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Lawrence r. LaBrew, an aivorney duly admitted to practice in
the Courts of this State, hereby affirms under penalty of periury

that the following snatémauta are true, and as .-to those mads upon
information and belisf

e

¢ he hellieves them to be true:
1.

I am tne attorney for Dersndant Louise Neathway.
7.

Upon information and belief, that being the ~fficial arrest
report for the Defendant, Detective Michael Bazerman - of
the New York County District Attorney’s OfLfice - worked on

this cagse and approved the Defendant’s arrest (Arrest R&port‘

# M12610016) in this case.

Upon information and belief, Michael Bazerman is under
indictment in New York County - under Indictment # 014%0-

2013 for various charges relating to forgery and falsifying:
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business recorxds. Defendant Michael Bazerman’s case is
‘befora The Hmnmxable Justice Laura Ward in New York County.

4. Ms. Neathway has raised concerns on several occasions that

ceftain ;mcard in her 1wphane have altered. In our demand to
p

produce w$ may a specific request to view all property

taken byﬁéhe District Attorney - that belongs to Ms.

Neathway. That request has not been honored,

5. The D@fénse iz requesting all information, documents, police
paperwork, and accusatory instruments relating to Defendant
Michael Bazerman under Indictment Number 01490-2013. The |
Defense requested that tpe ﬁeople providg ﬁhi$ information
in our demand to ﬁroduca.

WHEREFORE, the Defendant prayvs that the Court grant the

Defendant’s applicatior, and that the Court grant any other

relief that the Court deems juat'equitable, and proper.

DATE: - 9 May 2013
- New York, New jark

Raspaqtfully,

Lawrence P. LaBrew, Esq.
Attcrney for'the "Defendant
160 ‘Broadway SulteJEOO FL 6
New York, ‘NY 10038
Tel'f§12=38537500
Fax. 212 385 7501
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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK P

Plaintiff

L SECUTORTAL MISCONDUCT
Indictment #: 01260-2012

LOUTISE NEATHWAY,
~a.k.a, LOUISE MEANWELL,

Defendant

+ Lawrence P. LaBrew, an attoxnay duly admitted to practice in ~

the Courts of this State, hereby affirms under penalt

N.Y. RULE OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT § 8.3! e

2. Upon informetion and belief, that being the official Famiiv

Court Records relating to Louise Neathway and Jason Bump -
the New York County District Attorney’s Office took vacated
arrest warrants - from a criminal case that had been
dismissed and sealed in the interests of justice pursuant to

N.¥. CRIM, PROC, LAW & 160,50 ~ and provided these documents

' “A lawyer who knows that another lawyer has committed a
violation of the Rules of Professional Conduct that raises a
substantial question a® to that lawyer's honesty, trustworthiness or

fitness as a lawyer shall report such knowledge to a tribunal or other
authority empowered t¢ investigate o act upon sueh viclation. “

» *
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te Jason Bump's family court atrornsy who usad the documents
n a motion against Mg, Neathway in a pending family court

matter., This conduet violates N.v. RULE OF PRO?ESSIONAL

CONDUCT § g, 42 |
3. AT the top of the documents it says: "MANHATTAN;DA OFFICE
Fax: 1212-3350992 Mar 5 2013 05:55pm ., , o The Distriet
Attorney knew that the warrants were vacated because they

called and got the warrants wvacataed. They also knew that the

cases were dismissed and ssaled because we Rrovided tham

with certificates of dispesition in our emnibus motion, Tn

ATEMemsg o e o i e

addition to Uunethical misconduct, there wasg a viclation of

A lawyer or law firm shall not:

R R R e s

(@) vielate or BLrempt to viclate the Rules of Frofessional Conduct,
knmwingly ASS.8T or induce ancther to do so, or do so through the acrs
of another;

(D) engage in illegal conduct that adversely reflects op the lawyer's

honesty, trusfwerthiness or fitness as a lawyer;

{¢) engage in conduct involviqg dishmngsty, Lraud, deceit ar misrepxaaantation;

{d) engage in conduct that is prejudicial to the administration of Jnstice;
(8) state or imply an abliity:

(1) to influence improperly or upen irrelevant grounds any tribunal,
legislative body or public affiaial; or . :

(£) knowingly assist g Judge or judicial officer in conduct that is a
violation of applicable rples ©f judicial conduct or other law;

* - L] *

(h} éngﬁg@ﬁin”éhy other conduct thar Qdﬁefaaly reflects on the
lawyer's fitness as .a lawyer,
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N.Y. CRIM. PRQC. LAW § 160.50 this is a violation of Ms,

