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Wednesday, March 05, 2008

Honorable Shira A. Scheindin

United States District Judge

Southemn Distrct of New Yark

500 Pearl Street

New York, New York 10007 i
Pk

Re: Plalntiffs Opposition to Proskauar Rose March 4, 2008'to

this Court in Eliot L Bernstain, at al. v. Appellate Division, First

Department Departmental Disclplinary Committee, et al

Docket No. 07 CV 11196 (SAS)

Dear Judge Scheindin

In 3 letler dated March 04, 2008, Proskauer Rose claimed itis
representing hee named Proskauer defendants and the entire fim and
requested addilional Ume to respond to (his Court, Plaintifs appose these
measures as extreme and unwarranted, for the following reasons:

Massive Conflicts of Interest and Violations of the New York State Bar
Associafion Rules of Professional Conduct in Proskauer Rosa LLP's Salf
Representation

The first question that wil arise n testing canflict i if Proskauer has
alrcady expender the tine and effort o run their own canflict chock on
ProskaLier's representation of the their clients, ProSkauer partners and the
Proskauer fim in these matters, before contacting the Attormey General's Offico
‘and this Gourt a5 acting Gounsel,

Proskauer Rose LLP, thraugh a series of never ending conflicts has
caused most of th traubles for all of the partes sitting on the defense in these
matters duc o one after another vielations of ethics rules and then public office
rule violations using their legal prowess as a means ko advance criminal activiies.
notto protect from ther.

“The first conflict was dirclly against thelr dlicnt viswi, whereby a brief
review of tho depositions of Proskauer partners Christopher C. Wheeler! and
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Kenneth Rubenslein of Proskaver in a civi case” reveal that a conflict check was
nover completed upon Laking Iiewt a5 a client but claims are made in those
depositions that Proskauor's canflct department was improved afer this incidant
o prevent confictinthe fulure. What wil be evidenced herein is that they have
uttely fale I not gone backwards In that department and the aliempt (o
represent thamsahves i thess matters before Your Horor willbo proven as yet
anaiher brazen atiempt to complotely violate ethics rules. To even appear at an
ethics hearing with 2 potential confict et alona numerous ones, is a Insult this
Gourt and al that law stands for but it wil also be shown as a dssperate atiempt
1o put forth any defenie by desperate men who cannot ind non-conflcted
counsl to further perperate false defenses and thus must represent themselves.

T iitis] confict was thal Rubensiéin acted a5 patent counsel and
roviawor for MPEGLA LLC. and the lviewi companios simultansously whie with
Proskauer, wiltout 2 China Wiall esiablished o protect Iviewit. MPEGLA & now
one of the largest nffingers of the stolen technologies. Rubensteln and
Proskcauer pariner Chiistopher C. Whocler were also boarg members of the
Iviowit companies anl Froskauer and ek thelr partners also hold  sharehalder
interest n the Iviewit companios {a conflict too as defined hereln, preciuding
them from representing themselves In these matters). In fact, Rubonstain was
soquired by Proskauer o form thei palent department immedialely after aking
disciosures from the Iviewi companies’ Inventors and wher that Proskauer
patent depariment now inures profi from the MPEGLA patent poals as a resut of
e stolen technologies.

This conllict s the basis of Paintis claims that are behind the discipinary
‘complainis infialy fled in these matters and those angoing federal aiscipiinary
complaints at the USPTO OED, claiming that Proskauer has formed a
conspiratorial ing to st inventons from inventors. Ths ring was partally
formed by several of the dafendants priar o Proskauer's meeting Iviewit*
Furlher, hat this ring operales o circumvent sta, federal and intemationa laws
commitling simltaneous crimes against the Unitad States Patent & Trademark
Office ant inventors to effectuate these Intelloctual property cimes
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The Iviewil comparies and others discovered hat patents were being
stolen and other crimes on or about 993", Praskauer has since wilh their
partners in crime, atempted to deny due process of Plainifts complaints
wherevar thoy have been fied through a hijacking of the legal systam and public
officos. From attamey canflicts and violatians of public offices in state civil
proceedings in New York and Florida, to attormey canflicls In state Supreme
Court disciplinary complaints, Proskauer has created numerous conflicts that
culminate I thei attempt to reprosent themselves in conflc n these maters
before this hanorable Court. Sad 1o say they have now involved hundreds of
people in their messes, including tangling up hosts of government employees,
aur offcials, state bar associations, Juslces, efc.

in each of the disciplinary complaints fled in New York and Florida against
o Proskauer actors, we find 8 paltern of Proskauer pariners representing
Proskaier partners and using Proskauer partners to plant in public offices or
worse comupling athers to derail prasccution. To star, his Courtlook N0 further
than to start with a review of Stevan C. Krans, tho loading New York disciplinary
figure, who roprosented Proskauer pariner Rubenstein and the firm, while
helding multple ethics roles that directy conficted o precluded him from
representing anyone, ot alona his partners in disciplinary malers. Yet, Krane
saeking no waiver from anyone did precisely that and thon was busted by
Cainerine O'Hagan Walfe law clerk for the First Department. Walle upon
learming that Thomas Cail, former Chief Counsel for the First Depariment had
stated that ho did not know Krane or any rales Krane held that might conflict him
in represeniing his fin and partners, despite evidence that viewit put forth to
Gafill showing Krane had roles at the First Departmant and the NYSBA that
wholly confiicted im. Wolfe expased that she personally was meeting both
Gahil and Krane for a Fist Department disciplinary meeting, coniradieling
Catills statement that Krane was not Invalved with the First Department, With
the contlictof Krang confirmed, Walfe directed Praintifs to fle a mofion with the
First Department seeking the Justices of that Court {niow named Defendants in
these matiers) to move the complaints for canflicts of interest aad ths
appearanca of Impropriety, which was done. Afler toraugh review of the
evidonce and materials, five of the Justices voted to move the complaints and
begin immediate invosigation of Krano, Rubensteln and Raymond Joao for
canflicts of nlerest and the appearance of impropristy, only further conflicts and
violations of public affices dersiled thuse investigations. Thomas Canill is being
invesligated curenty in those matters by Martin Gold in one of ths longest
angoing investigations onc can recall, with no final resolution s of this date.

For the next conflct, Praskauer attomey Mattnew Triggs, violated a
‘multpiity of conficts of Interest and appaarances of mpropriety in s
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reprosentations of Proskauer partner Christopher Wheeler i a bar compleint and
in his concutrent reprosontation af Proskauer Rose In the Florida civil case both
individually in each matter and further twisted in conflict whon combined. In the
fiest instance, duo t his Flarida Bar positian Triggs was in a blackout period
whereby he Could represent o party in any bar action. He represenied
Proskauer and partner Whesler vihin that period, a violation affimed to have
been a confict and violation of putlic offies i writing by John Anthony Boggs,
caunsel for Florida Bar. Triggs representing Proskauer in the civl case further
precluded him from representing Wheeler in the ongoing Florida Bar complaint
per Florida Bar rules. There were also a number of conficts in Trigys
feprosenting Proskauer in the civil matier &nd those same conficts wil preval
again here n this Court as dofinod herein i this Caur allows Proskavier to
oniinue to foplishy represent Ihemselves.

What was the rosult of thess conflicts? One of he resulls can be found in
he number of public officials naw involved as defendants in these affairs in
Florida and New York and we ask the Court to look at the attached Draft
Amended Complaints dofendants® 1o 5ee a mare accurale piciure of the number
of defendants to be added 1o this Gase in light of the rogquirement g identify them
all under the RICO regulations your Honor has §o graciously granted us. Also,
5 tho case now is RICO, we have increased the damages (o represont tho 1oss
af the patent ighs n fotal which have baan estimated to be a frlion dollars or
more ovor the twenty year lfe of the Intellectual properties. Had confiict les
and public office rules been followed from the start, many of these defendants
would nover be here, many of them aolinvolved in the orginal crmes of patent
theft and crimes against tho United States and foreign governments.

