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Chairman

Thursday, October 15, 2009

&

Alan W. Friedberg, Esq.

Chief Counsel

New York State Supreme Court Appellate Division

First Department ~ Departmental Disciplinary Committee
RE: Response to First Department Letter Dated October 07, 2009 and FURTHER FORMAL NOTICE OF FORMAL WRITTEN COMPLAINTS AGAINST ROY REARDON, ALAN FRIEDBERG AND OTHERS.  FORMAL NOTICE OF FURTHER VIOLATIONS OF FIRST DEPARTMENT RULES AND REGULATIONS. 




I-VIEW-IT  HOLDINGS, INC.

I-VIEW-IT  TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
Eliot I. Bernstein

Founder & Inventor
Direct Dial: (561) 245-8588 (o)
                     (561) 886-7628 (c)

Friday, March 06, 2009
Roy L. Reardon, Esq. 
Chairman
and
Alan W. Friedberg, Esq.
Chief Counsel
New York State Supreme Court Appellate Division
First Department ~ Departmental Disciplinary Committee
61 Broadway
New York, NY 10006

RE:
RESPONSE TO LETTER DATED OCTOBER 07, 2009.  FURTHER FORMAL NOTICE OF FORMAL WRITTEN COMPLAINTS AGAINST ROY REARDON, ALAN FRIEDBERG AND OTHERS FOR FORMAL DOCKETING AND DISPOSITION BY A NON-CONFLICTED THIRD PARTY.  FORMAL NOTICE OF FURTHER VIOLATIONS OF FIRST DEPARTMENT RULES AND REGULATIONS, OBSTRUCTION AND CITIZEN’S ARREST FOR FELONIES.

Complaints
A. new complaints filed october 15, 2009
1. Roy L. Reardon, Esq. – Waiting Docket #

2. Alan W. Friedberg, Esq. – Waiting Docket #

B. “New Complaints” Filed February 09, 2009
1. Roy L. Reardon, Esq. – Waiting Docket #
2. Alan W. Friedberg, Esq. – Waiting Docket #
C. “2008 Complaints” Matters of Attorney Complaints Docket #2008-0756, appears to attempt to merge multiple complaints into one, waiting formal individual docket #’s from NYAG.
1. Proskauer Rose, LLP – First Dep. Failed to formally docket
2. Foley & Lardner - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
3. Gregg M. Mashberg, Esq. - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
4. Joanna F. Smith, Esq. - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
5. Todd C. Norbitz, Esq. - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
6. Anne B. Sekel, Esq. - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
D. “Old Complaints” (Transferred by Unpublished Orders M3198 - Steven C. Krane / M2820 Kenneth Rubenstein and M3212 Raymond A. Joao on Unanimous Consent of First Dept Justices for Conflict of Interest and the Appearance of Impropriety to Second Department.  Second Department failed to conduct formal investigations ordered by First Dept.)
1. Thomas Cahill Special Inquiry No. 2004.1122 (former 1st Dept Chief Counsel) – Ongoing investigation by Martin Gold.
2. Steven C. Krane docket #2004.1883 (1st Dept Officer, former NYSBA President & Proskauer partner)
3. Kenneth Rubenstein docket #2003.0531 (Proskauer partner)
4. Raymond A. Joao docket #2003-0352
5. Proskauer Rose, LLP - First Dep. Failed to formally docket
6. Meltzer Lippe Goldstein & Schlissel - First Dep. Failed to formally docket


Dear Mr. Reardon and Mr. Friedberg:

In reply to your letter dated October 07, 2009, rolling on the floor reading it in disbelief, gut wrenching, attempting to decipher it as a joke, an insanity plea, an illiteracy plea, or more apropos, a suicide note.  Either way, we must focus on reality for a moment and the set of Rules and Regulations before us, your Rules and you must play by them or else they manifest into criminal actions.

