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Introduction – THe JIGGY IS UP on the corruption by court officials and public officials constituting fRAUD ON THIS COURT now EXPOSED BY an inside WHISTLEBLOWer of the new york Courts
The Court has acted, despite prior notification to HALT the proceedings pending criminal investigations and oversight approval for this Court to continue to act in violation of Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules & Regulations and State and Federal Law, cited in the my prior Motion to Compel that this Court tries now to bury in a hurried dismissal.  Let me remind this Court of the fact that I personally have HALTED this case and notified federal authorities of your violations of federal laws, including but not limited to, Glenn A. Fine, Inspector General of the Department of Justice and Eric Holder, United States Attorney General and await their responses.  Court oversight authorities also have been noticed as promised, including but not limited to, the New York Senate Judiciary Committee Members and I await their review of your continued violations of Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes and Law and approval of this Court’s ability to operate in violation of law in a fraud on the Court.  
I quote from that most eloquent and legally solid Motion to Compel filed with Court,

In summation, this Writ of Motion to Compel, Compels this Court and all those involved with Professional Legal Titles to “Freeze, put your hands up in the air and surrender”.  Surrender until all applicable Law Enforcement and oversight Authorities summoned can evaluate your further right to continued involvement in these matters and can determine the degree of Your culpability of which You may become a Defendant in these matters.  Freeze, as this is a Citizen’s Arrest
 and take no further action that Violates Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules & Regulations and Law as required by Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules & Regulations and Law, for a period necessary for Authorities summoned to examine the alleged Violations of Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules & Regulations and Law.  

“You [all Justices, Court Personnel, Law Firms, Lawyers and Public Office Officials involved in the Legal Disposition of this Lawsuit] have the right to remain silent. Anything You say [or put in Order or Motion or Pleading, etc. in this Lawsuit] can and will be used against You in a court of law [a conflict free court]…Do You understand these rights?”  
This reading of Miranda is not a joke but more a Citizen’s Arrest notification that action on Your part forward without the summoned oversight Authorities and Law Enforcement approval of Your actions thus far and continuation going forward will be met with further CRIMINAL AND CIVIL charges against You.  ANY ACTION taken prior to such time will incur filing of criminal charges against You with all appropriate authorities.  Charges will include US Code Title 18 Obstruction charges, RICO charges and more, as defined herein and in the Amended Complaint and it would be best if YOU TURN YOURSELF IN TO AUTHORITIES versus forcing further rights under a Citizen’s Arrest to Force You into custody.

I remind this Court, which acts outside its own Rules, as if Above the Law, of the all too recent “Judges’ Trial
” of the infamous Nuremberg Trials.  Proving that no one is Above the Law, not Justices, not Lawyers, nor Presidents or Deciders and that while power may corrupt and perverse those that control law at times, when the Long Arm of the Law regains its reach, the Guilty will be Tried despite their Titles and perceived Entitlement.  Changing laws in order to commit crimes by those entrusted to uphold the sanctity of Law is not a defense that holds up well in a fair and impartial courtroom.  Once Law and Order was re-established, the NAZI Party crushed and their delusional grandeur deflated, the Judges Trial tried the NAZI justices and lawyers who changed Law to allow Torture, Death Camps and Theft of Personal Properties, all eventually convicted in US Courts acting in Germany for the War Crimes, including for the Abuse and Misuse of Law.  Above the Law while deluded in grandeur from sick Abuse of Power, yet in the end sentenced to life imprisonment for their crimes and forever stamped into history as Nazi war criminals.  Eventually Justice will return to This Court and those guilty of misusing Law for personal gain to the disadvantage of citizens tried and convicted too.
In response to this Court’s ILLEGALLY TENDERED DISMISSAL of my Motion to Compel and my entire Appeal on January 05, 2010, herein referred to as “Illegally Tendered Order of Dismissal”
, I want to first thank the Court for providing further evidence of Members of this Court’s CONTINUED CRIMINAL MISCONDUCT IN VIOLATION OF LAW, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO, TITLE 18 FEDERAL OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE and RICO.  The Illegally Tendered Order of Dismissal provides additional Prima Fascia Evidence for inclusion into the already filed CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS and REQUESTS FOR OVERSIGHT OF THE COURT filed against Members of this Court and contained in the Motion to Compel
.  The Motion to Compel states clearly that ANY action by ANY member of this Court, until Criminal and Oversight Authorities have determined that the ILLEGAL activities of Members of this Court involved in a Massive Fraud on the Court can continue, will be used against you.  
Therefore, this Motion to Kiss My Ass, along with your Illegally Tendered Order of Dismissal will now be submitted to all Criminal Investigators already summoned to investigate your criminal activity in this Court as further evidence of your continued criminal behavior
and
and
and
and
.  The Members of this Court that now attempt to not only deny my Motion to Compel and Halt the lawsuit but Dismiss my Appeal entirely, prior to resolution of Criminal Authorities already summoned, is both illegal and ridiculous but very telling of your culpability in the RICO Criminal Enterprise operating within the Court and further attempts at continued COVER UP.  Therefore, take this Motion as notice that those members of the court named herein and in the Motion to Compel that you will also be included as DEFENDANTS in this RICO Lawsuit and ALL FUTURE Lawsuits filed by Eliot Bernstein and/or the Iviewit companies.  Please take note to report all these liabilities, both personally and professionally to all parties with liabilities for your continued CRIMINAL actions, including state auditors and any legal liability/malpractice carriers.  
Each member of the Court who continues to act in this case prior to the completion of criminal investigation and oversight approval, other than to Halt the Lawsuit until investigations can be completed, will be complained of as an accomplice to the CRIMINAL RICO Organization.  Each Court Member implicated will be further identified as a RICO participant operating inside the courts and/or prosecutorial offices to derail due process through Fraud on the Court and Whitewash complaints against other members of the RICO Criminal Organization.  The allegations almost identical to the allegations of Whitewashing exposed in the legally “related” lawsuit of New York Supreme Court Attorney, Whistleblower, Christine C. Anderson.  The alleged illegal legal misconduct acts together, in typical legal conspiratorial fashion as alleged in the RICO STATEMENT in the Amended Complaint, illegally, to block my legal Due Process and Procedural Rights through Obstruction of Justice.  
The criminal acts committed by Members of this Court with scienter in order to cover-up the original crimes, act to Obstruct Justice in violation of Title 18 USC and NY State Law.  Obstruction intentionally caused through a myriad of illegal conflict of interests, Violations of Judicial Cannons, Violations of Attorney Conduct Codes, Violations of Public Office Rules and Regulations and Violations of State and Federal Law, serving to block due process through continued Fraud on the Court and thereby aiding and abetting the alleged RICO Criminal Enterprise.  The alleged RICO Enterprise defined in the RICO STATEMENT of the Amended Complaint and further defined herein, is composed mainly of dirty rotten lawyers, law firms, prosecutors, public officials and judges involved in theft of Intellectual Properties from Plaintiff or the cover-up of those crimes.  The original conspirators are leading US law firms with the ability to infiltrate public office positions necessary to block due process against them, illegally.  These lawyers and law firms have since planted deep inside the courts and prosecutorial offices to block complaints against the RICO Criminal Organization as described in my RICO statement.  The claim that a Criminal Organization operates within the Courts, Prosecutorial Offices and Regulatory Agencies, is now wholly supported and further evidenced in the damning legally related lawsuit of New York Supreme Court Whistleblower lawsuit Christine C. Anderson.  Anderson’s allegations are of WIDE SPREAD AND SYSTEMIC CORRUPTION by senior officials of the New York Courts, State and Federal Prosecutorial Offices and “favored lawyers and law firms.”  
Perhaps these are the very “favored lawyers and law firms” Whistleblower Anderson refers to as having disciplinary complaints against them WHITEWASHED by New York Supreme Court Officials.  Just who those “favored law firms and lawyers” and which DA and ADA she refers to, all remain a mystery due to an intentional failure to investigate the public officials who are conflicted causing Obstruction and whereby this Court’s attempt to block my rights to discovery of this information in a legally related case, again acts as Obstruction.  The fact that this Court has not called for investigations and relieved counsel and Court Members violating Court Rules and Law is Misprison of a Felony and will be included in the request for further criminal investigation of Members of this Court.  

The fact that Anderson makes claims of a “Cleaner” named Naomi Goldstein at the First Dept. demands that all prior disciplinary complaints and lawsuits be re-heard in entirety by non-conflicted parties, not accused of ethical immorality and violations of law.  If found to have been composed of Fraud Upon the Court they should be rebooted and reheard entirely.  Sooner or later, all Orders of this Court and other courts involved and all representations by these ILLEGALLY CONFLICTED COUNSEL, including but not limited to, Defendant Andrew Cuomo and the New York Attorney General office, Defendant Proskauer Rose LLP, Defendant Foley & Lardner, the Honorable Shira A. Scheindlin, the dishonorable Ralph Winters, the Honorable and heroic Defendant Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe  and others, will be stricken and used as Prima Fascia evidence of the Criminal Cover-Up inside the Court(s) and Prosecutorial Offices as described in Anderson.
Anderson already has fingered not only high-ranking court officials but also NY State and Federal prosecutorial officials, including but not limited to, the New York Attorney General
, the US Attorney, the DA and ADA.  With Anderson’s revelations in open US Federal Court under sworn oath, this Courts “Jiggy is Up”, Your robes down, Your cover blown by an insider.  Until these stunning Whistleblower allegations are wholly investigated by all necessary investigators, YOUR attempts to sweep it under the rug and hide for cover are anticipated but telling.  The allegations have tentacles to Members of this Court, including but not limited to, the Honorable and Heroic Defendant Wolfe, and where this Court knowingly and with intent allowed these crimes to continue in this Court and those Members must now be wholly disqualified from further ILLEGAL involvement in the lawsuits.  In replacement, an immediate summoning of a Federal Monitor is necessary, as called for in the Anderson and other legally related lawsuits.  Due to the number of high-ranking Public Officials and Court Officers in New York alleged herein and in Anderson to have participated in these cover-up crimes, all acting to criminally Obstruct Justice in matters against them, the matters must now move outside the tangled web of illegal conflicts in New York and this Court, again Ohio may be more suitable.    
RESPONSE TO ILLEGALLY TENDERED ORDER OF DISMISSAL – citizen’s arrest of members of this court for felony obstruction of justice and more 
Allow me to retort to your Illegally Tendered Order of Dismissal and respond in kind with the fact that this MOTION TO KISS MY ASS, now attached to your ILLEGALLY TENDERED DISMISSAL will serve as further evidence in the criminal complaints to Federal, State and Court law enforcement oversight authorities already filed against the members of this Court and others listed in Exhibit 1.  Again, let me remind the Court that I already have made a Citizen’s Arrest of certain members of the Court in my Motion to Compel, including but not limited to, Dishonorable Judge Ralph Winters and Defendant and Witness in my RICO and ANTITRUST Lawsuit, Clerk of this Court, Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe.  Wolfe is a central witness in my lawsuit, a Defendant in my lawsuit and formerly Clerk of the Court for Defendant the New York Supreme Court Appellate Division First Department and now Clerk of this Court.  Therefore, let this EMERGENCY MOTION TO KISS MY ASS also serve as notice of additional Citizen’s Arrest for FELONY violations of state, federal and international law, against the three new signing Justice’s of the Dismissal Order, Richard C. Wesley, Peter W. Hall and Debra Ann Livingston.  Also to be included in the criminal complaints and request for oversight is the New York Attorney General Andrew Cuomo for his involvement in the Criminal Obstruction in the state and federal courts, including this Court.  Additionally, I will seek leave to amend this RICO and Antitrust Lawsuit, to further include all those new parties listed in Exhibit 1, as additional defendants in the RICO and ANTITRUST lawsuit.  Those parties listed in Exhibit 1 are further noticed herein of their liabilities and will also be  defendants in all threatened future and forthcoming litigation.  Therefore, this Court and all those listed in Exhibit 1 can take this MOTION TO KISS MY ASS as Formal Service of your involvement as defendants in the ongoing lawsuit and all threatened future lawsuits and further used to notify all state auditors and parties with liabilities resulting from these actions.  This lawsuit based upon the Amended Complaint is for no less than 12 Trillion Dollars of Damages.  As many of those listed in Exhibit 1 are also sued individually, let this MOTION TO KISS MY ASS serve as personal notification of identical liabilities for all liability carriers you are obligated to report to.

Additionally, let this MOTION TO KISS MY ASS serve as formal notice to the New York Attorney General, Andrew Cuomo and all members of his staff, who continue ILLEGALLY to represent State Defendants in this lawsuit in VIOLATION OF LAW and simultaneously deny Honest Services to the People of New York, that they are being reported to State, Federal and International Authorities for the Criminal Acts alleged herein and in my Motion to Compel for formal criminal processing.  As the NY AG is representing the State Defendants in this Lawsuit, service of this Motion to Kiss My Ass will also serve as formal service of Criminal Allegations levied against them and notice that a formal Citizen’s Arrest for their felonies herein made with a request for them to turn themselves in to the proper authorities.  
Due to the failing to heed the Miranda Rights already served in my Motion to Compel
 for FELONY Criminal Acts already committed by members of this Court and counsel representing Defendants, I again urge the herein named members of this Court and Defendant Counsel to turn yourselves in to criminal authorities for the Felonies you are accused of and to begin procedural processing of the criminal allegations levied herein against you.  Let me alert you to the fact that with Whistleblower Christine C. Anderson’s riveting sworn testimony both in a US District Court and before the New York Senate Judiciary Committee, of corruption within the New York State Court System
 and New York Federal Court System, including Senior Public Officials of the New York Supreme Court Appellate Division, the United States Attorney in New York and the New York Attorney General and all of those public officials fingered by Anderson as involved in the OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE, including OFFICIAL DOCUMENT DESTRUCTION, THREATS ON FEDERAL WITNESSES, etc. will now be required to be investigated by LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICIALS.  
This Courts herein named members continuing to adjudicate with multiple conflicts of interests, violations of law, violations of attorney conduct codes and judicial canons in these matters, is no longer trusted, in fact, suspect.  Court members are now suspect and further alleged complicit in criminal acts in furtherance of the RICO and Antitrust claims of my lawsuit.  Until Law Enforcement and Court Oversights can determine the veracity of the criminal allegations herein, in my Motion to Compel and all filings with all courts to have acted legally, the Court’s urgency to dismiss the case despite the request to HALT the case pending review by Law Enforcement and Court Oversights, including the fact that Anderson remains ONGOING, becomes highly suspect.  If this Court’s Jesters have nothing to hide, certainly they will welcome a fair review of their actions by their Oversights and Law Enforcement.  Again, I urge the Court to Halt the Proceedings pending the outcome of the Criminal Complaints and requests for Oversight of this Court’s members accused herein and filed with Criminal Authorities and Oversights already.  All further Orders or Actions while Conflicts exist will further be used as prima fascia evidence of your continued CRIMINAL CONDUCT and every action of the Court’s members will serve as a new complaint for felony violations of law.  