‘Another resultis enormous casts to Plaintifs and the state and federal
government that will now result in appealing every single disciplinary complaint
fileg against the Defondants where decisions were made (as many federal
actions remain ongolng including but not linted to the FBI OPR, the DOJ OIG,
the SBA OIG, the USPTO and the USPTO OED) based on the information of
public office corruptions that the Anderson case alleges. This Court requesied
extraordinary evidence and Anderson provides more than ooroboration far the.
claims we were pursuing with other investigators of afmost idontical claims of
public offie comuption at tha First Department, prior to Andarson's whistls
blowing. Anderson now provides an inside inta the mechanics of what was
happening n attornay misconduct in public offices of the New Yark Supreme
Court, where all 1605 of cormuptians Fiaintifs alege at the First Department
ome from Proskauer partners acting in viclation of ethics rules and viclations of
publicoffices s f they were above it
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Further, since the First Departments decisians wers relied on by other
investigators worldwide, 5 Proskauier and certain other defendants based their
dofenses on the weak initial dismissals at the First Department secured while
Krane acled in conflct and violation of public offices, al of hose state, tederal
and internatlonal agencies efforts and all those involved in the handling of those
complaints will now have to be invesfigated again. Where it will have (o be
investigated not only n fight of o original comlaint but now I there were similar
whitowashing depariments at all those arganizations whereby public officers
carmitted simlar crimes as alleged in Anderson at the First Depariment.

Al of these messs could have bean prevented by simple conflct waivers
‘and the reasan the Complaint Plaintts filed contained a sample conflict waivar
and begged this Court 5 hava at Court officials, all counsel far al parties and
any investigators, all be screened to preciude conflict, It s amazing # not mors.
upsetiing that withaut canflit cheeks; law becomes lawlessness for those
charged with upholding and reguiating it If the syster of chocks and balancos is
canducted by the same individuals, it s a mere smoke screen, s (he selt
roqulating atiorney disciplinary sysiem in New York and Florida now stand,
allowing attorney's complained about to sneak around and handle complaints
against thor pariners and fims while holding public offices with the department
investigating them. This case may bs the Iimus test that forces change,
changes to prevent this from happening sgain. Change thatwould assure that
attomey's charges with misconduct cannot be a part or influance on disciplinary
comptaints against them or thei parinors whi holding confiting public offices
In other words, Krane would never have been able to be a senior disciplinary
figure in Now York, with acive roles ot depariments where complaints were fled
‘and defend his firm and partners in actions against therm. In this newsst attsmpt
for Proskauer's sef representation In conflct i this Gout, if you were innocent ot
the charges, the last ting you would want suggested was a conflit,let alone
similar conflicts that Gaused the five ustices to Gall fo investigation of your firn
and partnors, you would hire nan conflicted Iawyers to represent you.

Now two more Proskauer aftomeys and two Foley and Lardner atiomeys
have First Department compiaints® ta defend and wil be added as defendants to
Iis case, more tax payer dolars wil be expanded for their acting in these
matters before this Court in confict, welcome Joanna Smith and Gregg
Mashbierg from Proskauer and Todd Norbitz and Anne Sekel of Foley and
Lardner and all because again they act as f conflict aws don't exist and that this
Courtis biind and wil allaw such autrageaus behavior without taking action to
sanction ther.

Finally, Plaiatifs received a letter Proskauer has sentto this Gourt datsd
March 07, 2008 whereby Proskauer claims falsely 10 (his Cour that none of e
Proskausr defendants willbe appearing as counsel in this Gase, 5o no confic,
First, Proskauer the firm in s entirety and all partners is 2 defendant, 50 any

" Extibi 2 - See atuched Ltter ot Mrss 15, 308 Al W, Frcdherg, s - Ciet Counse,
Appells i ion Fst Deparmen: Depnsaiel Dieiplary Carmmiie
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Proskaer partner appearing in these matters s conflited including the two that
Sa far have represented Ihey are acling counsel. Once again we find Proskaver
lying fo & cour, trying to jusify conflct where no justfication can exist and where
Joanna Smith in representing herself as & Proskausr pariner, (ak to see hersell
a5 o defendant In these matters as he whole fim is, mere wishiul thinking but
the fact prevails that she is a defendant. Joanna must roaliza that her persanal
‘and prafessional livelihood Is wholly contingent on this Gase and that she is a
defendant no mattar how much sho may claim she is not and will be added as
such in the amended complaint. I it pleasss Your Honor, we wil add each and
every Praskaucr and Faley partner both individually and professianally 1o the
‘Complaint so Proskauer may understand that every partner, associate, elc. is @
defendant more learly. As Plaintifs cannot pinpoint wholly which Proskauer
partners acted directly i the canspiracy yet, we are uncertain i these two were.
directly invaived n the inltial crimas o not and certainly are not willing to take
Proskausr's word that they are not, thus ntl discovery were completed and
these partners were somchow axcluded, we must assume that all Poskauer
partnors are involved. Proskauer i their elter further states they witl provide
explanallon to Bernstein's fivolous” claim of confict, porhaps thay shauld hire a
non conflicted lawyer 1o do such, 25 whon Krane tried tis tactic n the First
Department, combined wilh a smear campaign against Plaintif Bernstein, we see
whoro that has led. We beg this Court to have Proskauer's new non conflicted
counsel explain all of he following confictlaws viotated by Proskausr's ssif
reprosentations and any ather violations this Court may find in their attempt
ocoured.

CONFLICT LAWS VIOLATED IN PROSKAUER'S SELF REPRESENTATION

DR 5101 [1200.20] Conflicts of Interest - Lawyer's Own
Interests.

Alawyer shall not accept or continue employment if the exercise af
professional judgment on benalf of the client wil bo or reasonably
may be affecled by the lawyer's awn financial, business, property,
or personal interests

Proskauer would be precluded from reprasenting their dient Proskauer as
their judgment of behalf of themselves wil be affected by their own personal and
professional financial, business, property and personal ntorests. Sinco tho firm
Proskausr has bocn susd, it s @ fact that all pariners are defendants and thus no
one at the firm can make non conficled representations in these matters.

DR 5-102 [1200.21] Lawyers as Witnesses.
A lawyer shall not acl, or accept cmployment that contemplates the
fawyer's acting, as an advacate on issues of fact before any tribunal it
the lawyor knows ar it is abivious that the lawyer aught to be called a5
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a witness on a significant lssue an benalf of the client, except that the
lawyer may act as an advocate and also tostiy:

B. Neither a lawyer nor the lawyer's irm shall accapt smploymant in
contemplated of pending liigation I the lawyer knows of it is obvious
that the lawyer or another lawyer in the lawyor's firn may bo called
a5 a winess on a significant issue othier than on behalf of the client,
and it is apparent that the testimony would or might be prejudiial to
the client

G. I, after undertaking employment In contemplated o pending
liigaiion, @ faviyer lzarms or it is obvious that the lawyer aught to be
called as a witness on a signficant issue on behalf of the clent, the
Iawyer shall not serve as an advocate on issuss of fact befors the
tribunal, except that Ihe lawyer may conlinue as an advocate on
issues cof fact and may testify in the circumstances enumerated in
DR 5-102 [1200.21] (B(1) through (4)

bviously Proskatier partners wil be called as witnesses in droves in
these matlers from many partiss including possibly by Proskauer themselvas in
these matters and as Proskausr was the former general and paier counsel to
the Iviewit company's, Wheeler and Rubenstein were former Board of Directors,
Proskauer s a current shareholdar of Iviewt, as well a5 each Proskauer partner
hanving patnership interests in Proskaier, it can b presumed that their testimony
will be whally prejudicial as their ives are at stake in these matters financially and
they face lengthy federal prison sentences if found guilty. No Proskauer partner
an act as counsel for Proskauer s discovery has not bieen complsted and it is
10t yet known exactly which Proskauer partners were directly involved, either
way, since the partnarship has been sued those that may ot have actod diroctly
in the original sins are stil liabl o the actions of their partners and thus their
actions are conflcted as all their ivelihoods are at risk.

D, I, after undertaking emplayment in canterplated or pending
Iigalion, a lawyer leams or it is abvious that the lawyer or a lawyer
in his or her firm may be called as a witnoss on a significant issuo
other than on behall of the client, the lawyer may contioue the
representation until it s apparent that the tostimony is or may ba
prejudicial ta the client at which point the lawyer and the fir must
withdraw from acting as an advocate before the trisunal,

Proskauer therefore must vithdraw formally from thair represantation as
they are now cognizant that they will be witness and & may be prejudicial to their
client themselves and thus must now withdraw as they dig not tink sbout this
prior to acting i these matters as counsel.

DR 5-103 [1200.22] Avol
Litigation.

ing Acquisition of Interest In
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A, Alawyer shall not acquire a proprietary interest in the cause of
action or subject matter of litigation he or she is conducting for @
clent.

