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I. 
Intro

A. Plaintiffs do complain of bad decisions by the bars and their officers but more importantly Plaintiffs complain of violations of rules by members of the various the bars and then a cover up to those violations, obfuscations of duties and further denial of due process by blocking complaints and denying formal and procedural due process to additional complaints filed inapposite to state constitutions and the Constitution regarding rights to complain against government officials.  Complaints about the violations were never docketed or disposed of and efforts to elevate complaints were stymied, delayed or wholly ignored, inapposite the rules regulating the various agencies.  The state agencies were thus directly involved not by merely association to the actors.  Anderson support.  All motions to dismiss fail to mention Anderson.  Prior to Anderson Iviewit complained of similar conduct in the state agencies and found conflicts of interest by members, the appearance of impropriety and rule violations, resulting in a court ordered investigation that was derailed.  Anderson again serving to enforce those allegations.
B. The Individual state actors violated attorney conduct codes and rules regulating the various state agencies they worked for, using the state agencies directly to deny due process in furtherance of the underlying crimes, becoming accomplice to the criminal enterprise spearheaded by Proskauer and Foley whether by infiltration through conflict and violation of public office, or payola (receipt of income) in various forms to be further explored in discovery.  The states must be held accountable and subject to disclosure through various forms of relief from Court, to expose further the corruptions exposed and then re-investigated with due process in non conflicted venues by non conflicted actors.  State agencies and actors participated in crimes to violate due process rights.  See amended 1983 claims.  Anderson support.
C. List of corruptions already discovered

1. Krane

2. Triggs

3. VA Commonwealth & VA Bar hiring Foley as counsel
4. Eliot Spitzer and Proskauer Rose
5. Johnson and James Wheeler

6. Eric Turner 

7. VA bar refusing to reopen based on factual evidence of perjury and false documents tendered in Dick response.

8. FSC former solicitor general gets Foley partnership and special governor position in Florida.

D. Current corruptions in contempt of this Court

1. VA AG did not ask Plaintiffs to represent Pro Hac Vice and in fact requested of Plaintiffs prior to being accepted as counsel that they remove VA defendants under threat of sanctions they would seek against Plaintiffs for filing against them. 

2. Proskauer representing Proskauer

3. Foley representing Foley to NY AG and then hiring counsel to appear at court after bar complaints were filed trying to claim they did not act as counsel for themselves.

4. Foley counsel Anker stating they were not representing themselves in the matters to the Court because they did not appear in the Court.
5. AG Connell does not respond to request for docket numbers on the bar complaints filed, while we are forced to work through her since we are suing 1st DDC and she is representing them.

6. AG Connell does not respond to request of AG public office corruptions division to reopen prior Plaintiff’s complaints against 1st DDC in light of Anderson claims.  AG Connell looks to be defending her Defendants through denying duties and due process to Plaintiffs efforts.

7. Greenberg Traurig formerly took powers of attorney from Plaintiff Bernstein to investigate the patent applications and other IP and now represent The Florida Bar defendants.

E. Court must first address Motions to Dismiss by seeing if they were tendered in conflict first before deciding anything based upon them, if they were filed in conflict, than all conflicted parties affected should be forced to elect non conflicted third party counsel to file any Court document and any conflicts should be first investigated and prosecuted if necessary, including contempt charges for the filings if found tendered in conflict.

F. Defendants cannot hide behind AG’s counsel on publically funded dollars both officially and personally, as Iviewit contends that the conspiracy to deny due process emanates to and/or from the various state AG’s, who were noticed of the Iviewit cases for several years and failed to give due process to complaints filed in Florida and New York.  The NY AG offices and the former AG Eliot Spitzer are already in the Amended Complaint listed as defendants and former AG of the USDOJ, Alberto Gonzales has been named regarding the now missing FBI case files  regarding the Iviewit investigation of over three years files, a missing FBI Special Agent and missing car bombing files relating to the bombing of Plaintiff Bernstein’s minivan.  The US AG FBI OPR offices are currently reviewing the missing Iviewit case matters on behalf of Plaintiffs, at the bequest of USDOJ, Inspector General Glenn Fine.  No one can be released from the complaint until all these investigations are wholly concluded including exhausting all appeals.
1. Where the AG’s offices may be the underlying problem to the denial of due process and where their offices were already suspect, the AG’s should not be able to represent the Defendants in the matters, where they may be defendants after discovery and further where they may have to investigate the defendants they now represent, especially in New York, where Anderson will necessitate formal and procedural investigation of at minimum the New York reviews.  This cross representation that appears conflicted and embarks an appearance of impropriety, all makes for an incredible conflict mess.  Where to avoid such conflict and the appearance of impropriety in a matter such as this, all parties should be required to secure third party non conflicted counsel, as recommended in the original complaint and in subsequent letters and pleadings to the Court.