Denial of Due Process through Denial of Right to Counsel through Extortion of Lawyers and Court Personnel acting to obstruct justice, evidenced in LEGALLY RELATED whistleblower anderson lawsuit
What strikes me first is this Court continuing to handle this Appeal despite a plethora of Conflicts of Interest, Violations of Public Office Rules & Regulations, Violations of Judicial Cannons and VIOLATIONS of State and Federal Felony Laws by court officials and attorneys involved directly in this Lawsuit, many acting illegally as their own counsel.  These actions are in violation of law and therefore establish a FRAUD ON THE COURT, which ultimately invalidates all orders and actions by members of this Court. (krh cite laws) Most interesting is that the Court first attempts to dismiss the Motion to Compel to the “extent it seeks to compel the appointment of counsel” while failing to deal with the multitude of other issues, including the Criminal Misconduct of members of this Court.  Let me remind you that this Federal RICO and ANTITRUST lawsuit was initially filed to complement and support the efforts of a Whistleblower, Christine C. Anderson and her heroic efforts to expose systemic corruption inside the New York Supreme Court Appellate Division.  In fact, the very beginnings of this lawsuit are wholly related to Anderson, as I was brought into the matters through a former DDC employee, Frank Brady aka Kevin McKeown, who knew or knew of Christine Anderson’s plight and other lawsuits and whereby McKeown and several other lawsuits are legally related case to the ongoing Anderson lawsuit.  McKeown has also given testimony before the NY Senate Judiciary Committee with Anderson and me.  Whereby in her original complaint Anderson mentions my formal complaints against New York Supreme Court Officers as it relates to her lawsuit and then was so enticed to file a Federal RICO lawsuit in support.

As I come in support of Anderson’s effort to help take a bite out of the crime plaguing New York and its dirty courts, the courts should pay my counsel to clean its own house of corruption that extends to this Court, with a lawyer in Ohio perhaps.  For is it my job as a US Citizen, an individual, to pay for lawsuits with direct ties to a Whistleblower Lawsuit with claims that Public Officials and Court Officials have violated multitudes of CRIMINAL ACTS INCLUDING OBSTRUCTION IN STATE AND FEDERAL COURT?  Where the crimes are virtually identical to those I had claimed for several years before knowing a Whistleblower would come forth wholly supporting and validating my MERITORIOUS claims, further exposing the criminal official misconduct affecting my due process rights through OBSTRUCTION?
What is further wrong with your denial of counsel is that it attempts to dismiss my Motion to Compel without addressing the germane conflicts and violations of law, which would preclude this Court’s handling the Motion to Compel, as the members of this Court named therein would be under investigation for the alleged felonious Court misconduct.  The members of this Courts’ criminal acts further act to disable my due process rights, in the fact that my rights to private counsel are denied through a system of EXTORTION of lawyers and court personnel by those in charge of the courts.  Anderson and Corrado exposing the methods used to silence SUPREME COURT OFFICIALS who attempt to expose the corruption and the resulting backlash received for standing up to the corruption, which now causes lawyers and court officials acting as Whistleblowers to fear for their lives and livelihoods or comply with the criminal acts.  In fact, Corrado had threats levied against her, a New York State Supreme Court First Department STAFF ATTORNEY, on her way to testify in a FEDERAL LAWSUIT again by SUPREME COURT OF NY OFFICIALS, as she went to give deposition testimony in Anderson.  The following sworn statement from Anderson exhibits all of the criminal elements of TITLE 18 OBSTRUCTION, EXTORTION OF A FEDERAL WITNESS IN A PUBLIC CORRUPTION TRIAL and more.
From Anderson’s sworn statement I quote,

Although the then Chief Counsel of the DDC, Thomas Cahill, stepped down in 2007, evidence clearly establishes that under the leadership of Alan Friedberg, the current Chief Counsel, the same practice of corruption and whitewashing of complaints continues. Such practice robs the public of any hope at justice; it also works to the detriment of the very public the DDC is duty-bound to serve. 

During the course of my litigation against the DDC, a former colleague of mine, who still works as a Principal Attorney at the DDC, agreed to testify on my behalf at a deposition. This former colleague, Nicole Corrado, has been employed by the DDC for approximately eight years, prior to which she worked as a prosecutor for New York State. On the morning of her deposition, however, while en route to her deposition, Ms. Corrado was approached on the street by a supervisor at the DDC, who threatened and intimidated her with respect to her upcoming deposition testimony. Although terribly shaken, Ms. Corrado nonetheless sat for her deposition and testified truthfully. Following her deposition, however, Ms. Corrado has been subjected to further harassment and intimidation at the hands of the DDC. She has been forced to take a leave of absence as a result.
Thus, honest lawyers and lawyers even inside the court system fear for their lives and their livelihoods in attempting to expose YOUR corruption, afraid to spit in your rotten faces for fear of repercussion.  I can see no better instance for this Court to provide counsel for a Plaintiff and even protection for the Plaintiff and attorneys brave enough to represent and expose the systemic corruption of the courts.  Private attorneys who would normally represent injured parties also fear taking on these cases where Judges, Lawyers, Law Firms and Prosecutors are named Defendants, for fear they will be disbarred or precluded from business by the Courts or worse threatened as Anderson and Corrado evidence.  
In fact, it can be argued that the denial of due process caused through this extortionary usurping of both right to counsel and right to fair and impartial due process by the courts, including on complaints against court officers and lawsuits against them, through this extortionary tactic of threatening lawyers and court personnel to be silent about the corruption or else, as described by both Anderson, Corrado and the related cases, furthers Plaintiff’s RICO claims.  Anderson further claims that she eye witnessed document destruction of case files and other forms of OBSTRUCTION.  Again, further evidence of BRAND NEW Criminal Obstruction of these Federal proceedings denying my inherent right to counsel and inherent right to fair and impartial law due process under the US and NY Constitutions.  Bear in mind the very real, non-frivolous, meritorious claims of Anderson that criminal activities in the NY courts are taking place with not only the US Attorneys and the District Attorneys but additionally for yet unknown “favored law firms and lawyers” as she testified in US Federal Judge Shira Scheindlin’s courtroom.  Perhaps this Court’s rush to dismiss the related cases to Anderson comes in fear that if Plaintiffs are allowed discovery of who these “favored law firms and lawyers” are, the related cases lawsuits would all be subject to reinvestigation, those involved arrested and convicted and at conflict free hearings, the wall of corruption would come crumbling down upon this Court.

Rights to Counsel prevented through extortion of lawyers by those controlling the legal process and legal establishment, yet this Court attempts to claim that my claims virtually identical to Anderson’s of the corruption, against many of the same people fingered by Anderson are non meritorious.  Of course, a conclusion reached by members of this Court acting outside their official duties and in violation of felony law and thus a worthless conclusion concocted as part of the overall Fraud on the Court committed by members of this Court.  We shall now allow the Criminal Authorities and your Oversights to have a say about your heavy-handed attempts to deny due process to your victims through this racketeering behavior inside the halls of justice that act to prevent honest attorneys, Whistleblowers and private injured parties from exposing the corruption.  The Motion to Compel already forwarded to criminal authorities and the Court’s oversights as an initial formal complaint of the allegations against members of this Court and more.
So let me be clear, straight up and in your face, if members of this Court think they are going to aid and abet the Criminal Enterprise comprised of dirty rotten criminal Law Firms, Lawyers, Prosecutors and Judges, whom with scienter conspire to attempt to steal my Intellectual Properties through the commission of crimes, including but not limited to, Fraud on the United States Patent Office, Fraud on Foreign Nations and Fraud on a United States Court, using brute force Denial of Due Process through Criminal Obstruction to achieve the blocking of my rights, you are seriously mistaken.  Your actions to block my rights to Due Process to Aid and Abet in the theft of my Intellectual Properties have now added the members of this Court named herein to the long list of dirty rotten lawyers, judges and public officials masquerading as justice officials that are already Defendants in my Federal RICO and ANTITRUST lawsuit.  I remind you that the case is marked legally “RELATED” to the ongoing WHISTLEBLOWER case of Anderson.  
Therefore, take this MOTION TO KISS MY ASS as FORMAL NOTICE that the court officials and others listed in Exhibit 1 are added to my ongoing litigation and all future litigations.  Due to the Intellectual Property matters at stake, where the clock has been frozen due to SUSPENSION of the intellectual properties by the US Patent Office due to ONGOING FEDERAL INVESTIGATIONS, you can anticipate legal actions to continue at a minimum of 20 years from the time the IP is released from suspension and as all these actions of the Court are part of a larger Fraud on the Courts, these cases will be appealed forever or until justice and order are returned to the Courts and the criminals within the Courts are removed.  Therefore, the Court Officials added as new Defendants herein may find this lawsuit going forward similar to a bad divorce that you cannot escape from for the next twenty years or more and as such, I welcome you to Iviewit.
What Is and What Is Not MERITORIOUS in the LAWSUIT before this Court
Fraud upon the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to "embrace that species of fraud which does, or attempts to, defile the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that the judicial machinery can not perform in the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are presented for adjudication." Kenner v. C.I.R., 387 F.3d 689 (1968); 7 Moore's Federal Practice, 2d ed., p. 512, _ 60.23. The 7th Circuit further stated "a decision produced by fraud upon the court is not in essence a decision at all, and never becomes final.
What Is Not Frivolous
1. Certainly, it is not frivolous that this lawsuit has been marked, along with others, as legally “RELATED” to an ONGOING Whistleblower lawsuit by Federal Judge Shira Scheindlin.  Anderson, the Whistleblower, has fingered the offices of the New York Supreme Court Appellate Division First Department, the New York Supreme Court Appellate Division First Department – Departmental Disciplinary Committee, the United States Attorney New York Offices, the New York District Attorney Offices, the New York Assistant District Attorney, Favored Law Firms and Lawyers and the New York Attorney General’s Office.  Anderson similarly accuses them all of felonious conduct and mentions my companies Iviewit directly in her original filing with the US District Court.  Funny enough, some of the exact same agencies and individuals my complaints complain of, alleging similar and identical ILLEGAL TITLE 18 OBSTRUCTIONS OF JUSTICE by the corrupted officials within the agencies.  From Anderson’s Jury Decision I quote,
Deprivation of a Federal Right: Plaintiff's Acts of Speech:

Question I. Has plaintiff proven, by a preponderance of the evidence, that she made statements that the DOC failed to diligently prosecute complaints of misconduct made by the public against attorneys? YES / NO

Answer: YES

2. In fact, Anderson and my lawsuit share similar defendants, including a member of this Court, the Clerk of this Court who actively participates in my lawsuit and the related cases in violation of the rules of this Court.  Anderson also has as a defendant Chief Counsel Thomas Cahill of the First Dept DDC, accused of almost identical crimes in my lawsuit.  In fact, Anderson blew the whistle much after my formal complaints against the same agencies and individuals, filed and then dismissed illegally through a series of Conflicts of Interest, Violations of Public Offices and Law.  Whereby Anderson’s almost identical claims filed years later in her lawsuit, confirmed many of my earlier claims; claims that Conflicts of Interest existed in the courts and now proven not only to exist but now confirmed by an insider gone Whistleblowing.  
3. Very real, meritorious and non-frivolous allegations from the Whistleblower, including but not limited to, claims of Conflicts of Interest acting to Obstruct Justice through Criminal Activities for Favored Lawyers and Law Firms, US Attorneys, DA’s, ADA’s and Ethics Department Officials.  Again, very real, non-frivolous Conflicts of Interest, Violations of Public Office, Violations of Judicial Cannons, Violations of Ethical Codes and Violations of State, Federal and International Laws
.

4. Those very real and non-frivolous allegations by the Whistleblower are similar and identical to my very real and non-frivolous claims of Conflict of Interest, Denial of Due Process and Public Office Violations constituting Criminal Obstruction contained in an earlier filing with the First Department which led to an Order by Five Justices of the First Department for investigations of three attorneys and the Chief Counsel Thomas Cahill for Conflicts and the Appearance of Impropriety.  Anderson, in her Original Complaint further points to my Motion filed against these senior members of the NY Supreme Court and Law Firms that led to the Orders for Investigation.  Investigations later found derailed through further illegal obfuscations of Justices and where no investigation has yet been performed and whereby the Justices who have failed to force the investigations they ordered are now Defendants in this case.  Whereby, the motion Anderson points to, which led to the Orders for Investigation where directed by Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe, Clerk of this Court, Defendant in my Lawsuit, Witness in My Lawsuit, initial Defendant in Anderson’s lawsuit, now witness in Anderson’s lawsuit, who aided me in filing the motion and placing herself heroically into the crossfire by allowing the filing to point directly to her damning statements that led to the orders for investigation in part.  Damning statements against heads of the Departments and former Presidents of the New York State Bar Association and tentacle to former head of the New York Courts, Judith Kaye, a central Defendant in my lawsuit.
5. Whereby those very real, non-frivolous and meritorious Orders for Investigation, Unpublished Orders that have never been fulfilled or ruled upon by the First Department since, with those judges failing to notify the proper authorities of what they found as required by their Judicial Cannons for now several years.  Instead choosing to conceal and bury away their findings of Conflicts of Interest and the Appearance of Impropriety, in order instead to cover up the crimes discovered and confirmed against senior members of the courts and the disciplinary agencies.  
6. The very real, non-frivolous and meritorious fact that Anderson has won in court her claim that her First Amendment Rights to Free Speech were violated in attempting to expose the corruptions.