Proskaier has an entire iaterest in the cause of action against their fir in
these matters as they are partners in the faw firm thay are representing,
Proskauer also has acquired shareholdings i the hiewit companies acting as
their former counsel They have interests thus in both sides of the itigation a
Gertain hurdia a conflcts chieck would have red flagged.

DR 5-104 [1200.23] Transactions Batween Lawyer and Cliert.
A A lawyer shall nat enter into a business transaction with a client
if they have differing interests therein and if the client expects the
lawyer to exercise professional judgment therein for the protection
of the dlient, unloss

1. The tsansastion and terms on which the lawyer acquires the
interest are fair and reasonable to the clint and are fully disclosed
and transmited in wiiing to the client in @ manner that can be
reasonably understond by the dlient;

2 The lawyer advises the client to seek the advice of independent
counsel in the transaction; and

3. The client consents in writing, after full isciosare, to the temms af
the tansaction and to the lawyer's inherent confict of nterest in the
transattion.

Although this conflict does not ffect to Plaintffs knowledge Proskauers
representing Proskauer in these matiers, this confict violation arose when
Proskauor acguired through purthase a fivancial Intecest n the iewit companics
without any of the sbove mentioned 1, 2 and 3

DR 5-108 [1200.27] Conflict of Interest - Former Client.
A Except s provided in DR 8-101 [1200.45] (B) wih respect to
cument or formor government lawyars, a lawyer who has
represented a client In a matter shall not, wilhaut the consent of the
farmer client after ulldisclosure:

1. Thereafter raprosent anoter person in the samo o a
substantally related matier in which that persoms interests are
materially advorse o the interosts of the former dient.

2. Use any confidences or secrets of the former dliant except as
permitied by DR 4-101 [1200.1] (C) or when lhe confidence or
secret has become generally known

Proskauer has represented the Iviewit companies and Plaintiff Eliot
Bormstein personally and professionally in the same maliers now befare this
Court as retained counsel and now they are represanting themssives whers their
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interests are materially adverse to their former dlients in he same nexus of
events and materially relaled. Unconscionable conflict,

Clause A2 is yet anather non related o Proskauers representation of
Proskauer before this Court conflict but is a conflict violation alleged by Plaintifts
who claim Praskauer has converted their technologies ilegally and continues to
use hose sacrats and confidances leamed whilo acting as counsel to now inure
benefit to their frm all to the detriment of their former clients the Iviawit
companies sharcholgers.

DR 1-102 {1200.3] Misconduct.
A A lawyer or law firm shl not

1. Violate a Disciplinary Rute.

2. Cireumvent a Disciplinary Rule through actions of another.

3. Engege in ilegal conduct that adversely reflects an the lawyers
hnesty, trustworlniness or itness as a lawyer.

4. Engage in conduct involving dishonosty, fraud, dosclt, or
misraprosont

5. Engage i conduct that is prejudiial o tho administration of
justice

7. Engago in any olher conduct that adversely reflecls on the
Iawyers fitness as a lawyer.

Proskaucr has violated disciplinary rules by acling as counsel in these
matters with he AG and this Cour alreatly. Proskauer is atiemping (o
circumvent disciplinary rules by having this Court and the AG accept their acting
a5 counsel without reporting them as would be required by the following rule if
this Caurt and the AG are licensed attorneys:

DR 1-103 [1200.4] Disclosure of Information to Authorities.
A A lawyer possessing knowledge, (1) not protected as a
Gonfidence or scerct, o {2) not gainod in the lawyer's capacly s
member of a bona fide lawyer assistanca or Similar program ar
Gommition, of a violaion of DR 1-102 [12003] that reises a
substantial question as Lo another lawyor’s honesty, tustworthingss
or fiinoss a5 o lawyer shall report such knowiedge o a ribunal or
other authorty empowered 1o investigate of act upon such vioation.

We are certain thal the AG and this Court will ake apprapriate aclions
oW that they aro exposod to the overahelming conflicts Proskauer has created
by aiready self represenling themselves In these matiers. As noted, PIaintis
have fled thisleter as a formal complaint 1 (he First Department Disciptinary
Gommittes simultansously as our atiempt as Pro Se counsel to nofy such
authorites but that i this Court and the AG find conflc certainly they should
Gontact the appropriate authorties of not only the conficts but o the potential
that this Gase invalves attomeys who may have commitied hundreds of volations




[image: image11.png]Ra: Plaintfts Oppositon to Proskauor Rose arch 4, 2008 to this Court I Ellot
Bemstein. ot al . Apollats Dlyision, First Department Departinontal Disclplinary
Commitee, et

Docket No. 07 GV 11196 {545}

of state, federal and international crimes, including crimes against the Uniled
States.

Proskauer haes sngagsd in ilagal conduct that adverssly reflacts on tho
lawyer's honesty, rustworthiness or finess as a lawyer in aitempting to act as
Gounsel for temssives in cisregard of etics laws in 3 odoral court.

Proskauer has ongaged in conduct involving deceit and misrepresentation
in perpetrating such canfict on this Court

Prosiauer has engaged in canduct thatIs prejudicil (o the administration
af justice by acling i confict before this Court and vath the AG.

DR 5105 [1200.24] Conflict of Interest; Simultaneous
Representation.

D. While lawyers are assotiated in & law fimn, aone of them shal
knowingly accept or continue employment when any ane of them
practicing alon would b srofibited from doing so under DR 5-101
[1200.20] {A), DR 5105 [1200.24] (A) or (B). DR 5108 [1200.27]
(A) ar (B), or DR 8-101 [1200.45] {8} except as otherwise provided
thersin.

E. A law fim shall keep records of prlar engagements, which
records shall be made at of near the time of such engagements
and shall have a polcy implementing a system by which proposed
cngagements are checked against curfenl and previaus
engagements, 50 as to render effective assistanca to lawyers wihin
the fio in complying with DR 5-105 [1200.24] (D). Failure 1o keep
records or to have a policy which comples vith (his subivision,
whether or ot a violation of DR 5-105 [1200.24] (D) occurs, shal
be a violation by the fim. In cases in which a violation of this
subdisisian by the firm is a substantial factar in causing 2 violation
of DR 5-105 11200.24] (D) by a lawyer, the fim, as well as the
individual lawyer, shall lso be responsibe for the violation of DR 5-
10511200.24) (0).

B. A lawyer with management responsibility in the law fim or direct
supervisory authority over anather lawyer shall make reasonable
cfforts to ensure that the ofher lawyer confoms to the disciplinary
rules

. A lawyer shall be respansitie for a violation of the Distiplinary
Rules by another lawyer or for conduct of a non-lawyer employod
or retained by or associated with the lawyer hat would be a
violation of the Disciplinary Rules if engaged in by a lawyer i

1. The lawyer orders, or directs the specifc conduet, or, with
Knowledge of the Speii canduct, ratifies it; or

i




[image: image12.png]Docket No. 07 CY 11196 (SAS)

2. The fawyer is a pariner in the law firm in which the other lawyer
pracices or the non-{awyer is employed, or has supervisory
authority pver the ather lawyer or tha non-lawyer, and knows of
Such conduct, or n the exercise of reasonable management or
supervisory althority should have known of the conduct so thal
reasonable remedial action Gould be oF Gould have been taken ata
time when its consequences could be or could have been avoided
or mitigated.

E. Alawyer shall camply with these Disciplinary Rules
nofwithstanding that the lawyer acted at the direction of anothier
person.

It appears that Praskaver has no atiormeys that could represent this case

in their firm as itis a partnership whereby all partners are conflicted with these
mattors. Again, Plaintifs ook forward to soing the Proskauer canflit
depariments check of thoir representing themseives in the matters in light of the
disciplinary Tules. Lack of such canflicts check appears ka be yet ancther
violation f the disciplinary rules. The new Proskaver lawyers who acted to
perpetrate these conflcts on this Court certainly did not act solely and were
directed by the senior members of (he fim.

DR 2-109 [1200.14] Obligation to Decline Employment.
A. A lawyer shall nat accept amployment an behalf of a persan i
he lawyer knows or i is obvious thal such person wishes to

1.Biing a legal action, conduct a defonse, or assert a pasiion in
Igation, or oiherwise have staps aken for such person merely for
the purpase of harassing of maliciausly njuring any person

2. Present a claim or defenso in fligation that is not wamantcd
undar oxisting law, unloss it Gan bo supried by a good faith
argument for an extension, modification, or reversal of existng law.