G. No one can be dismissed or it would break a link in chain and as it is unknown without discovery how high up the block of due process comes from, to remove a central link without full discovery could cause the appearance that the courts and other government entities, despite direct involvement through its agents and officers, could conduct a criminal enterprise through the actual various public offices and then cloak the crimes under immunity laws, allowing lawyers, judges, courts, etc. to violate law and then violate law to cover up and then violate law to regulate themselves and thus destroy any over sight of the various criminal activities being committed, inapposite the Constitution whereby no man or institution is above the law.  Represents something akin to what the Godfather movies showed as the best scenario for the mafia, where their children were all lawyers who infiltrated politics to protect their crimes.  
II. Personal Jurisdiction
A. Lamont is resident NY and was harmed.  Bernstein hired and Iviewit hired Proskauer Rose of NY, the crime allegedly continues in NY.
B. Crimes committed through NY firm and relegated to various state agencies by Proskauer and Foley. 

III. 11th Amendment Immunity

A. Public obligation – monetary is not only relief and the municipalities must be cleaned of corruption.  Request includes injunctive relief and relief to force the infiltrated municipalities to do their jobs.
B. The municipalities actually acted in these matters, whether infiltrated or not.  All needs to be confronted before court.  Anderson needs to be heard to resolution with time for Plaintiffs to analyze and examine her fact set.
C. If AG’s in ny and va are now sued due to discovery of how conspiracy was run, would Proskauer represent them in NY and would Foley represent in VA.  It has become learned that a Proskauer partner, Michael A. Cardozo is Corporation Counsel of the City of New York, The Law Department, the third-largest law firm in New York City, represents the City.  “As New York City’s 77th Corporation Counsel – and chief legal officer of New York City – Michael A. Cardozo serves as legal counsel to the Mayor, elected officials, the City and its agencies. Mr. Cardozo has served as Corporation Counsel since January 1, 2002, the second longest tenure since New York City established the position in 1683 and the longest-serving Corporation Counsel since the 1880s.”
  Mr. Cardozo joined Proskauer as an associate in 1967. He became a partner. in 1974 and left to take a city job right as the Iviewit matters were discovered and Proskauer’s activities being uncovered and complaints filed in New York.  With defendants Kaye and Krane this locks up the New York legal process and acts to protect Proskauer Rose where they all have interests. 
D. Cordozo’s offices are now counsel on behalf of defendants in a related case 07 Civ. 11612 (SAS) Luisa C. Esposito v. The State of New York, et al. to Anderson and again as Proskauer has interests it is presumed that such influence may be to stave off prosecution in any of the Anderson related cases and it is presumed that a conflicts check was completed by all members involved in those matters under the direction of Cardozo and his offices.
E. Acted ultra virus and directly
F. Foley and Lardner represents Commonwealth of Virginia and it agencies.

IV. Absolute or Quasi Absolute Immunity

V. The Complaint Fails to State a Claim
A. Foley must have missed the exhibits or most of them.

B. Regarding failing to state specific actors this will take a second amended but see predicate act sheet which lamont will have in excel pointing to each crime and each count and who did what to overcome that objection if counted by the Court.

VI. Civil Rights Claims are Time Barred against the Virginia Defendants

A. Rights denied 

B. Anderson starts clock here.

VII. Statue of Limitations claims

A. Anderson starts clock anew
B. Without resolution and discovery in Anderson, the many links to possible public office corruptions are still largely unknown and thus no defendant can be released from the complaint, at minimum until that time that Anderson is fully resolved.

C. Complaints were filed but denied due process in the Proskauer v. Iviewit case as described in amended.

D. Case was brought to FBI who has lost case files and investigator with no decisions made, etc.

E. Case was brought to Florida Supreme Court and United States Supreme Court where due process and procedure was denied due to corruptions stated within amended.

F. Criminal enterprise spearheaded by Foley and Proskauer continues to collect stolen royalties.
VIII. 1983 Claim to be added to amended complaint as it was left off accidentally
IX. COUNT THIRTEEN
42 usc 1983 Deprivation of rights and conspiracy to deprive rights under the first and fourteenth

A. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through ___ as though fully set forth herein.