7. The very real, non-frivolous and meritorious Conflicts of Interest that act to block Due Process by creating Felonious State and Federal Obstruction of Justice.  Obstruction that exists in both the Anderson lawsuit and this Lawsuit created by the New York Attorney General acting in Violation of Law through ILLEGAL representation of the accused Public Officials he is obligated by his Public Office duties to investigate.  
NY Executive Law: § 63. General duties. The attorney-general shall:

1.      Prosecute and defend all actions and proceedings in which the state is interested, and have charge and control of all the legal business of the departments and bureaus of the state, or of any office thereof which requires the services of attorney or counsel, in order to protect the interest of the state…
 The NYAG instead of advising their state defendant clients to get counsel due to the Conflict of Interest and Legal Obligations to Protect the Public instead has failed to do anything but put up a SHAM defense in Federal Court to protect the accused, failing Honest Service duties to the Public by conflicting their offices from prosecuting allegations of Whistleblowers and more against Public Officials through illegal representations and more and failing, including but not limited to,

Public Officers Rule 17 2(b)

(b) Subject to the conditions set forth in paragraph (a) of this subdivision, the employee shall be entitled to be represented by the attorney general, provided, however, that the employee shall be entitled to representation by private counsel of his choice in any civil judicial proceeding whenever the attorney general determines based upon his investigation and review of the facts and circumstances of the case that representation by the attorney general would be inappropriate, or whenever a court of competent jurisdiction, upon appropriate motion or by a special proceeding, determines that a conflict of interest exists and that the employee is entitled to be represented by private counsel of his choice. 
8. In fact, this conflict is further insipid in that it entirely blocks investigation by the NY AG for CRIMINAL FELONY ACTS now alleged by Whistleblower Anderson in riveting testimony in US Federal Court, before the NY Senate Judiciary Committee and in Sworn Statements, whereby NY AG Andrew Cuomo’s Office is wholly aware of these allegations against their client defendants but cannot investigate those they are already representing.  Thus, the NY AG should have brought in NON CONFLICTED CRIMINAL INVESTIGATORS to handle the allegations that the NY AG is unable to investigate due to its conflicts and involvement as defendant in many of the related cases to Anderson.  This block acts thus OBSTRUCTS JUSTICE through CONFLICTS OF INTEREST, VIOLATIONS OF PUBLIC OFFICE RULES & REGULATIONS and LAW and must stop.  Since certain members of this Court and certain members of the US District Court have failed to stop the illegal representation, even after repeated requests and full notification, it becomes apparent that members of this Court and members of the US District Court have aided and abetted this RICO and Antitrust Criminal Organization.
9. There are very real and non-frivolous Conflicts of Interest in this case on Appeal before this Court, deemed “SUBSTANTIVE” by Federal Judge Shira Scheindlin, again very real and all very factual Conflicts of Interest, no frivolity here and factually, the case allowed to proceed without first removing the conflicts, thus blocking due process and procedure.

10. Nicole Corrado Threats to a Federal Witness by Public Officials

11. Ongoing Patent Suspensions and Investigations

12. Ongoing New York Senate Judiciary Committee Hearings whereby investigations by the Committee have led to formation of Task Force according to Chairman, Hon. Senator John L. Sampson

13. Ongoing House and Senate Judiciary Committee Investigations

14. Other Related cases all with similar claims and all matching Anderson’s general allegations.

15. Car Bomb

16. Officials of This Court refusal to stop ILLEGAL representations of Iviewit Shareholders and Companies by P. Stephen Lamont and in fact ruling ILLEGALLY on those filings, also to be used as additional evidence to State and Federal Authorities of continued Criminal Activities within the Court.
What Is Frivolous
1. This Court and the US District Court’s Orders are all Frivolous.  The Dismissal Order dated blah is frivolous and criminal, as is Scheindlin’s Dismissal Order dated August 08, 2008.  Both tendered through violations of Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules and Regulations and Law, serving only as further attempts to deny due process to my valid claims and further aid and abet those “favored lawyers and law firms” in concealing their crimes.  All the while avoiding and attempting to CONCEAL material facts in the case before you, perhaps because Court Officials are steeped in the allegations and have very real conflict issues and other violations of law constituting FRAUD ON THIS COURT, by members of this Court, merely criminals in robes.  Everything this Court transacts in these matters while failing to follow its own rules and law, to say the least is truly frivolous and at minimum Federal Felonies. As Criminal Authorities and Your Oversights are being formally petitioned to intercede in these in matters and determine if your illegal actions constitute grounds for criminal indictments and prosecution, I wish to halt the proceedings, again pending final resolution of the complaints levied already against this Court, see 


SEC, FBI and Others Complaint


@


 http://iviewit.tv/wordpress/?p=274 
17. and for a signed color copy for your records, please print and incorporate in entirety by reference herein, the following URL http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/20100206%20FINAL%20SEC%20FBI%20and%20more%20COMPLAINT%20Against%20Warner%20Bros%20Time%20Warner%20AOL176238nscolorlow.pdf . 
18. What is not Frivolous is that the Whistleblower case has not been completed and therefore how can this Court rush to Justice on a related case and attempt to Dismiss the case prior to completion of the related case?

This Court can therefore take this Motion to Kiss My Ass and More and shove it up Yours.

EXHIBIT 1 - CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS
Justices Richard C. Wesley, Peter W. Hall and Debra Ann Livingston of the New York Second Circuit Court and Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe – Clerk of the Court

· March 02, 2010 Expose Corrupt Courts ~ Committee On Public Integrity Calls On Feds for Federal Monitor Over NY State Court System - “Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice everywhere.” (Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.) 

http://exposecorruptcourts.blogspot.com/2010/03/committee-calls-on-us-attorney-and-fbi.html 

Justice Shira A. Scheindlin of the United States District Court – Southern District of New York
The New York Attorney General ~ Eliot Spitzer and Andrew Cuomo

New York Supreme Court Appellate Division First Department – Departmental Disciplinary Committee ~ Roy Reardon, Alan Friedberg
· March 05, 2010 Expose Corrupt Courts - Committee on Public Integrity Asks Governor David A. Paterson to Stop Funding State Ethics Committees and Order Immediate Performance Audits

http://exposecorruptcourts.blogspot.com/2010/03/committee-to-governor-paterson-turn.html 
P. Stephen Lamont
whistleblower christine c. Anderson Related Crimes

New York Attorney General – Illegal Representation / Obstruction

First Department Obstructions and other Crimes

US Attorney – New York

New York District Attorney

New York Assistant District Attorney

Federal Bankruptcy Judge Martin Glenn

Proskauer Rose, Foley & Lardner, Virginia Attorney General, Meltzer Lippe Goldstein & Schlissel, Raymond Joao & Greenberg Traurig

The following CRIMINAL COMPLAINT contains complaints against Public Officials and others who are allegedly Violating Public Office Rules and Regulations, Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conducts Codes, State, Federal and International Laws.  Many of those involved have been found violating public offices through Conflicts of Interest and more and therefore, prior to any action on these matters, all investigators or others involved in the procedural handling of these matters are requested to sign and return the attached Conflict of Interest Disclosure Form, prior to any action.  In addition to the Federal Code Violations below, additional State, Federal and International have been violated in furtherance of a Criminal Conspiracy to commit not only Fraud against myself and Iviewit companies but Criminal Conspiracy to commit Fraud against the United States and Foreign Nations.  For a list of Criminal Activities alleged and which all those complained of herein, have aided and abetted, please visit http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/oneofthesedays/index.htm .  Note that the laws cited below and in referred link are not complete lists of the Criminal Acts, as due to the denials of due process and procedure in various venues the Criminal Acts continue to pile up daily, also adding new defendants.
Federal Laws violated, including but not limited to,
Conspiracy Against Rights, 18 U.S.C. § 241. 
Section 241 of Title 18 is the civil rights conspiracy statute. Section 241 makes it unlawful for two or more persons to agree together to injure, threaten, or intimidate a person in any state, territory or district in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him/her by the Constitution or the laws of the Unites States, (or because of his/her having exercised the same). Unlike most conspiracy statutes, Section 241 does not require that one of the conspirators commit an overt act prior to the conspiracy becoming a crime. The offense is punishable by a range of imprisonment up to a life term or the death penalty, depending upon the circumstances of the crime, and the resulting injury, if any. 
Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law, 18 U.S.C. § 242. 

This provision makes it a crime for a person acting under color of any law to willfully deprive a person of a right or privilege protected by the Constitution or laws of the United States. 

For the purpose of Section 242, acts under "color of law" include acts not only done by federal, state, or local officials within the their lawful authority, but also acts done beyond the bounds of that official's lawful authority, if the acts are done while the official is purporting to or pretending to act in the performance of his/her official duties. Persons acting under color of law within the meaning of this statute include police officers, prisons guards and other law enforcement officials, as well as judges, care providers in public health facilities, and others who are acting as public officials. It is not necessary that the crime be motivated by animus toward the race, color, religion, sex, handicap, familial status or national origin of the victim. The offense is punishable by a range of imprisonment up to a life term, or the death penalty, depending upon the circumstances of the crime, and the resulting injury, if any.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1505. Obstruction of proceedings before departments, agencies, and committees

Whoever, with intent to avoid, evade, prevent, or obstruct compliance, in whole or in part, with any civil investigative demand duly and properly made under the Antitrust Civil Process Act, willfully withholds, misrepresents, removes from any place, conceals, covers up, destroys, mutilates, alters, or by other means falsifies any documentary material, answers to written interrogatories, or oral testimony, which is the subject of such demand; or attempts to do so or solicits another to do so; or 

Whoever corruptly, or by threats or force, or by any threatening letter or communication influences, obstructs, or impedes or endeavors to influence, obstruct, or impede the due and proper administration of the law under which any pending proceeding is being had before any department or agency of the United States, or the due and proper exercise of the power of inquiry under which any inquiry or investigation is being had by either House, or any committee of either House or any joint committee of the Congress— 

Shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the offense involves international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 2331), imprisoned not more than 8 years, or both.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1503. Influencing or injuring officer or juror generally

(a) Whoever corruptly, or by threats or force, or by any threatening letter or communication, endeavors to influence, intimidate, or impede any grand or petit juror, or officer in or of any court of the United States, or officer who may be serving at any examination or other proceeding before any United States magistrate judge or other committing magistrate, in the discharge of his duty, or injures any such grand or petit juror in his person or property on account of any verdict or indictment assented to by him, or on account of his being or having been such juror, or injures any such officer, magistrate judge, or other committing magistrate in his person or property on account of the performance of his official duties, or corruptly or by threats or force, or by any threatening letter or communication, influences, obstructs, or impedes, or endeavors to influence, obstruct, or impede, the due administration of justice, shall be punished as provided in subsection (b). If the offense under this section occurs in connection with a trial of a criminal case, and the act in violation of this section involves the threat of physical force or physical force, the maximum term of imprisonment which may be imposed for the offense shall be the higher of that otherwise provided by law or the maximum term that could have been imposed for any offense charged in such case. 

(b) The punishment for an offense under this section is— 

(1) in the case of a killing, the punishment provided in sections 1111 and 1112; 

(2) in the case of an attempted killing, or a case in which the offense was committed against a petit juror and in which a class A or B felony was charged, imprisonment for not more than 20 years, a fine under this title, or both; and 

(3) in any other case, imprisonment for not more than 10 years, a fine under this title, or both.
TITLE 18 > PART I > CHAPTER 73 > § 1505 Obstruction of proceedings before departments, agencies, and committees.

Whoever, with intent to avoid, evade, prevent, or obstruct compliance, in whole or in part, with any civil investigative demand duly and properly made under the Antitrust Civil Process Act, willfully withholds, misrepresents, removes from any place, conceals, covers up, destroys, mutilates, alters, or by other means falsifies any documentary material, answers to written interrogatories, or oral testimony, which is the subject of such demand; or attempts to do so or solicits another to do so; or 

Whoever corruptly, or by threats or force, or by any threatening letter or communication influences, obstructs, or impedes or endeavors to influence, obstruct, or impede the due and proper administration of the law under which any pending proceeding is being had before any department or agency of the United States, or the due and proper exercise of the power of inquiry under which any inquiry or investigation is being had by either House, or any committee of either House or any joint committee of the Congress— 

Shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years or, if the offense involves international or domestic terrorism (as defined in section 2331), imprisoned not more than 8 years, or both.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1506 Theft or alteration of record or process; false bail

Whoever feloniously steals, takes away, alters, falsifies, or otherwise avoids any record, writ, process, or other proceeding, in any court of the United States, whereby any judgment is reversed, made void, or does not take effect; or 

Whoever acknowledges, or procures to be acknowledged in any such court, any recognizance, bail, or judgment, in the name of any other person not privy or consenting to the same— 

Shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1509 Obstruction of court orders

Whoever, by threats or force, willfully prevents, obstructs, impedes, or interferes with, or willfully attempts to prevent, obstruct, impede, or interfere with, the due exercise of rights or the performance of duties under any order, judgment, or decree of a court of the United States, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 

No injunctive or other civil relief against the conduct made criminal by this section shall be denied on the ground that such conduct is a crime.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1512 Tampering with a witness, victim, or an informant.

 (1) Whoever kills or attempts to kill another person, with intent to— 

(A) prevent the attendance or testimony of any person in an official proceeding; 

(B) prevent the production of a record, document, or other object, in an official proceeding; or 

(C) prevent the communication by any person to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation, parole, or release pending judicial proceedings; 

shall be punished as provided in paragraph (3). 

(2) Whoever uses physical force or the threat of physical force against any person, or attempts to do so, with intent to— 

(A) influence, delay, or prevent the testimony of any person in an official proceeding; 

(B) cause or induce any person to— 

(i) withhold testimony, or withhold a record, document, or other object, from an official proceeding; 

(ii) alter, destroy, mutilate, or conceal an object with intent to impair the integrity or availability of the object for use in an official proceeding; 

(iii) evade legal process summoning that person to appear as a witness, or to produce a record, document, or other object, in an official proceeding; or 

(iv) be absent from an official proceeding to which that person has been summoned by legal process; or 

(C) hinder, delay, or prevent the communication to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation, supervised release, parole, or release pending judicial proceedings; 

shall be punished as provided in paragraph (3). 

(3) The punishment for an offense under this subsection is— 

(A) in the case of a killing, the punishment provided in sections 1111 and 1112; 

(B) in the case of— 

(i) an attempt to murder; or 

(ii) the use or attempted use of physical force against any person; 

imprisonment for not more than 30 years; and 

(C) in the case of the threat of use of physical force against any person, imprisonment for not more than 20 years. 