Neathway's due process rights®. :n Bergar v. United Stares
the United States Supreme Court held as ftellows with regard

to the ethical conduct of prosecutors:

The [Prosecutor} is the representative not of ap
ordinary party to a controversy, but of a
Soverelignty whose obligation to govern impartially
is as compelling as its obligation to govern at
all; and whose interest, therefore, in a criminal
prosecution i1s not that it shall win a case, hut
that justice shall be done. As such, he iz in a
peculiar and very definite senses the servant of
the law, the twofold aim of which is that guilt
shall not escape or innocence suffer. He may
prosecute with earnestness and vigor-indesad, he
should do so. But, while ha may strike hard blows,
he is net at liberty to strike foul ones. Tt is as
much his duiy to refrain from improper methods
calculated to produce a wrongful conviction as it .
is to use every legitimate means rto bring about a :
just one. 295 U.S, 78, B8, 55 &. Ct. 629, 633

(1835).
4. In dlbany County Disl.. Attorney's Off. ox rel. Barrart Te,

Police v William T., the Appellate Division held as follows:

The sealing requirement of CPL 160.50 “was
desigried to lessen the adverse conseguences of
unsuccessful criminal prosecutiors by limiting
access to official records and papers in criminal
proceedings which terminate in favor of the
-accused” (citations omitted) Those adverse
consequences include potentially severe damage to
an individual's reputation and employment ‘
prospects and, as such, there are only six narrow,
precisely tailored exceptions “to the general

’ This represents a pattern of unethical conduct by the New York
| County District Attorney’s Office. Prior to Ms, Neathway’s arrest the
P Prosecution illegally subpoenaed mental health records from the _

... Defendant’s doctor and then the People destroyed the records. The
L People have also gotten records from Ms. Neathway’s daughter’s school
T - — which has nothing te do with this case. '
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proscription against releasing official records
and papers once thev are sealed (ocitations
omitted). 88 A,D.3d 1133, 1134, 931 N.¥.8.2d 154,
15 (3rd Dept 2011).

. On 30 July 2012, in our demand to produce, the Defenss
requaested copies of all arrest warrants relating to Ms.

" Neathway. The Defense was naver provided with c@ﬁiea of the
arrest warrants that were provided to William Q'Leary whe
used said documents in a family court case against Ms.
Neathway.

6, This materlal constituted Brady material because it $hqwa
that the district. attorney's office and Jason Bump had v
reached an understanding in which the witress's cooperation
was exchangea far‘some quid pro guo on the part of the

presecutor, E@myie v, Novoa, 70 N.Y. 24 490, 4%7; 522

N.Y.5.24 504, 508 -(1987): Peovle v. Cwikla, 46 N.Y.2d 434,

441; 414 N.Y.S5.2d 102, 105 (1978).

7. The Dgfem$é made a specific request - in our demand to ‘
produce - for any agreements that the People have with any
of their witnesszes, See Demand to Produce, Bection 3.&.

E There is some type of agreement between the District

i Attorney's Office and Mr. Jason Bump (that much is clear

‘.ainqe‘the People have -- on at least one éacasion -

p#ovided paperwork from a sealed file to Mr. Bump's

y attorney), and the Defense wants to know the full nature of

this agreement. Jason Bump’s letter to the Family Court
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verifies that there is an agreement betwaen the District

Attorney and Jason Bump., See Exhibit A.
% wﬁﬁnmﬁmkﬂ the Defendant prays that the Cour: grant. the

i Defendant's application, and that the Court grant any other

! i

- relief that the Court deems just equitable, and proper.

i DATE : 9 May 2013
New York, New York

| ' (i?%ﬁfﬁtfully’
b ' ™

Lawrence/P//TaRrew, Esq.
Attorney r the Defendant
160 Broadway Suite 600 FL 6

g New York, NY 10038

; Tel: 212-385-7500

! . Fax: 212~385-7501

A e At e L
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i+ Towhiom i may concarn:

_I,.Je_:__soq -Eunﬁp, hereby withdr

CERTFIEDCOPY 757
PR

-

February 27, 2013

. :‘5‘8&%

W my Family Offense Pet

ition fif

2013 and sttieduled to be hearg
- prejudices(File # 8285; Docket #:

on February 25, 2013 4t 1

1:00a.m. a

ed by myseff on Febrizary 13, -

nd | ask that it be. withoyt

. Jason Bump

a‘,!ffcz‘wzt.‘ -
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