respectf  u1Iy submit ted,

GEORGE SASSO}IER