Praskauer should have declined to represent themselves but cannot help

themselves as the evidence and witness against them are enormous and any
on conflicted atiorney would not put up foise defense an their behalf. Obviously
ot lawyering themselves has left them as lawyers foolishly atempting to
represent themselves in desperation and this sham an Ihis Courl appears to be
an attempt to furiher defay these procesdings through more confiict; with the
intent of such o be to unther harm and maliciously Injure Plalnifs.

Proskauar's very first dlaim and defense to this Gourt in its very first letter

is that it epresents itself i these maiers, 3 claim that is not warranted under
‘xisting law as it appears ilegal for thom {o represent themselves until New York
repeals their disciptinary rules and regulations almost entiroly.

DR 2410 [1200.15]

drawal from Employment.

n
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A.In general.

1. 1f permissian for withdrawal fram employment s reuired by (he
rules of a triounal, a lawyer shall not withdraw from employment in
a procecding before that triunal without is permission.

B, Mandatory withdrawal.

Alawyer representing a client bofore a tribunal, wth s permission
if required by its rules, shall withdraw from employment, and a
Iawyar roprasniing a client i other matters shal withdraw from
employment, if:

1. Tho lawyer knows or it s Gbvious that the client s bringing the
Iegal action. Gonducting the defense, or asserting a position in the
litigation, or 5 otherwise having steps taken, merely for the purpose
of harassing or maliciously njuring any person.

2. The lawyer knows of itis obvious that continued employment vl
resullin violation of a Disclplinary Rule.

Praskauer already represented itself as counsel in these malters
and ths if this Caurt requires permission to withdraw Proskauer will have
to seek this Courts formal felease. Proskauer is representing Proskauer

to assort felonious defenses of hemselves and their acting as counsel is

In violation of attorney disciplinary rules and only an attempt cause further
harm upon Plaintffs and it is obvious that they know thoy aro wilully and
with intent vielating such rules.

s Plainlifs are not attorneys at law or ethics we ask tis Court to
conduct a full review of Proskauar's self represantation to confirm that
Plainifls interpretation of (he ethics rules is both correct and that no
additional athics violations were violated that may have eluded Pro Se
indigent Plaintifs review of their aclians,

Plairtiffs ask this Courtt rle similarly on Foley and Lardner's seif
representation in thesa mattors a5 almost the antirs lstter Gan bo applid
totheir self representation already. I tis Caurt would fike we can resend
the letter changing the namo Proskauer to Foloy and scnd that as woll

. Delayed Return of Waivers of Personnel Service

In it lottr, Proskaer asks for an extension of time in s return of Waivers
of Personnel Service to the Cour, and a ull twenty-tfvee days afer servce. As
areminder to this court, sevios has aready bien delayed for almast ane month
duo 1o the senvice complications curtently under investigation.

‘Therefore, Plainiifs request that this Court to deny Proskauer's request for
additional time to retum the Walvers of Personnel Servico,
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L. Dalayed Retum of Answer to the Complaint

Proskauer additionally asks for a lengthy extension of time from this Gourt
o respond to the Complaint above and beyond the allotted time. This Court
denied Pro Se Plaintfs' request for an extansion of time ta fils an amended
camplaint. Unlike Pro Se Plaintifs, Praskauer consists of mostly lawyers who
have adequate legal staf, abundant resources and should have no prablems.
timely responding this of course If the Court allows Proskaer to Gontinue o
make representations in these matters.

Plainiffs roquest this Court o deny Proskauer additional time to answor
the Complaint. Uniike Conneb of the AG, Proskauer has not called Plaintifs,
‘asking Plaintifs dicectly for additional tm,

IV. Request for Immediate Appointment of Pro Bono Counsel

Plaintis respectully request the appointment of pra bono counsel s itis
absalulely ertical af this stage and e beg the Court 10 reconsider fs orginl
donial of his request as Proskaue has indicated iLwill be ling & Molian to
Dismiss. Plainifs are not lawyers, and whie Plaintf Lamont hols a aw
degree, he 0ok & purely business arented curriculum at Columbia, void of
advanced civl procedure, Rules of Evidence, or any other ligation siyled
Courses; ho has nover practiced and is not a member of the New York State Bar
or any aiher Bar Assocaiion for that matter

Plaintifts are aware that many times, cases are nifally decided on motions
andthen go to tho appellato level before tho case is actually tried in tho district
‘court; accordingly, without Pro Bono counsel, this Court wil receive ffom Pro Se.
Plainiffs responsive pleadings that parhiaps do not conform to the Cout's rules.
‘and decorum, and likely wil not have the case support this Court should have
and may require, as Plaintifs are without the resources and skill sets in matters
85 complicated as these.

It in the Court’s best interests Lo have both sides o the argument
properly laid out and Lhe law briefed so that a “well reasonsd” and comect
docision can be made. With counsel, al this can happen. Withot, it less
likely, plus the Court will iave o read responses that are far too long, not straight
1othe point, and could resultin appeasable ertor, at no fauk of the Courts. In
fact, Plaintits are warking on an amanded complaint in these matters and aiter
consulting with the Pro Ss dosk, it appears that based on the RICO charga we
wi need to add anather several hundrod defendants in these matters o satisfy
that charges requirements
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If counsel is appointed in the future versus immediately, then they may be
at s big disadvantage as motians fted now could fesult in certain claims or
partios being reloased, which may not happen with counsal's aid instantly. We
beg this Court o grant instant Pro Bono counsel and give Plainifs fime to
adoquataly seok such representation before forcing upon thom self
reprasentation thatis wholly unqualified far these matlers.

‘Therefore, and in light of Proskavar's prior seff.representations in State
Bar complaints and in a civl billng case, allof which resuited in confiict of
interest and abuse of public offices In Florida and New York, Plainlfs request
thatthis Court diect Proskaver Rosa LLP and Foley & Lardner LLP to seek third
party, non-conflicted counsel and sanction them for aeting again in confict before
this Court.

Lasty, Plaintifs diroct s Court to newly filed attomey complaints against
Joanna Smith, Gregory Mashberg, ang Proskauer Rose LLP attached herein as
Exhibit A

P. Stephen Lamont, Pro Se

o Monica Connel {via US Mail and Facsimile)
Assistant Attomey General
‘Atiomey for Defendants

Gregary Mashberg, Esaq
Joanna Smith, Esq
Praskauer Rose LLP {via US Mil, Emall and Facsimi)

‘Atiomey for Defendants

Todd Norbitz, Esa,
Anne Sekel, Esq
Foley and Lardner LLP {via US Mai, Email and Facsimile)

Atiomey for Defendants

John W, Fred, Esq. (via US Mai, Email and Facsimie)
Fried & Epstei LLP
Attomeys for Defendants Joan
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Exhibit 1 - Partial graft Amended Complaint

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERY DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
- @«

ELIOT L BERRSTEIN, INDIVIDUALLY and P, STEPREN
TAMONT AND LIOT 1 BERNSTFIN O REHALT

OF STTARETIOLDFRS OF IVIFWIT HOLDINGS. INC.,

VIEWIT TECINOLOGIES, INC., UVIEW.COM, ISC.

IVIEWIT HOLUINGS. INC.. IVLEWLT LIOLDINGS, INC. DOCKET NO:
IVIEWILCOM, INC. IVIEWILUOM, INC. LC. INC 1-CY-AT196(54%)
IVIEWITCOM LLC IVIEWIE LLE IVEWTT
CURFORATION, IVIEWIT, INC, IVIEWIL INC. 530

PATEN§ INTEREST IOLDEKS ATTACUED AS EXIIGIT A

Fiaines,

gt

1. PROSKALERROSELLP,
2 ANY QTHFR JON DOF (JOHY DOE") IROSKATER PARTNER, AFFILIATE,
COMPANY, KNOWN OR XOT KNOWN AT TMIS TIMF; INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED 10
PROSKAUER ROSE 1L PARTNERS, ASSOCIATES, OF COUNSEL, EMFLOYEES.
CORPURATIONS, AFFILIATES AND AXY UTHER PROSKAUER RELATED OR AFFILY
ENTLILES BOTH INDIVIDUALLY AND PROFESSIONALLY.
3 STEVEN C. KRANE in Ms ofial, indidusl and professionat apacisy,
'KENNETH RUBENSTEIN bath indltdually and professional