(b) Whoever knowingly uses intimidation, threatens, or corruptly persuades another person, or attempts to do so, or engages in misleading conduct toward another person, with intent to— 

(1) influence, delay, or prevent the testimony of any person in an official proceeding; 

(2) cause or induce any person to— 

(A) withhold testimony, or withhold a record, document, or other object, from an official proceeding; 

(B) alter, destroy, mutilate, or conceal an object with intent to impair the object’s integrity or availability for use in an official proceeding; 

(C) evade legal process summoning that person to appear as a witness, or to produce a record, document, or other object, in an official proceeding; or 

(D) be absent from an official proceeding to which such person has been summoned by legal process; or 

(3) hinder, delay, or prevent the communication to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating to the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation [1] supervised release,,[1] parole, or release pending judicial proceedings; shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both. 

(c) Whoever corruptly— 

(1) alters, destroys, mutilates, or conceals a record, document, or other object, or attempts to do so, with the intent to impair the object’s integrity or availability for use in an official proceeding; or 

(2) otherwise obstructs, influences, or impedes any official proceeding, or attempts to do so, 

shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both. 

(d) Whoever intentionally harasses another person and thereby hinders, delays, prevents, or dissuades any person from— 

(1) attending or testifying in an official proceeding; 

(2) reporting to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense or a violation of conditions of probation [1] supervised release,,[1] parole, or release pending judicial proceedings; 

(3) arresting or seeking the arrest of another person in connection with a Federal offense; or 

(4) causing a criminal prosecution, or a parole or probation revocation proceeding, to be sought or instituted, or assisting in such prosecution or proceeding; 

or attempts to do so, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than 3 years, or both. 

(e) In a prosecution for an offense under this section, it is an affirmative defense, as to which the defendant has the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence, that the conduct consisted solely of lawful conduct and that the defendant’s sole intention was to encourage, induce, or cause the other person to testify truthfully. 

(f) For the purposes of this section— 

(1) an official proceeding need not be pending or about to be instituted at the time of the offense; and 

(2) the testimony, or the record, document, or other object need not be admissible in evidence or free of a claim of privilege. 

(g) In a prosecution for an offense under this section, no state of mind need be proved with respect to the circumstance— 

(1) that the official proceeding before a judge, court, magistrate judge, grand jury, or government agency is before a judge or court of the United States, a United States magistrate judge, a bankruptcy judge, a Federal grand jury, or a Federal Government agency; or 

(2) that the judge is a judge of the United States or that the law enforcement officer is an officer or employee of the Federal Government or a person authorized to act for or on behalf of the Federal Government or serving the Federal Government as an adviser or consultant. 

(h) There is extraterritorial Federal jurisdiction over an offense under this section. 

(i) A prosecution under this section or section 1503 may be brought in the district in which the official proceeding (whether or not pending or about to be instituted) was intended to be affected or in the district in which the conduct constituting the alleged offense occurred. 

(j) If the offense under this section occurs in connection with a trial of a criminal case, the maximum term of imprisonment which may be imposed for the offense shall be the higher of that otherwise provided by law or the maximum term that could have been imposed for any offense charged in such case. 

(k) Whoever conspires to commit any offense under this section shall be subject to the same penalties as those prescribed for the offense the commission of which was the object of the conspiracy.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1514 Civil action to restrain harassment of a victim or witness

 (1) A United States district court, upon application of the attorney for the Government, shall issue a temporary restraining order prohibiting harassment of a victim or witness in a Federal criminal case if the court finds, from specific facts shown by affidavit or by verified complaint, that there are reasonable grounds to believe that harassment of an identified victim or witness in a Federal criminal case exists or that such order is necessary to prevent and restrain an offense under section 1512 of this title, other than an offense consisting of misleading conduct, or under section 1513 of this title. 

(2) 

(A) A temporary restraining order may be issued under this section without written or oral notice to the adverse party or such party’s attorney in a civil action under this section if the court finds, upon written certification of facts by the attorney for the Government, that such notice should not be required and that there is a reasonable probability that the Government will prevail on the merits. 

(B) A temporary restraining order issued without notice under this section shall be endorsed with the date and hour of issuance and be filed forthwith in the office of the clerk of the court issuing the order. 

(C) A temporary restraining order issued under this section shall expire at such time, not to exceed 10 days from issuance, as the court directs; the court, for good cause shown before expiration of such order, may extend the expiration date of the order for up to 10 days or for such longer period agreed to by the adverse party. 

(D) When a temporary restraining order is issued without notice, the motion for a protective order shall be set down for hearing at the earliest possible time and takes precedence over all matters except older matters of the same character, and when such motion comes on for hearing, if the attorney for the Government does not proceed with the application for a protective order, the court shall dissolve the temporary restraining order. 

(E) If on two days notice to the attorney for the Government or on such shorter notice as the court may prescribe, the adverse party appears and moves to dissolve or modify the temporary restraining order, the court shall proceed to hear and determine such motion as expeditiously as the ends of justice require. 

(F) A temporary restraining order shall set forth the reasons for the issuance of such order, be specific in terms, and describe in reasonable detail (and not by reference to the complaint or other document) the act or acts being restrained. 

(b) 

(1) A United States district court, upon motion of the attorney for the Government, shall issue a protective order prohibiting harassment of a victim or witness in a Federal criminal case if the court, after a hearing, finds by a preponderance of the evidence that harassment of an identified victim or witness in a Federal criminal case exists or that such order is necessary to prevent and restrain an offense under section 1512 of this title, other than an offense consisting of misleading conduct, or under section 1513 of this title. 

(2) At the hearing referred to in paragraph (1) of this subsection, any adverse party named in the complaint shall have the right to present evidence and cross-examine witnesses. 

(3) A protective order shall set forth the reasons for the issuance of such order, be specific in terms, describe in reasonable detail (and not by reference to the complaint or other document) the act or acts being restrained. 

(4) The court shall set the duration of effect of the protective order for such period as the court determines necessary to prevent harassment of the victim or witness but in no case for a period in excess of three years from the date of such order’s issuance. The attorney for the Government may, at any time within ninety days before the expiration of such order, apply for a new protective order under this section. 

(c) As used in this section— 

(1) the term “harassment” means a course of conduct directed at a specific person that— 

(A) causes substantial emotional distress in such person; and 

(B) serves no legitimate purpose; and 

(2) the term “course of conduct” means a series of acts over a period of time, however short, indicating a continuity of purpose.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1515 Definitions for certain provisions; general provision

(a) As used in sections 1512 and 1513 of this title and in this section— 

(1) the term “official proceeding” means— 

(A) a proceeding before a judge or court of the United States, a United States magistrate judge, a bankruptcy judge, a judge of the United States Tax Court, a special trial judge of the Tax Court, a judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims, or a Federal grand jury; 

(B) a proceeding before the Congress; 

(C) a proceeding before a Federal Government agency which is authorized by law; or 

(D) a proceeding involving the business of insurance whose activities affect interstate commerce before any insurance regulatory official or agency or any agent or examiner appointed by such official or agency to examine the affairs of any person engaged in the business of insurance whose activities affect interstate commerce; 

(2) the term “physical force” means physical action against another, and includes confinement; 

(3) the term “misleading conduct” means— 

(A) knowingly making a false statement; 

(B) intentionally omitting information from a statement and thereby causing a portion of such statement to be misleading, or intentionally concealing a material fact, and thereby creating a false impression by such statement; 

(C) with intent to mislead, knowingly submitting or inviting reliance on a writing or recording that is false, forged, altered, or otherwise lacking in authenticity; 

(D) with intent to mislead, knowingly submitting or inviting reliance on a sample, specimen, map, photograph, boundary mark, or other object that is misleading in a material respect; or 

(E) knowingly using a trick, scheme, or device with intent to mislead; 

(4) the term “law enforcement officer” means an officer or employee of the Federal Government, or a person authorized to act for or on behalf of the Federal Government or serving the Federal Government as an adviser or consultant— 

(A) authorized under law to engage in or supervise the prevention, detection, investigation, or prosecution of an offense; or 

(B) serving as a probation or pretrial services officer under this title; 

(5) the term “bodily injury” means— 

(A) a cut, abrasion, bruise, burn, or disfigurement; 

(B) physical pain; 

(C) illness; 

(D) impairment of the function of a bodily member, organ, or mental faculty; or 

(E) any other injury to the body, no matter how temporary; and 

(6) the term “corruptly persuades” does not include conduct which would be misleading conduct but for a lack of a state of mind. 

(b) As used in section 1505, the term “corruptly” means acting with an improper purpose, personally or by influencing another, including making a false or misleading statement, or withholding, concealing, altering, or destroying a document or other information. 

(c) This chapter does not prohibit or punish the providing of lawful, bona fide, legal representation services in connection with or anticipation of an official proceeding.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 73 § 1519 Destruction, alteration, or falsification of records in Federal investigations and bankruptcy

Whoever knowingly alters, destroys, mutilates, conceals, covers up, falsifies, or makes a false entry in any record, document, or tangible object with the intent to impede, obstruct, or influence the investigation or proper administration of any matter within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States or any case filed under title 11, or in relation to or contemplation of any such matter or case, shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 20 years, or both.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 § 152 Concealment of assets; false oaths and claims; bribery.

A person who— 

(1) knowingly and fraudulently conceals from a custodian, trustee, marshal, or other officer of the court charged with the control or custody of property, or, in connection with a case under title 11, from creditors or the United States Trustee, any property belonging to the estate of a debtor; 

(2) knowingly and fraudulently makes a false oath or account in or in relation to any case under title 11; 

(3) knowingly and fraudulently makes a false declaration, certificate, verification, or statement under penalty of perjury as permitted under section 1746 of title 28, in or in relation to any case under title 11; 

(4) knowingly and fraudulently presents any false claim for proof against the estate of a debtor, or uses any such claim in any case under title 11, in a personal capacity or as or through an agent, proxy, or attorney; 

(5) knowingly and fraudulently receives any material amount of property from a debtor after the filing of a case under title 11, with intent to defeat the provisions of title 11; 

(6) knowingly and fraudulently gives, offers, receives, or attempts to obtain any money or property, remuneration, compensation, reward, advantage, or promise thereof for acting or forbearing to act in any case under title 11; 

(7) in a personal capacity or as an agent or officer of any person or corporation, in contemplation of a case under title 11 by or against the person or any other person or corporation, or with intent to defeat the provisions of title 11, knowingly and fraudulently transfers or conceals any of his property or the property of such other person or corporation; 

(8) after the filing of a case under title 11 or in contemplation thereof, knowingly and fraudulently conceals, destroys, mutilates, falsifies, or makes a false entry in any recorded information (including books, documents, records, and papers) relating to the property or financial affairs of a debtor; or 

(9) after the filing of a case under title 11, knowingly and fraudulently withholds from a custodian, trustee, marshal, or other officer of the court or a United States Trustee entitled to its possession, any recorded information (including books, documents, records, and papers) relating to the property or financial affairs of a debtor, 

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 § 154 Adverse interest and conduct of officers.

A person who, being a custodian, trustee, marshal, or other officer of the court— 

(1) knowingly purchases, directly or indirectly, any property of the estate of which the person is such an officer in a case under title 11; 

(2) knowingly refuses to permit a reasonable opportunity for the inspection by parties in interest of the documents and accounts relating to the affairs of estates in the person’s charge by parties when directed by the court to do so; or 

(3) knowingly refuses to permit a reasonable opportunity for the inspection by the United States Trustee of the documents and accounts relating to the affairs of an estate in the person’s charge, 

shall be fined under this title and shall forfeit the person’s office, which shall thereupon become vacant.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 § 157 Bankruptcy fraud.

A person who, having devised or intending to devise a scheme or artifice to defraud and for the purpose of executing or concealing such a scheme or artifice or attempting to do so— 

(1) files a petition under title 11, including a fraudulent involuntary bankruptcy petition under section 303 of such title; 

(2) files a document in a proceeding under title 11, including a fraudulent involuntary bankruptcy petition under section 303 of such title; or 

(3) makes a false or fraudulent representation, claim, or promise concerning or in relation to a proceeding under title 11, including a fraudulent involuntary bankruptcy petition under section 303 of such title, at any time before or after the filing of the petition, or in relation to a proceeding falsely asserted to be pending under such title, 

shall be fined under this title, imprisoned not more than 5 years, or both.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 § 158 Designation of United States attorneys and agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to address abusive reaffirmations of debt and materially fraudulent statements in bankruptcy schedules.

(a) In General.— The Attorney General of the United States shall designate the individuals described in subsection (b) to have primary responsibility in carrying out enforcement activities in addressing violations of section 152 or 157 relating to abusive reaffirmations of debt. In addition to addressing the violations referred to in the preceding sentence, the individuals described under subsection (b) shall address violations of section 152 or 157 relating to materially fraudulent statements in bankruptcy schedules that are intentionally false or intentionally misleading. 

(b) United States Attorneys and Agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation.— The individuals referred to in subsection (a) are— 

(1) the United States attorney for each judicial district of the United States; and 

(2) an agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation for each field office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

(c) Bankruptcy Investigations.— Each United States attorney designated under this section shall, in addition to any other responsibilities, have primary responsibility for carrying out the duties of a United States attorney under section 3057. 

(d) Bankruptcy Procedures.— The bankruptcy courts shall establish procedures for referring any case that may contain a materially fraudulent statement in a bankruptcy schedule to the individuals designated under this section.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 11 § 201 Bribery of public officials and witnesses.

(a) For the purpose of this section— 

(1) the term “public official” means Member of Congress, Delegate, or Resident Commissioner, either before or after such official has qualified, or an officer or employee or person acting for or on behalf of the United States, or any department, agency or branch of Government thereof, including the District of Columbia, in any official function, under or by authority of any such department, agency, or branch of Government, or a juror; 

(2) the term “person who has been selected to be a public official” means any person who has been nominated or appointed to be a public official, or has been officially informed that such person will be so nominated or appointed; and 

(3) the term “official act” means any decision or action on any question, matter, cause, suit, proceeding or controversy, which may at any time be pending, or which may by law be brought before any public official, in such official’s official capacity, or in such official’s place of trust or profit. 

