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Docket No. 93-8535
Circui t  Court  Judge JON O. NEWMAN
U.S.C. S372tc1 Comnlaint

This is a 28 U.S.C. S372tel complaint  shich
charges Chief  U.S. Circui t  Court  Judge JON O. NEWMAN IrrNerrrmanrr]
of  the Second Circui t ,  r r r i th at tempt ing to deceive and corrupt
Chief  U. S .  Circui t  Court  Judge STEVEN G. BREYER I  r rBreyerrr  I  and
his,  inter al ia,  First  Judic ia l  Circui t  courts,  d i rect ly and,/or
through his judic ia l  cronies,  vho include KREINDLER & RELKIN,
P. C. I  r rK&Rrr I  ,  FELTMAN, KARESH, MAJOR & FARBMAN, Esgs .  [  i lF 'KM&F't  ]

r r the cr iminals wi th Iaw degreestt  and their  co-conspirators.

1.  I  chal lenge Chief  Judge Newman to produce for
Chief  Judge Breyer and,/or his Court ,  the ' r f  inal  judgrnentt t  and,/or
a rr f  inal  orderrr  f  or  PUCCINI CLOTHES, LTD. I r rPuccinirr l  - -  r r the
judic ia l  for tune cookiert  the essent ia l  document for  a plea of
res judicata issued by a jur ist  having subjeet natter
jur isdict ion to issue such judgment and/or order,  v i th personal
jur isdict ion,  which terminates the Puccini  receivership,  and
which discharges the court-appointed receiver and his surety.
Chiet  Judge Newman wi l l  not ,  tor  these essent ia l  documents do not
exist  t

2. I  ehal lenge Chief  Judge Nevman to produce a copy
of the rr f  inal  account ingfr  f  or  Puccini  rs judic ia l  t rust  assets,
tendered by the court-appointed receiver for  set t lement,  as
descr ibed by legal  not ices publ ished in the New York Tines and
New York Law Journal .  Chief  Judge Newman wi l l  not ,  for  such
rr f inal  account inqrf  does not exist !

3.  f  chal lenge Chief  Judge Nerrman to produce one
single f i led account ing for  Puccini 's  judic ia l  assets,  which
reveals i ts assets as of  June 4,  1980, the date Puccini  \ ras
involuntar i ly  d issolved. Chief  Judge Newman ni l I  not ,  for
al though an account ing must be f i led by a court-appointed
receiver,  "at  least  once a yeart t  (22 NYCRR S202.52te1)r  none sere
f i led s ince Puccini  was involuntar i ly  d issolved more than
thir teen (13) years ago!

4.  I  chal lenge Chief  Judge Nevman to produce a s ingle
appl icat ion by Attorney General  ROBERT ABRAMS I  I 'Abranstr l ,  the
statutory f iduciary,  to comper the f i l ing of  an account ing
al though, as a statutory t tdutyt , ,  permit t ing no discret ion
vhatsoever,  he must made such appl icat ion af ter  the expirat ion of ,
18 months (NY Bus. Corp.  Lav 512l-6lal .  Chief  Judge Nevman wi l l
not  produce one such appl icat ion,  for  none were made!

5.  WiI l  your Chief  Judge Neyman, just i fy and,/or
explain to Chief  Judge Breyer,  h is Court ,  the media,  and the
taxpaying publ ic,  your conduct and that of  your court ,  regarding
the rnonies payable r t to the tU.S. Distr ict  Court ,  Eastern Distr ict
of  Neu York I  courtr f  nhich uere diverted to the pockets of  the
judic ia l  cronies !



5. Wl11 you, Chlef
Judge Breyer,  h is Court ,  the
I textort ionrt  of  more than S2r000
favor of  the judic ia l  cronies'
under a cr iminal  convict ionl

Is
I  f i led a t imely
court  inexpl icably
(  supra )  in junct ive

Judge Nevnan, explaln to Chlef
nedia,  and taxpaying publ ic,  the
,000 from HYUAN RAFFE I t fRaf ferr ]  in

in order to avoid incarcerat ion

7. Is i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Newnan, that  the
court-appointed receiver,  unable to render an account ing for
Puccinirs judic ia l  t rust  assets corrupted, inter al iar  U.S.
Dlstr ict  Court  Judge WILIIAM C. CONNER I  r rConnerrr  ]  to lssue an
injunct ion in order to prevent any appl icat ion compel l ing,  inter
al ia,  the f  i l ing of  such an i laccount ingt ' ,  nhich is rny statutory
r ight  (NY Business Corporat ion tav SL2L5 ta I  ) ,  and prevent ing
rest i tut ion and,/or recovery to Puccini  and i ts legi t imate
credi tors the assets that  had been made the subject  of  larceny?

8. Is i t  not  correct ,  Chief  Judge Nenman, that  no
one, at  any t ime or p1ace, has controverted the under ly ing facts
and ul t inate conclusion that the corrupted Judge Conner,  d id not
have the jur isdict ional  power to issue sueh in junct ion,  and that
i t  r ras a t ransparent nul l i ty?