FSTATE OF STEPHEN KAVE in s formar afcsh, ingividu a0d Professoaal apaclsy.
Alzo . atf bathIndividualy and professovally, AMENDED COMPLAINT
et Kaftn both {ndividualy and pofessimall,
Corisiopher C. Wheele i bis official, individual sad professiaal capacis,
5. Slotthew Triggs o bis otfctal ngiedual cupucit and profeslonsl,
10, Albert Gorte bl indidaslly amd professiomly.
J1. 10N, JUDITIL 5. KAVE n her ulfiial und ndividast cop
12, DIELTZER LIPPE GOLDSIEIN & BREISTONE LLP.
13 MELTZER, LIPPE, GOLDSTELN, WOLE & SCHLISSEL, P.C.,
14, ANY OTHER JOILN DOE (JOHN DOE™) MELTZER. LIPFE, GOLDSTEIN, WOLE &
SCHLISSEL, PC. PARTNER, AFFILIATE, COMPANY, KNOWN OR NOT KNOWN AT THIS.
TIME; INCLUDING BLT NOT LISITED T0 MELTZER, LIPPE, GOLDSTEIN, WOLF &
SCHLISSFI, P.C; PARTNERS, ASSOCIATES, GF COUNSEY, EMPLOVEES.
CORPORATIONS, AFFILIATES AND ANY GLIER MFLTZER LIPPF, GOLUS LN, WOLY &
SCHLISSEL P.C. RELATED OR AFFILISTED ENTITIES BOTH INDIVIDUALLY AN
TROFESSIGNATLY,
15, ANY OTHFR JGHN DOE ("JORN DORY) MELTZER LIFFF. GOLISTEIN & BREISIONE
LY, PARTNTR, AFFITIATE, COMPANY, KNOWS GR NOT KROWN AT TILS T13IE;
INCLLBIAG BT NOT LIMITED TO MELIZER LIPS GOLSIEIN & BREISTONE LLP,
PAKINERS, ASSOCIATES, OF COUNSEL, EMPLOYEES, CORFORATIONS, AFFILISTES
AND ANY OTHER IELTZER LIPPE GULDSTEI & BREISTONE LLF, RELATED OR
'AFFILIATED ENTITIES BOTH INDIVIDUALLY AND PROFESSIONALLY,

5. LEWIS S, MELTZER both indiidoaly nd professon
17, RAYMOND A. JOAD both adividually and pwofesion
5. Frack Martincs i both ndevidoaly ad professionalt,
19, OLEY AND LARDSER LLP,

sren

.
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20 ANY OTHER JOLIN DOE (“JOIIN DDL") FOLLY & LARDNER PARTNEKS, AVVILIATES,
COMPANIES, KNUWS OK NOT KNGOWD AT THIS TIME: INCLUDING 5UT NOT LISIIED
TO FOLEY & LARDYER; PARTNERS, ASSOCIATES, OF COUNSEL, ENIPLOYI
CORPORATIONS, AFFILTATES AND ANY OTHER FOLEY & LARDNER RELATED OR
'AFFI1IATED ENTITIES EOTH INDIVIDLATLY AND PROFESSIONALLY.
21, MICARL €. GRERF.hoth odisidully and professionall,
22 STLLIAM X DICK batt lodiiduslly 10d prafsssansly,
23, Todd C. Norbic, Fiq. both ndisidusls and peatesianals,
24, Aane Seke, Esq, bonh fodisidealy and professions
25, MPEGLA,LLC,
26, MPEGLA LLC. Licsasors
27 MPEGLA LLC, Licsasess
MPEGY
APEG2
SPEG 2 Sysims
PEG s Vioual
PEG Systens
TEEE (304 (Frenre)
AVC @6
DyB-T
axsc
e
25 DYDC Liceusing
2, 6CLVE 1958)
30, 4CDVD 1597
31D Councl LLC,
32 Larence Horn
3 INTEL CORP,,
34 Real 30, e,
35, SILICON GRAPHICS, TvC.,
36 LOCKIERD MART?
. vio,
38, Gorald Stwaley,
39, Ryan Hulsmi,
A0 Larey Patle,
31 Tim Connaly,
52 Rosalie Biboss,
41 Brian G. Yoy hoth indivibually and prafesionals,
44 Sichae Reale o ndivtdualy and profen
5. Tudgs Jorgs LABARG i his of
46, Johy Anhens Boges n s o
1. THOMAS J, CATTV. i affcs] and vy
8, ALBERTO GONZALES, former Uited Stutes Alloraes Genersl, 1t ki offcal wod imdiidual
capacis.
9. JOHNNIE £, FRALIER. formes Unired States Depuctmeat of Commeete aspecior Geacral in
bisaculuad it cupucis.
50, HOUSTON & SUADY. A,
51, Aoy other Joba Do (“Jutn Doe") Mousion & Siwds, 1A wlites, ompasics, kaows o ot
Kaown a1 this time il but o e  Hoostan & Shady P.A.realed o afliated sneties
bt odiidoally and profesionaly.
5. FITR & COREY, P
. Ay her Tobn D ("Jahn Doa") Forr & Colun, P.A., afices, coempanles, ko o ot
K a2 iyt echuding bt o ied o Fur & Coher, A elated or ofiated enties bots
Taditdoatiy sod professenaly.

15
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54, SACHS SAXS & KLELS, P

55, Auy other Joha Do ("Joba Doc™) Sachs Saxs & Kicia P, afiites compasics, kaow or not

Knare st ths time; Includiog bt o iited 1o Sachs Saxs & Kisi, PA reated or aillaced snies
ot ndiedoslty and profssional.

36. Eqrogean Tasen Offce

57. ALAIN TOMPTIOL. Furopeas Patent Ofice. in I

Y

39, Mara Lernee Robbins borh [nfiidialis wod profesiousls.

0. Domat "ROCKY™ Thompson ol indvidusly wa profevsionsly,

6L, Guyle Colewran both indiidually uad profesionat

62, Duvi Geoge bt i dully acd professionaly,

i persomd copacity.

and professonal,”
Storctc oth individusl and professionaly,
Chiis Welf boehfodiiduty 0d professional
I Zaenaes Lot ifisidualy 2l peofesionaly.
03 A, DAUMGARIE both individually nd professivaslls,
{COTT P, COOPER both individuslly and protesionally,
BRENDAR J. O'ROURKE both nclvidually and protessloaaly
LAWRENCE L WEINSSEIN both indivicuslly and professonally,
WILLIAM M. HART both ndividualy and profesionaly,
DARYN A, GROSSMAN bt inlividully snd profsssioualy,
JDSEPH 4. CAPRARD JR. both idividoaly and profesiansls,
TAMES H. SHALEK both ladiidaally and professonal
Gregory Mashbery, Esa. b tadicually i profesior
Joatins Stlth, Esq bos diiduatly and profesiosall,
THE CIIY OF NEW YORK,
ILUE OFFICE G COURY ADMINISURATION OF THE USIFIED COURY SYSTEM,
DOUGLAS A& BOEIN byt odisilunly s profssionll,
5. STEVEN C, BECKER bl indiidualy aad professiuasls.
Rl Bocr Lot il wad professioautly,
Barry Grossman both fntihiduslly s0d profesiasals,
3im Clarc both Individaally and profssionally,
Sclifirin & Barronay, LLP
o (1ah Do) Selilfia & Barcossus LL partaers, wfilistes,compaics,
Kapwn or not kaown at hi s faclating bt nat et Sehiiin & Rasraowas, 11 Fartocts.
Assotate, OF Caunsl, Fplosee, Carparadons, AMires and any cher SEhIfr & Barcows
T rlated o afilted entdashots Indiidunily snd peafisslonally,
5L, Richord Sehitin odieidualy 2nd profssiomul
52, Andriw Dncrovayindiidully wd profesiomuls,
53, irishaa Narios ndividuall and profssionsl,
54 Blakely SokolofT Taylor & Zalmas LY,
95, ang other John Do (*Joha Do) Bakely Sokolalf Taslor & afnsao LL parcuses, afflinen,
comspasies knawa ar 2ot aown s his e ncloding bt nacimted fo Blakely Sekalof Taslo &
Zatman LLP: Partaces, Associates, OF Cuucsl, Eavpleyees, Corparations, ATlates and sny ather
Blaely SokololTTaslar & Zafcan LLP rolated or afliated sncics boe individusly and
profesions
96, Norman Zafman individuslty 0d peafsssinally,
97. Thowas Cocster lidualy and pofessooal
95, Farrad Akt lodiidually 0d prafsslansly,

iy,

=
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99, Guorge Moo iniidully 300 peofessionaly.
100, Wildmaa,Lsrzold, Al & Dison ertacrs,