(b) Whoever— 

(1) directly or indirectly, corruptly gives, offers or promises anything of value to any public official or person who has been selected to be a public official, or offers or promises any public official or any person who has been selected to be a public official to give anything of value to any other person or entity, with intent— 

(A) to influence any official act; or 

(B) to influence such public official or person who has been selected to be a public official to commit or aid in committing, or collude in, or allow, any fraud, or make opportunity for the commission of any fraud, on the United States; or 

(C) to induce such public official or such person who has been selected to be a public official to do or omit to do any act in violation of the lawful duty of such official or person; 

(2) being a public official or person selected to be a public official, directly or indirectly, corruptly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive or accept anything of value personally or for any other person or entity, in return for: 

(A) being influenced in the performance of any official act; 

(B) being influenced to commit or aid in committing, or to collude in, or allow, any fraud, or make opportunity for the commission of any fraud, on the United States; or 

(C) being induced to do or omit to do any act in violation of the official duty of such official or person; 

(3) directly or indirectly, corruptly gives, offers, or promises anything of value to any person, or offers or promises such person to give anything of value to any other person or entity, with intent to influence the testimony under oath or affirmation of such first-mentioned person as a witness upon a trial, hearing, or other proceeding, before any court, any committee of either House or both Houses of Congress, or any agency, commission, or officer authorized by the laws of the United States to hear evidence or take testimony, or with intent to influence such person to absent himself therefrom; 

(4) directly or indirectly, corruptly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive or accept anything of value personally or for any other person or entity in return for being influenced in testimony under oath or affirmation as a witness upon any such trial, hearing, or other proceeding, or in return for absenting himself therefrom; 

shall be fined under this title or not more than three times the monetary equivalent of the thing of value, whichever is greater, or imprisoned for not more than fifteen years, or both, and may be disqualified from holding any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 

(c) Whoever— 

(1) otherwise than as provided by law for the proper discharge of official duty— 

(A) directly or indirectly gives, offers, or promises anything of value to any public official, former public official, or person selected to be a public official, for or because of any official act performed or to be performed by such public official, former public official, or person selected to be a public official; or 

(B) being a public official, former public official, or person selected to be a public official, otherwise than as provided by law for the proper discharge of official duty, directly or indirectly demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive or accept anything of value personally for or because of any official act performed or to be performed by such official or person; 

(2) directly or indirectly, gives, offers, or promises anything of value to any person, for or because of the testimony under oath or affirmation given or to be given by such person as a witness upon a trial, hearing, or other proceeding, before any court, any committee of either House or both Houses of Congress, or any agency, commission, or officer authorized by the laws of the United States to hear evidence or take testimony, or for or because of such person’s absence therefrom; 

(3) directly or indirectly, demands, seeks, receives, accepts, or agrees to receive or accept anything of value personally for or because of the testimony under oath or affirmation given or to be given by such person as a witness upon any such trial, hearing, or other proceeding, or for or because of such person’s absence therefrom; 

shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for not more than two years, or both. 

(d) Paragraphs (3) and (4) of subsection (b) and paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (c) shall not be construed to prohibit the payment or receipt of witness fees provided by law, or the payment, by the party upon whose behalf a witness is called and receipt by a witness, of the reasonable cost of travel and subsistence incurred and the reasonable value of time lost in attendance at any such trial, hearing, or proceeding, or in the case of expert witnesses, a reasonable fee for time spent in the preparation of such opinion, and in appearing and testifying. 

(e) The offenses and penalties prescribed in this section are separate from and in addition to those prescribed in sections 1503, 1504, and 1505 of this title.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 11 § 225 Continuing financial crimes enterprise.

(a) Whoever— 

(1) organizes, manages, or supervises a continuing financial crimes enterprise; and 

(2) receives $5,000,000 or more in gross receipts from such enterprise during any 24-month period, 

shall be fined not more than $10,000,000 if an individual, or $20,000,000 if an organization, and imprisoned for a term of not less than 10 years and which may be life. 

(b) For purposes of subsection (a), the term “continuing financial crimes enterprise” means a series of violations under section 215, 656, 657, 1005, 1006, 1007, 1014, 1032, or 1344 of this title, or section 1341 or 1343 affecting a financial institution, committed by at least 4 persons acting in concert.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 19 § 371 Conspiracy to commit offense or to defraud United States.
If two or more persons conspire either to commit any offense against the United States, or to defraud the United States, or any agency thereof in any manner or for any purpose, and one or more of such persons do any act to effect the object of the conspiracy, each shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. 

If, however, the offense, the commission of which is the object of the conspiracy, is a misdemeanor only, the punishment for such conspiracy shall not exceed the maximum punishment provided for such misdemeanor.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 21 § 402 Contempts constituting crimes.

Any person, corporation or association willfully disobeying any lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command of any district court of the United States or any court of the District of Columbia, by doing any act or thing therein, or thereby forbidden, if the act or thing so done be of such character as to constitute also a criminal offense under any statute of the United States or under the laws of any State in which the act was committed, shall be prosecuted for such contempt as provided in section 3691 of this title and shall be punished by a fine under this title or imprisonment, or both. 

Such fine shall be paid to the United States or to the complainant or other party injured by the act constituting the contempt, or may, where more than one is so damaged, be divided or apportioned among them as the court may direct, but in no case shall the fine to be paid to the United States exceed, in case the accused is a natural person, the sum of $1,000, nor shall such imprisonment exceed the term of six months. 

This section shall not be construed to relate to contempts committed in the presence of the court, or so near thereto as to obstruct the administration of justice, nor to contempts committed in disobedience of any lawful writ, process, order, rule, decree, or command entered in any suit or action brought or prosecuted in the name of, or on behalf of, the United States, but the same, and all other cases of contempt not specifically embraced in this section may be punished in conformity to the prevailing usages at law. 

For purposes of this section, the term “State” includes a State of the United States, the District of Columbia, and any commonwealth, territory, or possession of the United States.
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 31 § 641 Public money, property or records.

Whoever embezzles, steals, purloins, or knowingly converts to his use or the use of another, or without authority, sells, conveys or disposes of any record, voucher, money, or thing of value of the United States or of any department or agency thereof, or any property made or being made under contract for the United States or any department or agency thereof; or 

Whoever receives, conceals, or retains the same with intent to convert it to his use or gain, knowing it to have been embezzled, stolen, purloined or converted— 

Shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; but if the value of such property in the aggregate, combining amounts from all the counts for which the defendant is convicted in a single case, does not exceed the sum of $1,000, he shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 

The word “value” means face, par, or market value, or cost price, either wholesale or retail, whichever is greater.

TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 95 § 1959 Violent crimes in aid of racketeering activity.

(a) Whoever, as consideration for the receipt of, or as consideration for a promise or agreement to pay, anything of pecuniary value from an enterprise engaged in racketeering activity, or for the purpose of gaining entrance to or maintaining or increasing position in an enterprise engaged in racketeering activity, murders, kidnaps, maims, assaults with a dangerous weapon, commits assault resulting in serious bodily injury upon, or threatens to commit a crime of violence against any individual in violation of the laws of any State or the United States, or attempts or conspires so to do, shall be punished— 

(1) for murder, by death or life imprisonment, or a fine under this title, or both; and for kidnapping, by imprisonment for any term of years or for life, or a fine under this title, or both; 

(2) for maiming, by imprisonment for not more than thirty years or a fine under this title, or both; 

(3) for assault with a dangerous weapon or assault resulting in serious bodily injury, by imprisonment for not more than twenty years or a fine under this title, or both; 

(4) for threatening to commit a crime of violence, by imprisonment for not more than five years or a fine under this title, or both; 

(5) for attempting or conspiring to commit murder or kidnapping, by imprisonment for not more than ten years or a fine under this title, or both; and 

(6) for attempting or conspiring to commit a crime involving maiming, assault with a dangerous weapon, or assault resulting in serious bodily injury, by imprisonment for not more than three years or a fine of [1] under this title, or both. (b) As used in this section— 

(1) “racketeering activity” has the meaning set forth in section 1961 of this title; and 

(2) “enterprise” includes any partnership, corporation, association, or other legal entity, and any union or group of individuals associated in fact although not a legal entity, which is engaged in, or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign commerce.
While the laws stated above refer to new Defendants, whom will be added to all future litigations, in crimes committed to deny my due process and procedural rights, others in Public Office in New York have aided and abetted the crimes defined already herein through similar State and Federal Laws.  Therefore, let this filing also serve as a Formal and Procedural Criminal Complaints against the following agencies and individuals named below.  Evidence of the various violated codes provided with links to prior and ongoing complaints.

STATE LAW VIOLATIONS NEW YORK, VIRGINIA, FLORIDA and delaware
Criminal violations of NY Law by the Defendants in this action

Part 1

Proskauer Rose attorneys and Lamont(?) And others ____fill in__________________   initially committed the following crimes in order to obtain patent rights:

Their criminal liability is based on the following: (the complete text of mentioned laws is in appendix following)

§ 110.00 Attempt to commit a crime. 

§ 20.00 Criminal liability for conduct of another.

§ 105.05 Conspiracy in the fifth degree.

§ 105.10 Conspiracy in the fourth degree.

§ 115.00 Criminal facilitation in the fourth degree.

The underlying crimes were:

§ 125.25 Murder in the second degree.

§ 125.20 Manslaughter in the first degree.

§ 135.60 Coercion in the second degree

§ 155.42 Grand larceny in the first degree.

§ 170.15 Forgery in the first degree.

§ 170.30 Criminal possession of a forged instrument in the first degree.

§ 175.10 Falsifying business records in the first degree.

§  175.25 Tampering with public records in the first degree.

§ 175.35 Offering a false instrument for filing in the first degree.

§ 195.05 Obstructing governmental administration in the second degree.

§ 200.04 Bribery in the first degree.

§ 200.22 Rewarding official misconduct in the first degree.

§  200.40 Bribe giving and bribe receiving for public office;

§ 210.15 Perjury in the first degree.

§ 210.45 Making a punishable false written statement.

§ 460.20 Enterprise corruption. 

*******************************************


Part 2

The following public employees_________________ and the NY Attorney General, Andrew Cuomo, committed the following crimes in covering up and protecting the above mentioned criminals in the first paragraph:

§ 20.00 Criminal liability for conduct of another.

§ 105.05 Conspiracy in the fifth degree.

§ 105.10 Conspiracy in the fourth degree.

§ 115.00 Criminal facilitation in the fourth degree.


The underlying crimes were:

§ 125.25 Murder in the second degree.

§ 125.20 Manslaughter in the first degree.

§ 135.60 Coercion in the second degree

§ 155.42 Grand larceny in the first degree.

§ 170.15 Forgery in the first degree.

§ 170.30 Criminal possession of a forged instrument in the first degree.

§  175.25 Tampering with public records in the first degree.

§ 175.35 Offering a false instrument for filing in the first degree.

§ 195.05 Obstructing governmental administration in the second degree.

§ 210.15 Perjury in the first degree.

§ 460.20 Enterprise corruption.


And they in addition committed the following crimes as public officers:

§ 195.00 Official misconduct.

§ 200.12 Bribe receiving in the first degree.

§ 200.27 Receiving reward for official misconduct in the first degree.

*********************************************************8

Part 3

Andrew Cuomo in addition to the above crimes in Part 2 violated Executive Law § 63. General duties.

Also, Andrew Cuomo violated Public Officer Law:

§ 74. Code of ethics. 

2.  Rule with respect to conflicts of interest.

No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the  legislature  or  legislative  employee should have any interest, financial or otherwise, direct or indirect, or engage  in any business or transaction or professional activity or incur

any obligation of any nature, which is in substantial conflict with  the proper discharge of his duties in the public interest.

 
3. Standards.

a. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature or legislative employee should accept other employment which will impair his independence of judgment in the exercise of his official duties.
 d. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature or legislative employee should use or attempt to use his or her official  position to secure unwarranted privileges or exemptions for  himself or  herself or others, including but not limited to, the misappropriation to  himself,  herself  or  to  others  of  the  property,  services or other  resources of  the  state  for  private  business  or  other  compensated  non-governmental purposes.
e. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature or legislative employee should engage in any transaction as  representative or agent of the state with any business entity  in which  he  has  a  direct  or indirect financial interest that might reasonably tend to conflict with the proper discharge of his official duties.

f. An officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature or legislative employee should not by his conduct give reasonable basis for  the  impression  that  any  person  can improperly influence him or unduly enjoy his favor in the performance of  his  official  duties,  or that  he  is affected by the kinship, rank, position or influence of any party or person.

h. An officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature or  legislative  employee  should endeavor to pursue a course of conduct which will not raise suspicion among the public that he is likely to  be engaged in acts that are in violation of his trust.

   **********************************************************



Appendix of applicable NY Laws

§ 20.00 Criminal liability for conduct of another.

When  one  person  engages  in  conduct  which constitutes an offense, another person is criminally liable for such conduct when,  acting  with the mental culpability required for the commission thereof, he solicits, requests,  commands,  importunes,  or  intentionally aids such person to engage in such conduct.

 § 105.05 Conspiracy in the fifth degree.

A person is guilty of conspiracy in the fifth degree when, with intent that conduct constituting:

1. a felony be performed, he agrees with one or more persons to engage in or cause the performance of such conduct; or
 2.  a crime be performed, he, being over eighteen years of age, agrees with one or more persons under sixteen years of  age  to  engage  in  or cause the performance of such conduct.
Conspiracy in the fifth degree is a class A misdemeanor.

§ 105.10 Conspiracy in the fourth degree.

A  person is guilty of conspiracy  in the fourth degree when, with intent that conduct constituting:

1. a class B or class C felony be performed, he or she agrees with one or more persons to engage in or cause the performance of  such  conduct;

or

2. a felony be performed, he or she, being over eighteen years of age, agrees with one or more persons under sixteen years of age to engage in or cause the performance of such conduct;

§ 110.00 Attempt to commit a crime.

A  person  is guilty of an attempt to commit a crime when, with intent to commit a crime, he engages in  conduct  which  tends  to  effect  the commission of such crime.

§ 115.00 Criminal facilitation in the fourth degree.

A person is guilty of criminal facilitation in the fourth degree when, believing it probable that he is rendering aid:
1.  to  a  person who intends to commit a crime, he engages in conduct which provides such person with means or opportunity for the  commission thereof and which in fact aids such person to commit a felony; 

A person is guilty of murder in the second degree when:

1.  With  intent  to  cause the death of another person, he causes the death of  such  person  or  of  a  third  person;  except  that  in  any prosecution under this subdivision, it is an affirmative defense that:

 (a)  The  defendant  acted  under  the  influence of extreme emotional disturbance for which there was a reasonable explanation or excuse,  the reasonableness of which  is  to  be determined from the viewpoint of a person in the defendant's  situation  under  the  circumstances  as  the defendant believed them to be. Nothing contained in this paragraph shall constitute  a defense to a prosecution for, or preclude a conviction of, manslaughter in the first degree or any other crime; or

 (b) The defendant's conduct consisted of causing  or  aiding,  without the  use  of  duress  or  deception,  another  person to commit suicide.