B. The 1st DDC is a division of the First Department Court, and is therefore part of the New York State court system.  As part of the New York State court system, the DDC is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

C. The 2nd DDC is a division of the Second Department Court, and is therefore part of the New York State court system.  As part of the New York State court system, the 2nd DDC is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

D. The First Department Court is part of the New York State court system.  As part of the New York State court system, the First Department Court is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

E. The Second Department Court is part of the New York State court system.  As part of the New York State court system, the Second Department Court is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

F. The TFB is a division of the FSC, and is therefore part of the Florida State court system.  As part of the Florida State court system, the TFB is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

G. The FSC is part of the Florida State court system.  As part of the Florida State court system, the FSC is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

H. The VSB is a division of the Virginia Supreme Court, and is therefore part of the Virginia State court system.  As part of the Virginia State court system, the VSBB is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

I. The FSC is part of the Florida State court system.  As part of the Florida State court system, the FSC is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

J. The Virginia Supreme Court is part of the Virginia State court system.   As part of the Florida State court system, the FSC is obligated to administer justice in a fair and honest manner.

K. The 1st DDC, 2nd DDC, First Department Court, Second Department Court, TFB, FSC, VSB, The Virginia Supreme Court are arms of the their respective States and thus “state actors” within the meaning of §1983.  

L. Plaintiffs have a Constitutional right to a fair and impartial, honest judicial system, free from corruption and bias, with impartial arbiters of the law.  Through the conduct set forth herein and through Anderson, including but not limited to their conduct in denying Plaintiffs access to fair and honest court proceedings, all defendants, collectively and each one of them individually, have engaged in actions and abuses which violate and Plaintiffs their Constitutional rights, including rights to due process and equal protection of the law, as provided under the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution.  

M. Through the conduct set forth herein, including but not limited to their conduct to deny Plaintiffs access to fair and honest proceeding, and by colluding in bad faith through various acts, all, including but not limited to, Cover Up Participants, collectively and each one them individually and through the use of State court agencies, engaged in actions and abuses which violate and deny Plaintiffs of their Constitutional rights, including the right to petition the government under the First Amendment to the Constitution of the United States.

N. As a direct and proximate result of said acts, Plaintiffs have suffered and continue to suffer extreme financial loss, extreme loss of security in the Legal System and Judicial Process, emotional pain and suffering, loss of enjoyment of life, and lost trust of the legal system and lawyers and those charged with upholding ethical standards within the legal system, and in the courts.

O. As a result of defendants denying Plaintiffs’ rights, Plaintiffs are now and will continue to suffer irreparable injury and monetary damages, as well as damages for mental anguish and humiliation.  Plaintiffs are entitled to damages to the amount of sustained to date and continuing in excess of at least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS ($1,000,000,000,000) as well as punitive damages, costs and attorney's fees.

X. That immunity for any of the State actors and agencies should not be granted in any capacity as they acted directly through their organizations to commit the acts stated herein, using the agencies and courts letterheads to deny due process through violations of official duties and where both officially and individually acting to deny due process through the capacity of their official organizations and where the organizations should also be held accountable and cupable. 

A. State agencies were directly involved in the denial of due process and are directly responsible for their employees and officers. 
B. State agencies must not be dismissed, nor their actors as if this were the case, it would allow state agencies to commit crimes with no oversight claiming personal, absolute and 11th amendment immunity any time crimes were committed by the state agencies through their employees and officers inapposite the Constitution which claims that no one is above the law.
C. The defense of the state actors may indicate how conflicts and violations of public office remain to act to preclude due process and procedure.  If the due process comes through AG we find that Spitzer of New York who retains Proskauer as counsel and Proskauer as counsel to state of NY through Cardozo and now Virginia through Foley and Lardner, act to continue to block.  The defendants all seek AG protections in NY and VA for counsel and whereby the AG’s may be involved as the source of block, this sets up further conflict.
D. Case law

E. Precedent setting case in many areas regarding almost all claims, which will require Court making opinion in areas never before charted, as example with the patents and the failure of the USPTO to respond to requests for suspensions, the investigation of possible corruption affecting the rights of due process at the highest level of government, the rights of inventors at risk by those trusted to guard them, etc.

F. Case law for Motions to dismiss whether true or not in prior specific cases, would have to have a similar set of denial of due process claims against analogous state actors to have a substantive bearing on these matters.

� � HYPERLINK "http://www.nyc.gov/html/law/downloads/pdf/mac_bio.pdf" ��http://www.nyc.gov/html/law/downloads/pdf/mac_bio.pdf� from Michael A. Cordozo biography.