100, woy otner Joln Do (“doha box™) Wiklaaa, Hurrold, Allca & Dison LLF pasiaers. 1T
compaits, Ko o ot Ko ul (i s seluio bt ot Limited ( ikdaaa, Hurrold, Alen
& Dion LLP: Fartaers, Assuchtes, Of Couasel, Emplacs. Corpurations, ATt and aay atses
Vildemao, Harsald, Alca & Dsan LLP seated o aflisted enttiesboth ndividuslly and
professogaly

162, Cheltophr & Welherg, .5,

103 any ather Tok Doe (*John Das™) Chelcog er & Weisherg, .. parthers, afiites, comganics,
Knasaar ot ke a (s s nchudlo, by oot lnited 5 Chstopher & Walsberg, T,
Partners, Assclates, Of Counel, Feaploves, Corporuion s Clriiophic &
Wekchrg, P relatedor afliated eniles hoth v

109, Alai M, Welsherg indiidually aed profsiozally,

1S, Martyn W. Molpusns indi idusly und professonal.
106 Michas! Docktarmaa idividually 1od profesianals,
17 VAMAKAWS INTERNATIONAL PATENT OFFICE,
105,any o Joha Dot ("Jota Doct) Yamskor Tnteraariona Pateat Offc partners, aflares,
companics, Knawa or aal Kaown a i i ncloding bt 6t Umitcd  Yaauskaw Internations]
Pateat Ofis: arincrs, Asocites, Of Coussel, Emplosess, Corporations, AMHliaces nd any other
amakawa ltseoslional Futeal OFesceated o aflisicd cattes buth adividually and
professonaty
109, Masak! Yamskswa Indiidually aed profisivaalls,
110, GOLUSTEIN LEWIN & €0,
111, 3ny other Joba Dot ("Joba Doc") Gokstsin & Levwin Co. pactacrs, wiilsis, compasies, knomn
ar ot nowa s e, nctadin b not lited 1o Goldsten & Levia Co.: Partaes, Assclies,
0 Cousse, Empleyary, Corgortioas, AIlntc a0d uay ol oldsvia & Lewi Co, rested o
i et bl nivisunly o profesionaly,
onuld J. Goldst e iaovidunlly uad professonaly.
Gerald K. Lewia individually 22d professionally,
Erls Lowia flvidusly and profassosaly,
snd prafesloasls,
sl wod professioaull.
aully wad peofssion
Mare . List Individualy aod prefasiny
David 4. Katzman idivldualls and prafesisnsly,
RobertTT Garkk Inlividoslly and profesivuuls,
Robert C. eigen individuly und profesionals,
wreace A, Roseabloon Ladividaally and professanaly,
Bead N, Meivr intividuly aod profecianaly,
Robert Cintndividusily and protesionaly,
Stese Cothran iadisicusily s2d professionaiy.
‘Dusid Dol iisidully ad profesiasaly,
Cousie Martia ndivdoaly and professonally,
Richard Gentaor individuaily and protessionails,
129, Steven 5. Behrens indisdually and professional
I30. Dlut Sobsnasen udioiduall wnd protssionsl,
I3L uny otber fobn Doe (“Juka Uoe”) Latl, Real 3, ac, (Slion Graphics, nc, Loekhed
SMarto & aie) & KYJO parioess, aTlites, eampasics, Kuuna or aat kaowe st st icluding
but ot it 1o Il Ryol S, Lo, (icon Graphie, Inc, Loided Maris & Ioel) & RYIO:
Explogecs, Corporations, AMLiies i acy uihe 1atl, Resl 3, o, Silcon Graghics, Lo
Lochbed Masin & Tute) & R¥IO relued or aiTate eties ol s idusly +2d profesiena
1 iedeman lnsetenent Geonp

It
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189, any otber T Do (*Tohn Do) Tledeayann Isesmen Graup pareuers, Moy,
compasics, Kaowa o ot ot o (i ims ncludis bt ot im0 Ticersaan acotmeot
Geoup uad sy uiker Tiedeawunn Investneat Group eeated or ufiad cafies oIk ndividusly
asd profssioaalls.

135" Bruce 1 Pevtow individunlly nad profsssicai,

135, Curl Ticdemaoa iodiidually au professomy

136 Audrew Phlip Choler iadiidualy nd professiautly.
I37. Cralg L. Smith indiidualte and professonalty,

1K Crosthow Ventures,

1 ApiePartiers,

T gl . Warher idivlaually and protesionsls,

T8, ReET. Fichenberge ladiidually a0 grafessonall,
L Mickanan “Hanke Pows] idvtduaiy sl profesionaly
T8, Maurice Ruchehaum ndidually and profecsionalty,

L35, Eric Chen Indiiduslly and profssoaili,

IS5, A Uersh i dul wnd professioaaly,

136, Mslhew Sirw individualy wid profesimnlly,

197 Bruce W, Showmalar individusily a0d profesionaly,

148 Rovi M. Ugale tadvicually and professona

139 any otber loha Dos {"Jahn Do) Crosthes Veatures, Alpine Paracrs partners, s,

companies, kuomn o not ko af tis s nclulog bt oot ited a Crassha Yetores |
‘Al Pariuers and say otber Crossbore Ventures/ Alptas Partases scated or filsted snties
batb individuslly aod profesionuls

159, BROAD & CASSEL,
1S5 Jues . Wheler Indiidualty 0 profssionaly,

152 Kelly Overstret dobason i ber T, adio 8 und i professivml cupciis,

153 any other Jokin Do ("Juln Doc”) road & Cassel pactaers e, compuis, knorrn

o g0t aown aL i Uanes ocluding bt ol Lmited o ol & Cusseluod wa otser Seoud &
Corae el or fflite s ot indviduely wod professiomaly,

15h | Ravmond Hersh indiiduly ad profussiamls,

155, THE SUPREME COUKT OF NEW YORK APPELLALE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICIAL
DEPARTMENT,

156 THE SLPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICTAL
'DEFARTMENT, DEPARTMERTAL DISCTPLINARY COMMITTEE.

157, THE SUPREME COURT OF NFW YORK AFIFLLATE BIVISION: SECOND
JUGICTA, BEPARTMENT, DEPARTENT AL DISCIPLISARY COMMTTTEE

155, THE SLPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: SFCOND
JUBICTAL DEPARTMENT,

19, THE FLORMA AR,
16, Lorruae Christie Moffusa o e offial and indisidunl sogacitr
161, Erie Taenor o bis offical sad iodividoat eapacitiss,

162, Kanueth Blarvin in is offical sad hodvidusl copacitis,
165, Jay A Baremon inhar offcal and bdividual capaslies

165, Terahd Beer n bis ol and ndividual capacirie,

165, CATHERINE O'HAGEN WOLFE in he offiia anc individual capacisy,
166, PALL CURRAN ia his offcsl aod inlvidasl sapasty,

167, MARTIN R, GOLD io his official aod ndividusl capaeits,

15, LAWREXCE DIGIOVANNA 1o isalfital and ndividaal eapacis,
169, DLANA MAXFIELI KEARSE o ber ofcal uad ndividusl spcis,

170, JAMES £, PELTZER jo bis offiel uad sl cupec
171 HON. A, GAIL PRUDENTL in ber offcol 20d indviduul capacits,
173 THOMAS HALL inbis ofcul uad individun cupucits,

173, DEUORANL SARBOROUGLL in ber ofcilwad indiidut opcits,
VTS, VIKGINIA STATEBAR,




[image: image21.png]Ra: Plaintifts Opposition to Proskauer Rose Harch 4, 2008 to this CourtIn Ellt
Bernstain, ot al.v. Appellats Division, First Departmant Departmontal Discliinar
Commiton, st 2

Bockat o 07 GV 1198 {SAS}

U7 ANDREW HL GOUDDLA i bis offica) and ndividuslexp
177, NOELSENGEL in hr offaal nad iodividusl capusity

1TH MARY . MARTELNG i her offca) and incividus] sapacty,

170 Lisheth L. Miler, o ber officlal and itz eapachy,

180, Detectve Rohert lachaus fn bis offictl 2 Individoal capacty,

IS1 Chiefof Plics Audrew Seott n i ol snd indltdua) capacity

182 Harrison Goadard Foots ncarporating Rrever & Son

181 Any tber lofm Dos ("Jahn Doe") Harrjson Goodard Feote (ncorparasing Brear & Sou)

ariaces,wates, conpan s, Knovwi or o kaon. i s ncluding but 3o lied (0
Harrison Gouiurd Guote incorpucatisy irewez & Son wad way ofbe Felied oF ilnted cat
both ndividually and peofssionaly.