Nothing contained in this paragraph shall constitute a defense to a prosecution for, or preclude a conviction of, manslaughter in the second degree or any other crime; or

2. Under circumstances evincing a depraved indifference to human life, he  recklessly engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of death to another person, and thereby causes the death of another person; or
3. Acting either alone or with one or more other persons,  he  commits or  attempts to commit robbery, burglary, kidnapping, arson, rape in the first degree, criminal sexual act in the first degree, sexual  abuse  in the  first degree, aggravated sexual abuse, escape in the first degree, or escape in the second degree, and, in the course of and in furtherance  of  such  crime  or  of  immediate  flight  therefrom,  he,  or  another participant,  if  there  be any, causes the death of a person other than one of the participants; except  that  in  any  prosecution  under  this subdivision,  in which the defendant was not the only participant in the underlying crime, it is an affirmative defense that the defendant:

(a) Did not commit the homicidal act or in any way  solicit,  request, command, importune, cause or aid the commission thereof; and
(b)  Was not armed with a deadly weapon, or any instrument, article or substance readily capable of causing death or serious  physical  injury and of a sort not ordinarily carried in public places by law-abiding  persons; and
(c) Had no reasonable ground to believe that any other participant was armed with such a weapon, instrument, article or substance; and
(d) Had no reasonable ground to believe  that  any  other  participant intended  to  engage  in  conduct  likely  to result in death or serious physical injury; or
4. Under circumstances evincing a depraved indifference to human life, and being eighteen years old or more the defendant recklessly engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of serious physical injury  or  death to  another  person  less  than  eleven years old and thereby causes the death of such person; or

5. Being eighteen years old or more, while in the course of committing rape in the first, second or third degree, criminal sexual  act  in  the  first,  second  or  third  degree,  sexual  abuse  in  the first degree,  aggravated sexual abuse in the first, second, third or fourth degree, or  incest in the first, second or third degree, against a person less  than  fourteen  years  old,  he  or she intentionally causes the death of such person.

Murder in the second degree is a class A-I felony.

§ 125.20 Manslaughter in the first degree.

A person is guilty of manslaughter in the first degree when:

1.  With intent to cause serious physical injury to another person, he

causes the death of such person or of a third person; or

2. With intent to cause the death of another  person,  he  causes  the

death  of  such person or of a third person under circumstances which do

not constitute murder because he acts under  the  influence  of  extreme

emotional disturbance, as defined in paragraph (a) of subdivision one of

section 125.25. The fact that homicide was committed under the influence

of  extreme  emotional disturbance constitutes a mitigating circumstance

reducing murder to manslaughter in the first  degree  and  need  not  be

proved in any prosecution initiated under this subdivision; or

3.  He  commits upon a female pregnant for more than twenty-four weeks

an abortional act which causes her death, unless such abortional act  is

justifiable pursuant to subdivision three of section 125.05; or

4.  Being eighteen years old or more and with intent to cause physical

injury to a person less than eleven years old, the defendant  recklessly

engages in conduct which creates a grave risk of serious physical injury

to such person and thereby causes the death of such person.

Manslaughter in the first degree is a class B felony.

 § 135.60 Coercion in the second degree.

A  person  is  guilty  of coercion in the second degree when he or she

compels or induces a person to engage in conduct which the latter has  a

legal  right to abstain from engaging in, or to abstain from engaging in

conduct in which he or she has a legal right to engage,  or  compels  or

induces  a  person  to join a group, organization or criminal enterprise

which such latter person has a right to abstain from joining,  by  means

of  instilling  in him or her a fear that, if the demand is not complied

with, the actor or another will:

1. Cause physical injury to a person; or

2. Cause damage to property; or

3. Engage in other conduct constituting a crime; or

4. Accuse some person of a crime  or  cause  criminal  charges  to  be

instituted against him or her; or

5.  Expose  a  secret  or  publicize an asserted fact, whether true or

false, tending to subject some person to hatred, contempt  or  ridicule;

or

6.  Cause  a  strike,  boycott  or other collective labor group action

injurious to some person's business; except that such a threat shall not

be deemed coercive when the act or omission compelled is for the benefit

of the group in whose interest the actor purports to act; or

7. Testify or provide information or withhold testimony or information

with respect to another's legal claim or defense; or

8. Use or abuse his or her position as a public servant by  performing

some  act within or related to his or her official duties, or by failing

or refusing to perform an official duty, in such  manner  as  to  affect

some person adversely; or

9.  Perform any other act which would not in itself materially benefit

the actor but which is calculated to harm another person materially with

respect to  his  or  her  health,  safety,  business,  calling,  career,

financial condition, reputation or personal relationships.

Coercion in the second degree is a class A misdemeanor.

§ 155.42 Grand larceny in the first degree.

A person is guilty of grand larceny in the first degree when he steals

property and when the value of the property exceeds one million dollars.

Grand larceny in the first degree is a class B felony.

§ 170.15 Forgery in the first degree.

A person is guilty of forgery in the first degree when, with intent to

defraud,  deceive  or  injure  another,  he  falsely makes, completes or

alters a written instrument which is or purports  to  be,  or  which  is

calculated to become or to represent if completed:

1.  Part  of  an  issue of money, stamps, securities or other valuable

instruments issued by a government or governmental instrumentality; or

2. Part of an issue of stock, bonds or other instruments  representing

interests  in or claims against a corporate or other organization or its

property.

Forgery in the first degree is a class C felony.

§ 170.30 Criminal possession of a forged instrument in the first degree.

A  person  is  guilty of criminal possession of a forged instrument in

the first degree when, with knowledge that it is forged and with  intent

to defraud, deceive or injure another, he utters or possesses any forged

instrument of a kind specified in section 170.15.

Criminal  possession  of  a forged instrument in the first degree is a

class C felony.

§ 175.10 Falsifying business records in the first degree.

A  person is guilty of falsifying business records in the first degree

when he commits the crime of falsifying business records in  the  second

degree,  and  when  his  intent  to defraud includes an intent to commit

another crime or to aid or conceal the commission thereof.

Falsifying business records in the first degree is a class E felony.

§ 175.25 Tampering with public records in the first degree.

A  person  is  guilty  of  tampering  with public records in the first

degree when, knowing that he does  not  have  the  authority  of  anyone

entitled  to grant it, and with intent to defraud, he knowingly removes,

mutilates, destroys, conceals, makes a false entry in or falsely  alters

any  record  or  other  written  instrument filed with, deposited in, or

otherwise constituting a record of a public office or public servant.

Tampering with public records in the first degree is a class D felony.

§ 175.35 Offering a false instrument for filing in the first degree.

A  person  is  guilty of offering a false instrument for filing in the

first degree when, knowing that a written instrument  contains  a  false

statement  or false information, and with intent to defraud the state or

any  political  subdivision,  public   authority   or   public   benefit

corporation  of  the state, he offers or presents it to a public office,

public servant, public authority or public benefit corporation with  the

knowledge  or  belief that it will be filed with, registered or recorded

in or otherwise become a part of the  records  of  such  public  office,

public servant, public authority or public benefit corporation.

Offering  a false instrument for filing in the first degree is a class

E felony.

§ 195.00 Official misconduct.

A public servant is guilty of official misconduct when, with intent to

obtain a benefit or deprive another person of a benefit:

1.  He  commits  an  act  relating  to  his office but constituting an

unauthorized exercise of his official functions, knowing that  such  act

is unauthorized; or

2.  He knowingly refrains from performing a duty which is imposed upon

him by law or is clearly inherent in the nature of his office.

Official misconduct is a class A misdemeanor.

§ 195.05 Obstructing governmental administration in the second degree.

A  person is guilty of obstructing governmental administration when he

intentionally obstructs, impairs or perverts the administration  of  law

or  other  governmental  function  or  prevents or attempts to prevent a

public servant  from  performing  an  official  function,  by  means  of

intimidation,  physical  force  or  interference,  or  by  means  of any

independently unlawful act, or by means of interfering, whether  or  not

physical  force  is involved, with radio, telephone, television or other

telecommunications systems owned or operated by the state, or a  county,

city,  town,  village,  fire district or emergency medical service or by

means of releasing a dangerous animal under circumstances  evincing  the

actor's intent that the animal obstruct governmental administration.

Obstructing governmental administration is a class A misdemeanor.

§ 200.04 Bribery in the first degree.

A  person is guilty of bribery in the first degree when he confers, or

offers or agrees to confer, any benefit upon a public  servant  upon  an

agreement  or  understanding  that  such public servant's vote, opinion,

judgment, action, decision or exercise of discretion as a public servant

will thereby be influenced  in  the  investigation,  arrest,  detention,

prosecution or incarceration of any person for the commission or alleged

commission  of a class A felony defined in article two hundred twenty of

the penal law or an attempt to commit any such class A felony.

Bribery in the first degree is a class B felony.

§ 200.12 Bribe receiving in the first degree.

A public servant is guilty of bribe receiving in the first degree when

he solicits, accepts or agrees to accept any benefit from another person

upon  an  agreement  or  understanding that his vote, opinion, judgment,

action, decision or exercise of discretion  as  a  public  servant  will

thereby   be   influenced   in  the  investigation,  arrest,  detention,

prosecution or incarceration of any person for the commission or alleged

commission of a class A felony defined in article two hundred twenty  of

the penal law or an attempt to commit any such class A felony.

Bribe receiving in the first degree is a class B felony.

§ 200.22 Rewarding official misconduct in the first degree.

A  person  is  guilty  of  rewarding  official misconduct in the first

degree when he knowingly confers, or offers or  agrees  to  confer,  any

benefit  upon  a public servant for having violated his duty as a public

servant  in  the  investigation,  arrest,  detention,  prosecution,   or

incarceration  of any person for the commission or alleged commission of

a class A felony defined in article two hundred twenty of the penal  law

or the attempt to commit any such class A felony.

Rewarding official misconduct in the first degree is a class C felony.

§ 200.27 Receiving reward for official misconduct in the first degree.

A public servant is guilty of receiving reward for official misconduct

in  the  first  degree when he solicits, accepts or agrees to accept any

benefit from another person for having violated his  duty  as  a  public

servant   in  the  investigation,  arrest,  detention,  prosecution,  or

incarceration of any person for the commission or alleged commission  of

a  class A felony defined in article two hundred twenty of the penal law

or the attempt to commit any such class A felony.

Receiving reward for official misconduct in  the  first  degree  is  a

class C felony.

§  200.40 Bribe giving and bribe receiving for public office; definition

of term.

As used in sections 200.45 and 200.50, "party officer" means a  person

who  holds  any  position  or  office  in  a political party, whether by

election, appointment or otherwise

§ 210.15 Perjury in the first degree.

A  person  is  guilty  of  perjury  in the first degree when he swears

falsely and when his false statement (a) consists of testimony, and  (b)

is material to the action, proceeding or matter in which it is made.

Perjury in the first degree is a class D felony.

§ 210.45 Making a punishable false written statement.

A person is guilty of making a punishable false written statement when

he  knowingly  makes  a false statement, which he does not believe to be

true, in a written instrument bearing a legally authorized  form  notice

to the effect that false statements made therein are punishable.

Making a punishable false written statement is a class A misdemeanor.

§ 460.20 Enterprise corruption.

1.  A person is guilty of enterprise corruption when, having knowledge

of the existence  of  a  criminal  enterprise  and  the  nature  of  its

activities,  and  being  employed by or associated with such enterprise,

he:

(a) intentionally conducts  or  participates  in  the  affairs  of  an

enterprise by participating in a pattern of criminal activity; or

(b)  intentionally acquires or maintains any interest in or control of

an enterprise by participating in a pattern of criminal activity; or

(c) participates in a  pattern  of  criminal  activity  and  knowingly

invests  any proceeds derived from that conduct, or any proceeds derived

from the investment or use of those proceeds, in an enterprise.

2. For purposes of this section, a person participates in a pattern of

criminal activity when, with intent to participate  in  or  advance  the

affairs  of the criminal enterprise, he engages in conduct constituting,

or, is criminally liable for pursuant to section 20.00 of this  chapter,

at  least  three  of the criminal acts included in the pattern, provided

that:

(a) Two of his acts are felonies other than conspiracy;

(b) Two of his acts, one of which is a felony,  occurred  within  five

years of the commencement of the criminal action; and

(c) Each of his acts occurred within three years of a prior act.

3. For purposes of this section, the enterprise corrupted in violation

of  subdivision  one of this section need not be the criminal enterprise

by which the person is employed or with which he is associated, and  may

be a legitimate enterprise.

Enterprise corruption is a class B felony.

Executive Law:

§ 63. General duties. The attorney-general shall:

1. Prosecute and defend all actions and proceedings in which the state

is  interested, and have charge and control of all the legal business of

the departments and bureaus of the state, or of any office thereof which

requires the services of attorney or counsel, in order  to  protect  the

interest  of  the  state, but this section shall not apply to any of the

military department bureaus or military offices of the state. No  action

or  proceeding affecting the property or interests of the state shall be

instituted, defended or conducted  by  any  department,  bureau,  board,

council,  officer,  agency  or  instrumentality  of the state, without a

notice to the attorney-general apprising  him  of  the  said  action  or

proceeding,  the  nature and purpose thereof, so that he may participate

or join therein if in his opinion the interests of the state so warrant.

2. Whenever required by the governor, attend in person, or by  one  of

his  deputies,  any term of the supreme court or appear before the grand

jury thereof for the purpose of managing and conducting in such court or

before such jury criminal actions or proceedings as shall  be  specified

in such requirement; in which case the attorney-general or his deputy so

attending  shall  exercise  all the powers and perform all the duties in

respect of such actions or  proceedings,  which  the  district  attorney

would otherwise be authorized or required to exercise or perform; and in

any  of  such  actions  or  proceedings the district attorney shall only

exercise such powers and perform such duties as are required of  him  by

the attorney-general or the deputy attorney-general so attending. In all

such  cases all expenses incurred by the attorney-general, including the

salary or other compensation of all deputies employed, shall be a county

charge.

3. Upon request of the  governor,  comptroller,  secretary  of  state,

commissioner    of    transportation,   superintendent   of   insurance,

superintendent  of  banks,  commissioner  of   taxation   and   finance,

commissioner  of  motor vehicles, or the state inspector general, or the

head of any other department,  authority,  division  or  agency  of  the

state,  investigate  the alleged commission of any indictable offense or

offenses in violation of the law which the officer making the request is

especially required to execute or in relation to any  matters  connected

with such department, and to prosecute the person or persons believed to

have  committed  the  same  and any crime or offense arising out of such

investigation or prosecution or  both,  including  but  not  limited  to

appearing before and presenting all such matters to a grand jury.