Allow me to retort to some of the tarts in your letter.  First and I quote from your letter,
We write to follow-up on an issue you raised at the September 24,2009 hearing conducted by the Judiciary Committee of the State Senate, i.e., that you had filed some months ago a complaint against me in my capacity as Committee Chair and a complaint against Chief Counsel Alan W. Friedberg and that no action had been taken. We checked our records and found no substantive disciplinary complaint from you against me or Mr. Friedberg filed in 2009. We do have a fax letter from you dated February 9, 2009 which, among several issues, raises questions concerning possible conflicts by Committee Staff and Members in the handling of certain complaints brought by you. We did not deem that letter to be a formal complaint against me and Mr. Friedberg.
First YOUR continued handling of YOUR and MR. FRIEDBERG’S complaints is Obstructionary in every imaginable way, defying the word ethics of which you are charged with defending and fundamentally altering the concept of Conflict to allow the accused to Judge themselves.  Hard to imagine you think you are above the law and ethics and conflict are below you, when in fact you are supposed to be a PUBLIC SERVANT but it is evident you are no longer cognizant of the rules and may be suffering delusions.  
Imagine the audacity of the First Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee to have a complained of a SENIOR Member handle his own complaint and dismiss his own complaint, that of other defendants in the same case and more, on grounds that appear to be hallucinatory when viewed in reality and as Violations of LAW.  For these continued OBSTRUCTIVE ACTS, in addition to the many already alleged in the attached February 09, 2009 letter you reference, please take this as another FORMAL NOTICE OF COMPLAINT OF OBSTRUCTION AND VIOLATIONS OF FIRST DEPARTMENT RULES AND REGULATIONS AND VIOLATIONS OF VIRTUALLY THE ENTIRE DISCIPLINARY CODE AND A SECOND COMPLAINT AGAINST YOU AND FRIEDBERG FOR FAILURE TO HANDLE THE FIRST COMPLAINTS IN ACCORDANCE WITH YOUR RULES.
Your letter claims the February 09, 2009 letter does not state a complaint against you and Friedberg and yet quoting myself from the attached letter,
"Mr. Reardon and Mr. Friedberg, for your conflicted responses and violation of the First Department Rules and Attorney Code of Conduct, I welcome you to the Iviewit affairs with formal New Complaints against both of you with your department and ask that those be forwarded to your counsel the NYAG to have non conflicted parties review the matters versus your highly conflicted offices.  
Mssrs. Reardon & Friedberg, please take this letter as a formal complaint against both of you personally and all those who partook in these matters and please docket the New Complaints according to the established procedural rules and laws.  Mssrs. Reardon & Friedberg, it is surprising that you are aware of the Old Complaints filed at your department dating back to on or about 2001-2005 that you mention in your letter which were filed in your office by the Iviewit companies and me.  The Old Complaints were transferred to the Second Department as you astutely noted; however you fail in your letter to mention that they were transferred due to a finding of the Appearance of Impropriety & Conflicts, in those attorney complaints.  In notifying authorities of your newest unethical actions and rule violations, please provide me with all of the following information so that I may formally instigate further oversight of your unlawful and unethical behavior:
1.
List of all reviewers or employees who handled these 2008 Complaints, including all Committee members you reference in your letter,

2.
Attach complete copies of the files for each separate 2008 Complaint filed and for the Old Complaints filed in your offices,

3.
Provide individual 2008 Complaint DOCKET numbers, your letter only indicates one 2008-0756, for the following complained of parties:

a.
The Law Offices of Proskauer Rose LLP

b.
Foley & Lardner LLP

c.
Gregg M. Mashberg, Esq.

d.
Joanna F. Smith, Esq.

e.
Todd C. Norbitz

f.
Anne B. Sekel

g.
Alan W. Friedberg, Esq. (provide Special Inquiry #)

h.
Roy Reardon, Esq. (provide Special Inquiry #)
Rules applicable to the New Complaint against Reardon & Friedberg shall include, but not be limited to, the following…[see attached letter with whole lot of Rules and Regulations you already violated and now new ones.]
If you did not note in the prior complaint/letter the outline characters “g” & “h”, bolded in Broadway Text above, in the event your eyesight fails in the throws of death or similar feelings that make one wish for death.  Whereby you will note that those characters for formal docketing numbers have your name and your partner in crime Alan W. Friedberg’s and thus qualify as formal complaints.  Again, for the umpteenth time, you remain a Defendant and the whole department in a TWELVE COUNT-TWELVE TRILLION DOLLAR LAWSUIT related LEGALLY to your former employee Christine C. Anderson, who testified heroically in Albany and heads to trial this week.  Thus, as a charged Defendant, with representative counsel, you must interface through your counsel as we are adversarial in the case and I am my own counsel and you have counsel, I am stunned that your counsel allows you to pen suicide notes of delusion without even carbon copying them.  Oh yeah, they too are defendants so that layers conflicts upon conflicts which are also violations of LAW, PUBLIC OFFICE RULES INCLUDING YOUR VERY OWN “Rules and Procedures of the Departmental Disciplinary Committee of the Appellate Division of the Supreme Court of the State of New York, First Judicial Department AND REGULATIONS” AND THE ATTORNEY CONDUCT CODE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK.  
Now I know it must be tempting to dismiss and deny the complaint against yourself and your buddy Friedberg but here again your insanity shines brilliant, as this discourse while apparently comical is anything but funny in your shoes, as you have replied to little ole me, you adversary in a case you are represented in, keep reminding you so it sinks in and you were supposed to reply to Senator Sampson as you promised in taped hearings.  I am old to your First Department tricks and wiser from Anderson, the WHISTLEBLOWER who portrays how you run things there, for example, destroying documents, obstructing justice, ASSAULT OF EMPLOYEES, Conflicts and other CRIMES.  This total degradation of ethics to hide from serious crimes committed by lawyers within the NY Supreme Court and major Law Firms, with serious prison time attached to them when brought to fair and impartial justice, perhaps equaling if not tripling Madoff’s and having met you I do not think you will live outside prison again.  old age and thus please focus also on the RE: of the prior letter where again formal complaints are lodged against you and Friedberg.  Not sure how you overlooked that as a formal complaint against you, which despite your get out of jail free card by ruling on your complaint and other defendants in the case  

Now I saw today October 15, 2009, that you have a new Halliburton
Suicide does not seem so painless.

Respectfully Yours, 
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______________________
Eliot I. Bernstein
Founder & Inventor

Iviewit Holdings, Inc. – DL
Iviewit Holdings, Inc. – DL
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Iviewit Technologies, Inc. – DL 
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Friday, February 13, 2009
Iviewit Holdings, Inc./Iviewit Technologies, Inc.

2753 N.W. 34th St. Boca Raton, Florida 33434-3459
(561) 245.8588 (o) / (561) 886.7628 (c) / (561) 245-8644 (f)

iviewit@iviewit.tv - www.iviewit.tv 