1. Bloskonitz, Mandoll Salim & Simowitz, PA.
185, Aay otter Jobia Do ("Jaln Doc”) Moskonts, Mondell Sl & Simowitz, P, afilises,
Comspaniss, knawaar oot kaown a this G, Including but nat lmited t Moskowic, Mandel, Salim
& Sl P.A,rlated o afisted cutices hath Incividuslly sad profsssional
10 Huiseaga Holdiag lasurporaicd
I oy ober Joba Dec ("Jahn Doc") Huizenga Holdiogs Lacorpucetsd affilstes,companies,
Kaon or aot kaouwn at s tioe; includlag botnot e 0 Huizeaga Hokding Incorporated
reated a +Mlisted endee both ndbiduslly and prfessonally.

Wim vua der ijh, Eurupens Futent Ofice. n bis ulicil aad pecsonelcopicily,
Lios Dy, Eueapenn Faleat Olices i ber ol ami personsl capacty,
UVIEW.COM,INC - DLQY
IVIEOIT NOLDINGS, INC.- DL
IYISOIT HOLDINGS, INC,- DL
IVIEWIT MOLDINGS, INC..

16, INC.- B
IVIEWIT.COM LLE- DL
IVIEWITLLC- DL

199, IVIEWIT CORPORATION - Fi.
e VIEWIT NG - B

WL VIEWTTINC.-nEL

I Aay otber Joba s,

205 sy utber Juoe Doc

Defendaots

—_— x JLRY TR
DEAANDED

QIUER INTERESTED PARTIES

(GLENY A, FINE, inspecto geacralforthe ueiied sttes depactoeat offustie, hure # complaiat
s been T by phiatis sad i snder revew-

L ARSUALL SARKCETT, clefsounslof the G breas af s stiation, offce of
rofessional erspousiblt, and was referred by lca G to begl s estgation of phlattis missng
e u o olers) boreus o weslgacion 0 e il ek ctorney genees s ofice concseuing
nicwil coopuaes Tecs 13 2 car boebing of platl bcaseia’ sivwa,

HARRY 1, MOATZ, ircclo ofth ulli:

nd corallment and disiploe for e vaied seaes patent and teademark offe, wherchy 3 cemplane
as heen fld by plainbie o ha ed 1o 3 frml ivestigation of up o wine storoeys and law frms
ouplaed of ersh Inclading prosksuer, rlinsiei, e, ey, ik, Boshm 2nd Beckar

JON. DUDAS, under scercary of comeres for

EN




[image: image22.png]Fo: Plaintifs Opposfion to Proskauer Hose March 4, 2008 to this Court I Ellot
Bemsisin,of a1 v. Anpsllata Divislon, Frst Daparimant Departmontal Olsclplinary
Commitis, et

Docket No. 07 CV 11195 (545)

fntelectual ropersy and disector of te onled tates pacest and Eadessazk ofce, attr nhisl
usestigaion b mioac, plaloles were dirgetad by mowt o e  charge o faud upon (52 oltsd
atespatent and trademarksofie b those actorness andlas frms of e ederal patent b
oot of ptent sugpeosian was granted pesding abtcorse of moatz 30 e unied tates pacent and
teademack oflceInveslgations

ERIC L. LIORSEN. sl bashues a
aspecior geacral us % coull of plawills” uageiag Coraplies.
[DANIEL O'ROURKE. i wsstaa 1 vl usincss

admiistation iaspsctor geaerat, s £l o plaintTs uagoing complan,

DAVID GOUVALS, i he duty wgl,trewsury

fnspector geasralfor b ndmiailtion. ws  result of plaiai vogoing cumpliat.

‘GEORGE PATAKI, s the urmer governor af the

stateof e sork, 35 & esult o latils”vegolog complaiat

ELIOT SPITZFR, I the governor afthe sste of

s york, 43 Fesall of plalns” angatg compliet.

ANTRES COUMD, s th atirues gencral of e

Snteof e y0ck, a3 o pesul of lalstiT” ongoing cumplae

HOULR S MORGANTRATL, s the distlet acaraey fo

ot york county, et yark, 158 resul o s angelng conmplaint.

'DLARNE FEINSTE, 58 wited caes sthalor o wearber f the senace Jodlclary comvie,
ey e bequrst of s, glint'y were ireeied f Tl fr cavgrassiatal acionts o cerlin
Indellacius propecey matiers

TOMY CONYERS, s 2 anted stats seaator and chairman of (he afledsttes bouss o
vepresentatives fodiary commitse, conyers was forwarded e it maters o inestigution by
‘it statessenatorjo dingel shairma of the bouse oty 2ad commerse Sommtee, which
‘wat iced by ol lowey a scuste [rom new yrk

STEPHEN LUCCHEST, west palm beach divison o the federal burcaa o iavestgation, case

ILTARY T ELNTON, .3 sofed e setar
o e or 8 resT o paot amptng copplsne.
LONNIE DAVIS: e st egarneentof
UGS T MERCER, s o prosaent o e
ot ofprfcional Fepesase o e caropean e . el of AT
oo ot wBerey <o oSSt AP e .
pery
T1.QRIDA DEPARTSLENT OF BUSLYESS AND PROFESSIONAL KEGULATION
Cint . cook
TAURA GARFNEY
SEFFRLY STOTAT.
TRiE T
RO RORSO
CUARLIT, CTIS, GOVERYOR OF F10RA
JEB BUSH, FORMYER GOVERROR FLORTDA
CHRISTOHLER KISE,focine oot genra for the soprtu cout offlerd. ey sud edoee
Ty Frexpes
‘CAROLINT PROCKOTS KA ROGERS, EXQ.
oMY CAUUONS
DD CoLTER
TAMES T ARMSTRONG
SIMON L. BERWSTELN
SEFFREY FRIEDSTEIN
o Rasamo
FAKIUL SRIRATEE

n




[image: image23.png]R: Plaintf Opposition to Proskauar Hose arch 42018 fo this Gaurt i Eliat |
Bernstoin,of al. . Appliata Division, First Departmant Deparimenial Discipiinar
Commities, ot

Bocket No. 07 OV 11198 {SAS)

MARC GARBER
FLASTFR GREENBERG PC
MARK GAFFIFY, FSQ,
HICK LEE, BOYNTON BFACH FIRE,
JAMES GROODY, USPTO
JOIIN . BOIT, T5PTO
SINDY TLEISCHFR, USPTO.
GREGORY L 2USOR, USITO
COLRTSEY JURCAK.
JENNIFER A KLUGE
CATHIE KIRIK, LSPTO
IRA LAZARUS, USPTO
SIONTE FRIEDKIN
JAMES COHEN
TED LEONSIS
ALAN J. EPSTRIN,FSQ.
JAMES R JACKOWAY. FsQ.
SUCHLLE M. MULRGGNEY JACKOWAY
HASSAN MuAll
IRELL AND MANELLA
DLAZE BEMNIAN
STEVEN SKLAR
LLIE DEROLD

RICHARD HOSMAN, ESQ.
ANTHONY LEWINTER, EXQ.
TAMES OSTERLING
‘GERARD VONK - HAGUE POLICE.
SATTITER MK
CFARLES MICHAFL MOORE
TAMMY RAYMONT
Scort MUY
KENNETU ANDERSON
STEVE NANCEFOOR
ANDREW R DIETZ
BONNA B DILIZ

INGER STANGER
RLALEXANDER ACOSTA, UNITED STATES ATTORNEY FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT
0F FLORIDA
JEFFREY I, SLOMAY, UNTTGD STATES ATTORNEY'S OJFICE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
FLONDA
IS NOLINARE, stae divectar. slied sttesscnale -t bomorsble comtor dison finstia
‘JENSUFEI DUCK, chiel counsch,uaied tass seaats - s sonorable seator disnae eiastcia
SUANK WINTERS, Hosse Judikary Comnitce
SAMPAK GARG, huioe Judliars commites

LAINTIFFS, ELIOT T, BERNSTRIN, Poo e, ulivduily s 7. STEPHEN LAMONT. P Se anl
Plinuit BERNSTEIN on betlf o sharchokless of [viewit Holdigs,