4.  Cause all persons indicted for corrupting or attempting to corrupt

any member or member-elect of the legislature, or  the  commissioner  of

general services, to be brought to trial.

5.  When  required  by the comptroller or the superintendent of public

works, prepare  proper  drafts  for  contracts,  obligations  and  other

instruments for the use of the state.

6.  Upon receipt thereof, pay into the treasury all moneys received by

him for debts due or penalties forfeited to the people of the state.

7. He may, on behalf of the state, agree  upon  a  case  containing  a

statement  of the facts and submit a controversy for decision to a court

of record which would have jurisdiction of an action brought on the same

case. He may agree that a referee, to be appointed in an action to which

the state is a party, shall receive such compensation at such  rate  per

day  as the court in the order of reference may specify. He may with the

approval of the governor retain counsel to recover  moneys  or  property

belonging  to  the  state,  or  to  the possession of which the state is

entitled, upon an agreement that such counsel shall  receive  reasonable

compensation,  to  be fixed by the attorney-general, out of the property

recovered, and not otherwise.

8. Whenever in his judgment  the  public  interest  requires  it,  the

attorney-general  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  governor, and when

directed by the governor, shall, inquire  into  matters  concerning  the

public peace, public safety and public justice. For such purpose he may,

in  his  discretion,  and without civil service examination, appoint and

employ, and at  pleasure  remove,  such  deputies,  officers  and  other

persons  as  he  deems  necessary,  determine their duties and, with the

approval of the governor, fix their compensation. All appointments  made

pursuant  to  this  subdivision  shall  be  immediately  reported to the

governor, and shall not be  reported  to  any  other  state  officer  or

department.  Payments  of  salaries  and  compensation  of  officers and

employees and of the expenses of the inquiry shall be made out of  funds

provided  by the legislature for such purposes, which shall be deposited

in a bank or trust  company  in  the  names  of  the  governor  and  the

attorney-general,   payable   only   on   the  draft  or  check  of  the

attorney-general, countersigned by the governor, and such  disbursements

shall   be   subject  to  no  audit  except  by  the  governor  and  the

attorney-general. The attorney-general, his deputy,  or  other  officer,

designated  by  him,  is  empowered  to subpoena witnesses, compel their

attendance, examine them under oath before himself or a  magistrate  and

require  that  any  books,  records,  documents  or  papers  relevant or

material  to  the  inquiry  be  turned  over  to  him  for   inspection,

examination or audit, pursuant to the civil practice law and rules. If a

person  subpoenaed to attend upon such inquiry fails to obey the command

of a subpoena without reasonable cause, or if  a  person  in  attendance

upon such inquiry shall, without reasonable cause, refuse to be sworn or

to  be  examined  or to answer a question or to produce a book or paper,

when ordered so to do by the officer conducting such inquiry,  he  shall

be guilty of a misdemeanor. It shall be the duty of all public officers,

their  deputies,  assistants and subordinates, clerks and employees, and

all other persons, to render and furnish to  the  attorney-general,  his

deputy  or other designated officer, when requested, all information and

assistance in their possession and within their power.  Each  deputy  or

other officer appointed or designated to conduct such inquiry shall make

a  weekly  report  in  detail  to  the  attorney-general,  in form to be

approved by the governor and the attorney-general, which report shall be

in duplicate, one copy of which shall be forthwith, upon its receipt  by

the  attorney-general,  transmitted  by him to the governor. Any officer

participating in such inquiry and any person examined as a witness  upon

such inquiry who shall disclose to any person other than the governor or

the attorney-general the name of any witness examined or any information

obtained  upon  such  inquiry, except as directed by the governor or the

attorney-general, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor.

9. Bring and prosecute  or  defend  upon  request  of  the  industrial

commissioner  or the state division of human rights, any civil action or

proceeding, the institution or defense  of  which  in  his  judgment  is

necessary  for  effective  enforcement of the laws of this state against

discrimination by reason of age, race, creed, color or national  origin,

or for enforcement of any order or determination of such commissioner or

division made pursuant to such laws.

10.  Prosecute  every person charged with the commission of a criminal

offense  in  violation  of  any  of  the  laws  of  this  state  against

discrimination because of race, creed, color, or national origin, in any

case  where  in his judgment, because of the extent of the offense, such

prosecution cannot be effectively carried on by the district attorney of

the county wherein the offense or a portion thereof is alleged  to  have

been  committed,  or  where  in  his  judgment the district attorney has

erroneously failed or refused to prosecute. In all such proceedings, the

attorney-general may appear in person or  by  his  deputy  or  assistant

before  any  court  or  any  grand  jury and exercise all the powers and

perform all the duties in respect of such actions or  proceedings  which

the  district  attorney  would  otherwise  be  authorized or required to

exercise or perform.

11. Prosecute and defend all actions and proceedings in connection
with safeguarding  and  enforcing the state's remainder interest in any

trust which meets the requirements of subparagraph two of paragraph  (b)

of  subdivision  two  of  section  three hundred sixty-six of the social

services law.

12. Whenever any person shall engage in repeated fraudulent or illegal

acts or otherwise demonstrate persistent  fraud  or  illegality  in  the

carrying on, conducting or transaction of business, the attorney general

may  apply,  in  the name of the people of the state of New York, to the

supreme court of the state of New York, on notice of five days,  for  an

order  enjoining  the  continuance  of  such business activity or of any

fraudulent or illegal acts, directing restitution and damages and, in an

appropriate case, cancelling any certificate filed under and  by  virtue

of  the provisions of section four hundred forty of the former penal law

or section one hundred thirty of the general business law, and the court

may award the relief applied for or so  much  thereof  as  it  may  deem

proper.  The  word  "fraud" or "fraudulent" as used herein shall include

any  device,  scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud   and   any   deception,

misrepresentation,   concealment,  suppression,  false  pretense,  false

promise or unconscionable contractual provisions. The  term  "persistent

fraud"  or  "illegality"  as  used  herein  shall include continuance or

carrying on of any fraudulent  or  illegal  act  or  conduct.  The  term

"repeated"  as  used herein shall include repetition of any separate and

distinct fraudulent or illegal act, or conduct which affects  more  than

one person.

In  connection  with  any  such  application,  the attorney general is

authorized to take proof and make a determination of the relevant  facts

and  to  issue  subpoenas  in accordance with the civil practice law and

rules. Such authorization shall not abate or terminate by reason of  any

action or proceeding brought by the attorney general under this section.

13.  Prosecute  any  person for perjury committed during the course of

any investigation conducted by the attorney-general pursuant to statute.

In all such proceedings, the attorney-general may appear in person or by

his deputy or assistant before any court or any grand jury and  exercise

all  the  powers  and perform all the duties necessary or required to be

exercised or performed in prosecuting any such person for such offense.

15. In any case where the attorney general has authority to  institute

a civil action or proceeding in connection with the enforcement of a law

of   this  state,  in  lieu  thereof  he  may  accept  an  assurance  of

discontinuance of any act or practice in violation of such law from  any

person  engaged  or  who  has  engaged  in  such  act  or practice. Such

assurance may include a stipulation for the  voluntary  payment  by  the

alleged  violator  of the reasonable costs and disbursements incurred by

the attorney general during the course of his investigation. Evidence of

a violation of such assurance shall  constitute  prima  facie  proof  of

violation  of  the  applicable  law  in  any  civil action or proceeding

thereafter commenced by the attorney general

Public Officer Law

§ 74. Code of ethics. 1. Definition. As used in this section: The term

"state  agency"  shall  mean  any  state department, or division, board,

commission, or bureau of any state  department  or  any  public  benefit

corporation  or  public  authority  at  least  one  of  whose members is

appointed by  the  governor  or  corporations  closely  affiliated  with

specific  state agencies as defined by paragraph (d) of subdivision five

of section fifty-three-a of the state finance law or their successors.

The term "legislative employee" shall mean any officer or employee  of

the legislature but it shall not include members of the legislature.

2.  Rule with respect to conflicts of interest. No officer or employee

of a state agency, member of the  legislature  or  legislative  employee

should have any interest, financial or otherwise, direct or indirect, or

engage  in any business or transaction or professional activity or incur

any obligation of any nature, which is in substantial conflict with  the

proper discharge of his duties in the public interest.

3. Standards.

a. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or legislative employee should accept other employment which will impair

his independence of judgment in the exercise of his official duties.

b. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or  legislative  employee  should  accept  employment  or  engage in any

business or professional activity which will  require  him  to  disclose

confidential  information  which he has gained by reason of his official

position or authority.

c. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or  legislative  employee  should  disclose   confidential   information

acquired  by  him  in  the  course  of  his official duties nor use such

information to further his personal interests.

d. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or legislative employee should use or attempt to use his or her official

position to secure unwarranted privileges or exemptions for  himself  or

herself or others, including but not limited to, the misappropriation to

himself,  herself  or  to  others  of  the  property,  services or other

resources of  the  state  for  private  business  or  other  compensated

non-governmental purposes.

e. No officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or   legislative   employee   should   engage   in  any  transaction  as

representative or agent of the state with any business entity  in  which

he  has  a  direct  or indirect financial interest that might reasonably

tend to conflict with the proper discharge of his official duties.

f. An officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or legislative employee should not by his conduct give reasonable  basis

for  the  impression  that  any  person  can improperly influence him or

unduly enjoy his favor in the performance of  his  official  duties,  or

that  he  is affected by the kinship, rank, position or influence of any

party or person.

g. An officer or employee of a state agency should abstain from making

personal investments in enterprises which he has reason to  believe  may

be  directly  involved  in  decisions  to  be  made by him or which will

otherwise create substantial conflict between his  duty  in  the  public

interest and his private interest.

h. An officer or employee of a state agency, member of the legislature

or  legislative  employee  should endeavor to pursue a course of conduct

which will not raise suspicion among the public that he is likely to  be

engaged in acts that are in violation of his trust.

i.  No  officer  or employee of a state agency employed on a full-time

basis nor any firm or association of which such an officer  or  employee

is  a member nor corporation a substantial portion of the stock of which

is owned or  controlled  directly  or  indirectly  by  such  officer  or

employee, should sell goods or services to any person, firm, corporation

or  association  which is licensed or whose rates are fixed by the state

agency in which such officer or employee serves or is employed.

4.  Violations.  In  addition  to  any  penalty contained in any other

provision of  law  any  such  officer,  member  or  employee  who  shall

knowingly  and  intentionally  violate  any  of  the  provisions of this

section may be fined, suspended or removed from office or employment  in

the  manner  provided  by  law.  Any  such  individual who knowingly and

intentionally violates the provisions of paragraph  b,  c,  d  or  i  of

subdivision three of this section shall be subject to a civil penalty in

an  amount not to exceed ten thousand dollars and the value of any gift,

compensation or benefit received as a result of such violation. Any such

individual who knowingly and intentionally violates  the  provisions  of

paragraph  a,  e  or  g  of  subdivision  three of this section shall be

subject to a civil penalty in an amount not to exceed the value  of  any

gift, compensation or benefit received as a result of such violation.
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By: _________________________ Eliot Ivan Bernstein
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Docket No. 08-4873-cv
Bernstein

V.

Appellate Division First Department

Disciplinary Committee

I, Eliot Ivan Bernstein, hereby certify under the penalty of perjury that on the 7th day of September, 2009, I served by United States Mail, Email, Electronic Service and/or hand delivered the document titled EMERGENCY MOTION TO KISS MY ASS AND MORE on the Court.  Plaintiff requests this Court serve all named Defendants below via the United States Marshal Service or service directly by the Court as the case in prior filings where the Court has served to the Defendants, although it is further unclear if this Court has served documents to all Amended Complaint Defendants or just a select few Defendants.  It is also unclear if Defendants’ counsels similarly have serviced only select Defendants’ and not all the Amended Complaint Defendants and Plaintiffs on Appeal despite referencing the Amended Complaint in their Appeal.

Plaintiff requested the Halting of the Case and the Sealing of this Motion and Plaintiff requests that Motions remain sealed until all Oversight authorities summoned in the Motion to Compel filed previously and/or herein have rendered final decisions on the Court and Defendants’ counsels ability to proceed. Therefore, Plaintiff requests not servicing Defendants the requested sealed documents until such time that affirmed Non-Conflicted justices, court personnel and counsel, as requested in the Motion to Compel and herein, are authorized by Oversight and Law Enforcement to continue to operate illegally and outside of the Judicial Cannons, Attorney Conduct Codes, Public Office Rules and Regulations and Law.