9. Is i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Newman, that  on
October 11, l -985, when Judge Conner issued Raf f  e v.  Doe (  519 F.
Supp. 891 TSDNY-lg851),  he did have personal  jur isdict ion over me
:r  my contractual ly based, const i tut ional ly protected, interests?

10. i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Newman, that  a l though
not ice of  appeal  and paid the fee due, your
did not perni t  me to appeal  the Raffe v.  Doe
order?

1L. Is i t  not  correct ,  Chief  Judge Nenman' that
al though numerous at tempts t rere made, and even with the
invocat ion of  the col lateral  bar ruIe,  the judic ia l  cronies have
fai led to obtain a s ingle convict ion against  me for v io lat ing the
Judge Conner in junct ion?

L2. Is i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Newman, that  a l though
I at tempted to f i le a proceeding barr ing any further non-cr iminal
contempt proceedings against  REr bottomed on trdouble jeopardyrr ,
and to declare Raffe v.  Doe (supra),  a nul l i ty  as against  R€e and
for an appl icat ion for  a prel iminary in junct ion shich rras not
opposed by anyone, Chief  U.S. Distr ict  Court  Judge THOMAS P.
GRIESA ["Griesafr1,  denied my permission to f  i1e (Sassover v.  U.S.*
Attorney, 93 M 120),  v io lat ive of  the const i tut ional  nandate
contained in Art ic le I I f ,  regarding access to the federal  courts
for I ta l l r r  cases or controversies involv ine federal  issues?



14. Is i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Nevman, that  Your a
defendant in the U.S. Distr ict  Court  of  Massachusetts (Sassotrer
v.  FideI i ty,  93-11335Y),  have not controverted my appl icat ion or
my 56.1 Statement,  to declare Raffe v.  Dge. (supra) void?

13. Is not t rue,  Chief
such appl icat ion has been unopposed
i t  has been ly ing faI low in your
(Sassower v.  U.S. Attorney, Znd Cir .

L5. Is
not controverted
Appeals,  for  the
have nul l i f ied
( supra )  ?

S2579tal  f rscoperr  cert i f icates
adjudicat ions made?

Judge Newman, that  a l though
in the Second Circui t  Court '
Court  for  three (3) months
Docket No. 93-6222)?

i t  not  t rue,  Chief  Judge Nenman, that  you have
my appl ieat ion at  the U.S. Circui t  Court  of

First  Circui t  (Mat_ter of  Sassouer,  93-8052 )  to
and/or not legal ly recognized Raffe v.  Doe

l -5-  Are youe Chief  Judge Newman, auare of  any lega1
author i ty vhich gave Judge Conner the power to enjoin me from
recover ing on my contractual  based claims, including my money
judgment against  Puccini ,  or  those who made i ts assets the
subject  of  larceny?

L7. In v iew of  the XI Amendment,  can you legal ly
just i fy the act iv i t ies of  At torney General  Abrams, defending
money damage tort  c la imsr dgainst  h imsel f  and others,  in the
federal  courts,  at  state cost  and expense?

l -8. In v iew of  the statutory f iduciary obl igat ions of
Attorney General  Abrams towards Puccini ,  i ts  stockholders and
credi tors (NY Bus. Corp.  Lav S1214 [a I  ) ,  can your Chief  Judge
Newmanr just i fy the Attorney Generalrs representat ion of  state
jur ists and of f ic ia ls who are involved in the larceny of
Puccinirs judic ia l  t rust  assets?

19. Can you just i fy,  Chief  Judge
representat ion,  and other federal  judges in your
personal  capaci ty money damage tort  act ions,  by
attorneys, at  federal  cost  and expense, al though

uere issued

Neuman, your
circui  t ,  in

var ious U.S.
no 28 U.S.C.

or rr  scope rr

20. Can you, Chief  Judge Newman, support  the
jur isdict ion of  the federal  d istr ict  court  in removing Sassoner"-
v.  Abrams (SDNY-9?-08515tPRL) f rom the state to the federal
court ,  r rhere a ne11-pleaded complaint  reLied on state law, where
this complainant expressly disclaimed any rel ief  against  the
federal  government,  where no 28 U.S.C. S26?9td1 scope
cert i f icates vere issued, where complete diversi ty did not exist ,
and there uas no shorcinq of  a federal  defense?



2]- . Can youz Chief  Judge Nenman, support  the
jur isdict ion of  the federal  d istr ict  court  in removing a s in i lar
act ion,  f rom the state to the federal  court ,  wherein you vere a
narned de f  endant?

22. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nerlman, that  you
know of no author i ty,  statutory or otherwise, perni t t ing federal
representat ion,  at  federal  cost  and expense, in a money damage
tort  act ion,  wi thout a 28 U. S.C. S2579 td I  ' rscoperr  cert i f  icate ox
adjudicat ion?

23. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nelrman'  that  you and
members of  your c i rcui t  have been defrauding the federal  t reasury
by being represented, at  federal  cost  and expense, ni thout any
ttscoperr  cert i f icate being issued or a r tscoperr  adjudicat ion nade?

24. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Newman' that  you
have not reported, nor intend to report ,  the value of  such
f ederal  legal  serviees, as r f  taxable incometr,  or  paid t  ox intend
to payr the taxes due thereon (see 26 U.S.C. 5120tcl  ) .

25.  Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nevmanr BS far as
you knou, Suffolk County Surrogate ERNEST L. SIGNORELLI
I  r rSignore] l i ' t  I  and his appointee, PubI ic Administrator ANTHONY
MASTROIANNI ["Mastroiannirr ]  ernployed the assets of  the ESTATE OF
EUGENE PAUL KELLY Ir tKe1ly Estaterf  ]  to pay personal  obl igat ions,
otherrr ise unlawful ly dissipated al l  i ts  assets,  and conseguent ly
none of  the benef ic iar ies received anything.

26. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nerrman, that
Surrogate Signorel l i ,  for  h is larcenous act iv i t ies,  has been
defended, in money damage tort  act ions,  in the federal  courts by
Attorney General  Abrams, notwithstanding, inter a1ia,  Amendment
XI?

27. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nevman, that  the
Kel ly Estate hras set t led at  the Appel late Div is ion at  a t ime when
CHARLES Z. ABUZA, Esq. [ "Abuzdt ' ] ,  the representat ives of  most of
the benef ic iar ies \ ras dead, and by not serving me, BD essent ia l
party to such proceedings?

28. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Newman, that  nei ther
you nor anyone else has ever disputed the fact  that  no l roman
could be struck,  by a t i re i ronr on her head, about 20 t imes,
violent ly,  by a strong assai lant ,  v i th al l  h is might,  uhere the
concealed hospi ta l  X-Ray and CAT scan reveal  negat ive resul ts
(see annexed exhibi t ,  eontaining al l  the uncorroborated test imony
of the al leged vict im, and the concealed hospi ta l  X-Ray and CAT
scan Reports )  !

29.  Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Neuman, that  DENNIS
F. VILELLA I  f 'Vi le l lar f  ]  has been kept incarcerated f  or  the past
six (5) years in order to induce and/or compel my si lence?



30 Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Nenman |  |  and
others,  \ rere repeatedly convicted of  non-summary cr iminal
contempt,  these convict ions having been rendered without a t r ia l t
r r r i thout the opportuni ty for  a t r ia l ,  v i thout any confrontat ion
r ights,  in absent ia,  wi thout due process, s i thout the r ight  of
al locut ion,  wi thout any l ive test imony in support  thereof,  and
without any const i tut ional  or  legal  r ra iver.  v i th f ines and/or
terms of  incarcerat ion imposed thereon?

31. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chlef  Judge Nenman, that  nei ther
you nor any judic ia l  of f icer you knou, has expressly asserted
that such tr ia less convict ions,  state and federalr-  uere lawful?

32. Is i t  not
disbarred by,  inter al ia,
rrere are a panel  member,
convi  ct  i  ons ?

Court  fabr icated, coneocted,
the fol louing statements in
[Znd Cir . -19971):

a fact ,  Chief  Judge Newman, T vas
the Second Circui t  Court ,  in vhich you
based on the aforement ioned tr ia less

33. Is i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Neuman, that  your
contr ived and devised, in ler  aI ia,
Sassower v.  Sher i f f  (824 F.2d 184

rrSassover refused to appear at  a hear ing
before the court  appointed refereett  Ip.  185]
rrSasEouer uas not i f ied by the at torney for the receiver
that he vas required to appear before the referee for
proceedings on the cr iminal  contempt mot ion and cross-
mot ions."  Ip.  1871. r t tSassover]  fa i led to appear.r t
tp.  L871.. .  r r the opportuni ty for  a hear ing that uas
afforded was appropr iate under the c i rcumstances" Ip.
1891.. .  r rSassower \ ras given a reasonable
opportuni ty to be heardt t  I  p.  189 I  r rSassower

waived that r ight  [ to a hear ingl  by fa i l ing to appearr l
t  p.  1901 | the I  Sassot*er ]  has repeatedly ref  used to
appear before Referee Diamondtt  Ip.  1901 ' rexpl ic i t ly
varned him I  Sassover ]  of  the consequences of  h is
fai lure to appear before the referee" Ip.  190].r l

34. Is
nor anyone e1se,
instance vherein I

Dated: October 22, 1993

i t  not  a fact ,  Chief  Judge Newman, that  your
has ever been able to art iculate a s inqle
undertook a f r ivolous leqal  procedure?

GEORGE SASSOWER
15 Lake Street,
l fh i te Plains,  NY 10503
t 914 )  949-2169