5. It Tochnologis, (ne.,

Oviewcom, .. eiew Holngs, s Riewk Holdings, sz, Iiewdteom, o, eiwicom T, 1C..
e, i com 1L, haewit LLC, Iviic Comaration, i, I, stewit, 153 and odhr Tohn Do

companies (eoleine

. viewis Compinies", and paert scteres boklrs tached as ExKi A, and for




[image: image24.png]Re: Plantifs Opposition {0 Proskauer Roge Harch 4, 2008 to this Court I Eflo
Bemstain, ot ol v. Appoiats Division, Fest Departmant Dapartmontl Disclplinar

GCommites. ot
Docket No. 07 CV 11195 {345)
{hei Corspliat sgaist th s captionzd Defendenes, st upan Knowledge o o tei oo fcts and
upom iforon s BT 0 et s

PRELIMINARY SIATEMENY

1Tt 5 ol i seekingifonein et moseary el v st s on going emomic

s, campuaatay and poiice canages. sbersans i, enss a8d fos e siatasions of ihne brougdn
pursne . Elting Vsl Tt e, At 1. et §, Dl § uf The Cumatiarion uf e Uil

Stz Fut,ant Fouteesth Are

sémext ta Uhe Consuion of the Uiited Sttes 15 US.CA 5§ 1 and3;
Tl V1 of he vl Righs Ase ar 1964 (a5 smendad 18 T.C.§ 1961 deough U5 5. § 196 a,

St b s

2 spec

et e Defondants wanrly. seskesl. Kaowiogly and puessAlly,

g individisly 15 in sonspraey ith

e, sghe o S Peditionets of e 3ad pay v
b e oF vinaton of concietons) gk, vidlation of anarnsy el misprectlin,
misinormaton, i, fund upom b Usied St Puiatsnd Trsdemark Ofie and ohe Fedeta, s,
an¢ feratvnst vgeacics. co ubuse of und manipalaion of s, nules. und regutons, cantlics o

't sbuse ofpublc o affclucing bt lied o the 1" DDC an 77 DD and othrs,
a5 appesreaces of improprily’ * o dspree PR of inicests in itelstual propertis valed st
sporssiatey e Trlicn Dallrs (51650060600,

5 st more dane nowngly i th corsent 88
Vil s the Fis Tt Doy
Diegirmert Disiglnary Cominse (2 DI

cndortion of fficers o inshivg bol ot
" one
o Now Vork Se Supeene Com Azpelle

rtencl Dk Creni

8 Sevund Degarimeat

Diviiun Fira Dot

Depaans

Conne, S Gt af s Sk of New Yurk agpele
ivision Seccu Tudictl Depirimsal ("Secers Departrot Court), S uf New York Cau o Appests,
(COA", Poskanee Rose LU (*rosiaues”, iskzss Lippe Goldstin & Breisons LLP {fka. Meler
Lippe Gosetn Sctisel & Wolée LLP™NILGSW™, Fley Larder LL "Foley"), e St of e ¥k
Compision of Iovesson {'COT, Luwyers Fand for Chert Beotecon af e St of New York
PLFCP"), The Flarida Bar (TFB) the Virgiia Sesw Bar ("VSB"), snd oher el

1. Comsaquently, ast sortained in i Coreplin, Planifs depic 3 cosspiraorkl paein of i,

e parts

el i, 5t s < e s s e, et 40 3 0 ey i, brcuraes he

S Unpubieed (e

3158 - Siven €. Krane £ Prokase s

SA2H20 Kemeth Rueasten & Proskaust R

321 Ragmaed A, Joan 6 MEIGr 1igps Goldssn & Sehsel; 04,

Thons . Calll - sl Tequiy 22004 1122
* See Mo he Matirs o Compa 1 A Ataroeyssid Counselorsa L Tounnss . Calill -
Liackn Pein Bovin by Speciel o] Nt & Gk O Adviseme ol ). Curan 3 Relied
(s (Sepace Moton Aached) Agsinst. Kenaeth Robeasten.Uocket 2003.0531. Koo . Joso
Diche! 20030632, v €. Kiane - Dok Taing Rov e by Pl 1 Coen, s, 11 The L o
of Prsisver B TLP,

2




[image: image25.png]Rot Plalntifts Opposiion to Proskauar Rose March d, 2008 to this Court i Elet .
Bornsteln, ot ol v. Appoliste Divlsion, Firet Dapariment Departmenial Diseiplinary
Comehies, et

Dackat No.07 GV 11196 (SAS)

and i e

s st aF o s came 12 K s e praces $nd fss eommecs i 15 sty

imurnsanes sl Faveatars”FShis s e ery Gl of e Crasicion o s Uit St

24




[image: image26.png]Re: Plainifta Opposiion to Proskayer Roso March 4, 2005 fo this Court I Elat .
Bermstein, (sl . Appelaie Divisien, First Deporiment Deparimental Disciplinar

Commifios. ot ]
Dockat No. 07 CV 11196 (5AS)

Exhibit 2 — First Depariment Complaints against Proskauer and Foloy and
Inohigyal Attomeys

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

By Facsimile and U.S. Mail

‘Sunday, March 09, 2008

Alin W. Fricdbere, Esq

Chief Caunsel

ppellite Division First Degactzent
Uepartmental Disciplinary Comeniice
61 Broatwy

Rew York, N.Y. 10005

Re: Complaints of Eliot 1 Bemsteun, Indivadually, P._Stephen Lamont and Elio L
Bernstein an behalf of sharehotdees of Iviewt Holdings, Ie.. Ivfewil Technologics, Inc.
Lviev:com, Tnc. Ivicwit Holfings. Inc. vicwit Holdings, Ine. lvicwirsom, nc
Iviewit com, Ine. LC., e, Iviewi vom LLC, Iviewit LLC. Isiewit Corporstion, Iviewit
Inc., Iviewit, Ine__and I'atent Interest 1oiders against Gregory Mashberg, Bsq, Josnni
Senih, Fsq. Prosksuer Eosc LLP. Todd C. Norbitz, Esq.. Anne Sekel. Esg. and Faley
‘i Lardner LU (coflecrively, "Respandents™

Dear M. Friedber;

Complainans state as follows:

BACKGROUND

Thit on Devenber 12, 2007 Complainans filed  civil complaint io United Sales Disirivd
Caurt Southern Distict of New York styled as Elit I Bemstcin, et al. v. Appollate
Disisian First Depaciment Deparonental Diseiplinary Corammites e a

28
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That preliminary letirs bave been exchanged by und between defonnt counsel and the
‘Courtand wherelo withio certoin of these lewer exchanges, it s appareat tha cerain of
1he defendants and their i fres waened hercin are pepeeseating remselves n sonflict
and in viclation of a mulitude of the Now Yark Lavwyer's Cade of Professianal
Responsibilit s lurlber defined in the atacbed Jelr to Judge Shira . Scheindlin,
Please take chis leter and the artached letter to Judge Shira A. Scheindin as a farmal
‘complaint against all of s following:

L. Proskauer Rose LLP,
2. Giregory Mashber, Esq.
3. Joaana Simith, lisg,

4. Foley and Lardner LLP
5. Todl C. Norbitz, Lisq,
6. Anne Sekel, isq

In summary, Mr. Friedberg, i light of the ctics of Respondents, in diamexic oppositivn
10 the New Yok 1awyer's Code of Peolessional Respansibilicy, Compluiants demiunds
discipline, whether by admonishment, reprimand, suspunsion, resignation, or disbament,
sguinst Responidents. 1n the foct that Comaplyimants ae corrently suing vour ollices in (he
Feteral case fr prior mishandling of atomey disciplinary cascs, if you ot your affices
arc confficted in thes makers, pleusc dire the compluints o the nex! bighest level of
veview that i pre-sercened to be froe of canflct in ordsr o relcgate instant fustce
regending these matters.

Vel yous f

‘Eliol L Berastein
Founder & lnventor

and

By P Stcphen Lamont

e Andrew R Cuio, Atiamey Geosral or the State of New York

Robert Morganthau, District Attomey of New York Counly
Lasyess Fund for Clicas Frotoetion
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“The Hanorable Gilens Fine, Inspecior General, United States Department of
Justice

‘The Honorable Jobn Cunyers Je. (D-M1 1ith), Chairman, House Judiciary
Commisce

11 Marshall Jasret, Counsel, Felers] Rureau of Investigation, Offive of
Professionuf Respansiility

“The Honorsble Shira A. Scbeindlin, United States Disaict Court -~ Southern
Districl of New York.
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