The Amended Complaint list of Defendants necessary to service is as follows:
STATE OF NEW YORK, THE OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION OF THE UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM, PROSKAUER ROSE LLP, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, STEVEN C. KRANE in his official and individual Capacities for the New York State Bar Association and the Appellate Division First Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee, and, his professional and individual capacities as a Proskauer partner, KENNETH RUBENSTEIN, in his professional and individual capacities, ESTATE OF STEPHEN KAYE, in his professional and individual capacities, ALAN S. JAFFE, in his professional and individual capacities, ROBERT J. KAFIN, in his professional and individual capacities, CHRISTOPHER C. WHEELER, in his professional and individual capacities, MATTHEW M. TRIGGS in his official and individual capacity for The Florida Bar and his professional and individual capacities as a partner of Proskauer, ALBERT T. GORTZ, in his professional and individual capacities, CHRISTOPHER PRUZASKI, in his professional and individual capacities, MARA LERNER ROBBINS, in her professional and individual capacities,
 DONALD “ROCKY” THOMPSON, in his professional and individual capacities, GAYLE COLEMAN, in her professional and individual capacities, DAVID GEORGE, in his professional and individual capacities, GEORGE A. PINCUS, in his professional and individual capacities, GREGG REED, in his professional and individual capacities, LEON GOLD, in his professional and individual capacities, MARCY HAHN-SAPERSTEIN, in her professional and individual capacities, KEVIN J. HEALY, in his professional and individual capacities, STUART KAPP, in his professional and individual capacities, RONALD F. STORETTE, in his professional and individual capacities, CHRIS WOLF, in his professional and individual capacities, JILL ZAMMAS, in her professional and individual capacities, JON A. BAUMGARTEN, in his professional and individual capacities, SCOTT P. COOPER, in his professional and individual capacities, BRENDAN J. O'ROURKE, in his professional and individual capacities, LAWRENCE I. WEINSTEIN, in his professional and individual capacities, WILLIAM M. HART, in his professional and individual capacities, DARYN A. GROSSMAN, in his professional and individual capacities, JOSEPH A. CAPRARO JR., in his professional and individual capacities, JAMES H. SHALEK, in his professional and individual capacities, GREGORY MASHBERG, in his professional and individual capacities, JOANNA SMITH, in her professional and individual capacities, MELTZER LIPPE GOLDSTEIN  WOLF & SCHLISSEL, P.C. and its predecessors and successors, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, LEWIS S. MELTZER, in his professional and individual capacities, RAYMOND A. JOAO, in his professional and individual capacities, FRANK MARTINEZ, in his professional and individual capacities, FOLEY & LARDNER LLP, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, MICHAEL C. GREBE, in his professional and individual capacities, WILLIAM J. DICK, in his professional and individual capacities, TODD C. NORBITZ, in his professional and individual capacities, ANNE SEKEL, in his professional and individual capacities, RALF BOER, in his professional and individual capacities, BARRY GROSSMAN, in his professional and individual capacities, JIM CLARK, in his professional and individual capacities, DOUGLAS A. BOEHM, in his professional and individual capacities, STEVEN C. BECKER, in his professional and individual capacities, BRIAN G. UTLEY, MICHAEL REALE, RAYMOND HERSCH, WILLIAM KASSER, ROSS MILLER, ESQ. in his professional and individual capacities, STATE OF FLORIDA, OFFICE OF THE STATE COURTS ADMINISTRATOR, FLORIDA, HON. JORGE LABARGA in his official and individual capacities, THE FLORIDA BAR, JOHN ANTHONY BOGGS in his official and individual capacities, KELLY OVERSTREET JOHNSON in her official and individual capacities, LORRAINE CHRISTINE HOFFMAN in her official and individual capacities, ERIC TURNER in his official and individual capacities, KENNETH MARVIN in his official and individual capacities, JOY A. BARTMON in her official and individual capacities, JERALD BEER in his official and individual capacities, BROAD & CASSEL, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, JAMES J. WHEELER, in his professional and individual capacities, FLORIDA SUPREME COURT, HON. CHARLES T. WELLS, in his official and individual capacities, HON. HARRY LEE ANSTEAD, in his official and individual capacities HON. R. FRED LEWIS, in his official and individual capacities, HON. PEGGY A. QUINCE, in his official and individual capacities, HON. KENNETH B. BELL, in his official and individual capacities, THOMAS HALL, in his official and individual capacities, DEBORAH YARBOROUGH in her official and individual capacities, DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL REGULATION – FLORIDA, CITY OF BOCA RATON, FLA., ROBERT FLECHAUS in his official and individual capacities, ANDREW SCOTT in his official and individual capacities, SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORKAPPELLATE DIVISION FIRST DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE, THOMAS J. CAHILL in his official and individual capacities, PAUL CURRAN in his official and individual capacities, MARTIN R. GOLD in his official and individual capacities, SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION FIRST  DEPARTMENT, CATHERINE O’HAGEN WOLFE in her official and individual capacities, HON. ANGELA M. MAZZARELLI in her official and individual capacities, HON. RICHARD T. ANDRIAS in his official and individual capacities, HON. DAVID B. SAXE in his official and individual capacities, HON. DAVID FRIEDMAN in his official and individual capacities, HON. LUIZ A. GONZALES in his official and individual capacities, SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND  DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE, LAWRENCE DIGIOVANNA in his official and individual capacities, DIANA MAXFIELD KEARSE in her official and individual capacities, JAMES E. PELTZER in his official and individual capacities, HON. A. GAIL PRUDENTI in her official and individual capacities, HON. JUDITH  S. KAYE in her official and individual  capacities, STATE OF NEW YORK COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION, ANTHONY CARTUSCIELLO in his official and individual capacities, LAWYERS FUND FOR CLIENT PROTECTION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, ELIOT SPITZER in his official and individual capacities, as both former Attorney General for the State of New York, and, as former Governor of the State of New York, COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, VIRGINIA STATE BAR, ANDREW H. GOODMAN in his official and individual capacities, NOEL SENGEL in her official and individual capacities, MARY W. MARTELINO in her official and individual capacities, LIZBETH L. MILLER, in her official and individual capacities, MPEGLA, LLC, LAWRENCE HORN, in his professional and individual capacities, REAL 3D, INC. and successor companies, GERALD STANLEY, in his professional and individual capacities, DAVID BOLTON, in his professional and individual capacities, TIM CONNOLLY, in his professional and individual capacities, ROSALIE BIBONA, in her professional and individual capacities, RYJO, INC., RYAN HUISMAN, in his professional and individual capacities, INTEL CORP., LARRY PALLEY, in his professional and individual capacities, SILICON GRAPHICS, INC., LOCKHEED MARTIN, BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR & ZAFMAN, LLP, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, NORMAN ZAFMAN, in his professional and individual capacities, THOMAS COESTER, in his professional and individual capacities, FARZAD AHMINI, in his professional and individual capacities, GEORGE HOOVER, in his professional and individual capacities, WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN & DIXON LLP, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, MARTYN W. MOLYNEAUX, in his professional and individual capacities, MICHAEL DOCKTERMAN, in his professional and individual capacities, HARRISON GOODARD FOOTE, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, EUROPEAN PATENT OFFICE, ALAIN POMPIDOU in his official and individual capacities, WIM VAN DER EIJK in his official and individual capacities, LISE DYBDAHL in her official and personal capacities, YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL PATENT OFFICE, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, MASAKI YAMAKAWA, in his professional and individual capacities, CROSSBOW VENTURES, INC., ALPINE VENTURE CAPITAL PARTNERS LP, STEPHEN J. WARNER, in his professional and individual capacities, RENE P. EICHENBERGER, in his professional and individual capacities, H. HICKMAN “HANK” POWELL, in his professional and individual capacities, MAURICE BUCHSBAUM, in his professional and individual capacities, ERIC CHEN, in his professional and individual capacities, AVI HERSH, in his professional and individual capacities, MATTHEW SHAW, in his professional and individual capacities, BRUCE W. SHEWMAKER, in his professional and individual capacities, RAVI M. UGALE, in his professional and individual capacities, DIGITAL INTERACTIVE STREAMS, INC., ROYAL O’BRIEN, in his professional and individual capacities, HUIZENGA HOLDINGS INCORPORATED, WAYNE HUIZENGA, in his professional and individual capacities, WAYNE HUIZENGA, JR., in his professional and individual capacities, TIEDEMANN INVESTMENT GROUP, BRUCE T. PROLOW, in his professional and individual capacities, CARL TIEDEMANN, in his professional and individual capacities, ANDREW PHILIP CHESLER, in his professional and individual capacities, CRAIG L. SMITH, in his professional and individual capacities, HOUSTON & SHAHADY, P.A., and any successors, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, BART A. HOUSTON, ESQ. in his professional and individual capacities, FURR & COHEN, P.A., and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, BRADLEY S. SCHRAIBERG, ESQ. in his professional and individual capacities, MOSKOWITZ, MANDELL, SALIM & SIMOWITZ, P.A., and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, WILLIAM G. SALIM, ESQ. in his professional and individual capacities, SACHS SAX & KLEIN, P.A., and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, BEN ZUCKERMAN, ESQ. in his professional and individual capacities, SPENCER M. SAX, in his professional and individual capacities, SCHIFFRIN & BARROWAY LLP, and any successors, and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and individual capacities, RICHARD SCHIFFRIN, in his professional and individual capacities, ANDREW BARROWAY, in his professional and individual capacities, KRISHNA NARINE, in his professional and individual capacities, CHRISTOPHER & WEISBERG, P.A., and, all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel, in their  professional and individual capacities, ALAN M. WEISBERG, in his professional and individual capacities, ALBERTO GONZALES in his official and individual capacities, JOHNNIE E. FRAZIER in his official and individual capacities, IVIEWIT, INC., a Florida corporation, IVIEWIT, INC., a Delaware corporation, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC., a Delaware corporation (f.k.a. Uview.com, Inc.), UVIEW.COM, INC., a Delaware corporation, IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC., a Delaware corporation (f.k.a. Iviewit Holdings, Inc.), IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC., a Florida corporation, IVIEWIT.COM, INC., a Florida corporation, I.C., INC., a Florida corporation, IVIEWIT.COM, INC., a Delaware corporation, IVIEWIT.COM LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, IVIEWIT LLC, a Delaware limited liability company, IVIEWIT CORPORATION, a Florida corporation, IBM CORPORATION.
To be added New Defendants in the RICO and Antitrust Lawsuit through  amendment or in any anticipated future litigations and criminal filings:

Andrew Cuomo in his official and individual capacities,

Justice Richard C. Wesley in his official and individual capacities,

Justice Peter W. Hall in his official and individual capacities,

Justice Debra Ann Livingston in her official and individual capacities,

Justice Ralph K. Winter in his official and individual capacities
Justice Shira A. Scheindlin in her official and individual capacities,

Alan Friedberg in his official and individual capacities,

Roy Reardon in his official and individual capacities,

Martin Glenn in his official and individual capacities,

Warner Bros. Entertainment,

Time Warner Communications,

AOL Inc.,

Ropes & Gray,

Stanford Financial Group,

Bernard L. Madoff et al.

Marc S. Dreier,

Sony Corporation,

Ernst & Young,

Arthur Andersen,

Enron,

P. Stephen Lamont

Eliot Ivan Bernstein,
_______________________

Pro Se Appellant and Plaintiff

2753 N.W. 34th Street

Boca Raton, Florida 33434
(561) 245-8588
� New York State Consolidated Laws hold that: 


Any person may arrest another person (a) for a felony when the latter has in fact committed such felony, and (b) for any offense when the latter has in fact committed such offense in his presence. (N.Y.C.L. 140.30).


� The Judges' Trial (or the Justice Trial, or, officially, The United States of America vs. Josef Altstötter, et al.) was the third of the twelve trials for war crimes the U.S. authorities held in their occupation zone in Germany in Nuremberg after the end of World War II. These twelve trials were all held before U.S. military courts, not before the International Military Tribunal, but took place in the same rooms at the Palace of Justice. The twelve U.S. trials are collectively known as the "Subsequent Nuremberg Trials" or, more formally, as the "Trials of War Criminals before the Nuremberg Military Tribunals" (NMT).


The defendants in this case were 16 German jurists and lawyers. Nine had been officials of the Reich Ministry of Justice, the others were prosecutors and judges of the Special Courts and People's Courts of Nazi Germany. They were—amongst other charges—held responsible for implementing and furthering the Nazi "racial purity" program through the eugenic and racial laws.


The judges in this case, heard before Military Tribunal III, were Carrington T. Marshall (presiding judge), former Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, James T. Brand from Oregon, Mallory B. Blair from Texas, and Justin Woodward Harding as an alternate judge. Marshall had to retire due to illness on June 19, 1947, at which point Brand became president and Harding a full member of the tribunal. The Chief of Counsel for the Prosecution was Telford Taylor; his deputy was Charles M. LaFollette. The indictment was presented on January 4, 1947; the trial lasted from March 5 to December 4, 1947. Ten of the defendants were found guilty; four received sentences for lifetime imprisonment, the rest prison sentences of varying lengths.


�January 05, 2010 2nd Circuit Dismissal of Appeal � HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20100109%20US%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Denial%20of%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20and%20Appeal.pdf" �http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20100109%20US%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Denial%20of%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20and%20Appeal.pdf� 


� September 08, 2009 Motion to Compel @ � HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv/wordpress/?p=78" �http://www.iviewit.tv/wordpress/?p=78� (interactive version) and, Signed Copy of Motion to Compel @ � HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20090908%20FINAL%20Emergency%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20SIGNED44948.pdf" �http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20090908%20FINAL%20Emergency%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20SIGNED44948.pdf�





� Exhibit – Complaint Against Ralph Winters – First Department / Judicial Complaint / Criminal Complaint


� Exhibit – Complaint Against Defendant and Clerk of this Court Catherine O’Hagan Wolfe – First Department / Criminal Complaint


� Exhibit - Complaint Against Richard C. Wesley – First Department  / Judicial Complaint / Criminal Complaint


� Exhibit - Complaint Against Peter W. Hall – First Department  / Judicial Complaint / Criminal Complaint


� Exhibit - Complaint Against Debra Ann Livingston – First Department  / Judicial Complaint / Criminal Complaint





� November 16, 2009 Anderson Motion for Rehearing @ � HYPERLINK "http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/20091116%20Anderson%20Motion%20Rehearing%20Cuomo%20Conflicts.pdf" �http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/20091116%20Anderson%20Motion%20Rehearing%20Cuomo%20Conflicts.pdf� 


�� HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20100109%20US%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Denial%20of%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20and%20Appeal.pdf" �http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20100109%20US%20Court%20of%20Appeal%20Denial%20of%20Motion%20to%20Compel%20and%20Appeal.pdf�





� June 08, 2009 Judiciary Committee Hearing with link to Whistleblower Anderson Testimony, Anderson is the second speaker @ � HYPERLINK "http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HR8OX8uuAbw&feature=player_embedded" �http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HR8OX8uuAbw&feature=player_embedded� 





and





October 27, 2009 Filing with US District Court Judge Shira A. Scheindlin @ � HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20091027%20Scheindlin%20Letter%20Regarding%20Anderson%20Criminal%20Elements%20Low.pdf" �http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/United%20States%20District%20Court%20Southern%20District%20NY/20091027%20Scheindlin%20Letter%20Regarding%20Anderson%20Criminal%20Elements%20Low.pdf� 


and





� HYPERLINK "http://iviewit.tv/wordpress/?p=209" �http://iviewit.tv/wordpress/?p=209�  whereby Exhibit 2 at the URL contains Anderson’s sworn statements


� Patents have filed in multiple foreign nations fraudulently, see Iviewit homepage for complete listing of Intellectual Properties @ � HYPERLINK "http://www.iviewit.tv" �www.iviewit.tv� and for a complete listing of International Criminal Codes Violated as alleged in my FEDERAL RICO AND ANTITRUST LAWSUIT @ � HYPERLINK "http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/oneofthesedays/index.htm" �http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/oneofthesedays/index.htm� 






16 of 95 
Thursday, October 07, 2010

Emergency Motion to Kiss My Ass and Criminal Complaint Against Justices and Officers of This Court


