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Eliot Laurence Spitzer

Governor 

State of New York
RE: Iviewit Complaint

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM

Please accept and return the following statement of conflict before continuing further with Investigation into the Iviewit Complaint Herein.

This conflict of interest form is designed to ensure that the review of the enclosed discourse with the New York Governor, Eliot Spitzer’s Office will not be biased by any conflicting financial interest or any other interest by those reviewers responsible for the handling of this complaint with the main alleged perpetrators of the crimes cited in these matters.   Particularly in New York and Florida where prior Conflicts of Interest have been identified and confirmed with Senior Ranking Officers of the courts and disciplinary systems, conflict disclosure is requested in advance of ANY decision to prevent further Appearances of Impropriety.
Disclosure forms with "Yes" answers to either or both of the following questions are requested not to open the remainder of the document and instead forward the matters on to the next available reviewer that is free of conflict that can sign and complete the disclosure.  As many of the alleged perpetrators are large law firms and perhaps officers of federal, state and local law enforcement agencies or the courts, careful review of those named herein is pertinent in your handling of these matters without cause for becoming inadvertently involved in them.

I.
Do you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate have, any direct, or in any outside entity, indirect relation to the following parties to the proceeding of the matters you are reviewing: 

1.                  Proskauer Rose, LLP

Alan S. Jaffe - Chairman Of The Board - ("Jaffe"); Kenneth Rubenstein - ("Rubenstein"); Robert Kafin - Managing Partner - ("Kafin"); Christopher C. Wheeler - ("Wheeler"); Steven C. Krane - ("Krane"); Stephen R. Kaye - ("S. Kaye") and in his estate with New York Supreme Court Chief Judge Judith Kaye (“J. Kaye”); Matthew Triggs - ("Triggs"); Christopher Pruzaski - ("Pruzaski"); Mara Lerner Robbins - ("Robbins"); Donald Thompson - ("Thompson"); Gayle Coleman; David George; George A. Pincus; Gregg Reed; Leon Gold - ("Gold"); Albert Gortz - ("Gortz"); Marcy Hahn-Saperstein; Kevin J. Healy - ("Healy"); Stuart Kapp; Ronald F. Storette; Chris Wolf; Jill Zammas; FULL LIST OF 601 liable Proskauer Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Proskauer partner, affiliate, company, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Proskauer ROSE LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Proskauer related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Proskauer").

2.                  MELTZER, LIPPE, GOLDSTEIN, WOLF & SCHLISSEL, P.C.
Lewis Melzter - ("Meltzer"); Raymond Joao - ("Joao"); Frank Martinez - ("Martinez"); Kenneth Rubenstein - ("Rubenstein"); FULL LIST OF 34 Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. liable Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. partner, affiliate, company, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MLGWS").  

3.                  FOLEY & LARDNER

Ralf Boer ("Boer"); Michael Grebe (“Grebe”); Christopher Kise (“Kise”); William J. Dick - ("Dick"); Steven C. Becker - ("Becker"); Douglas Boehm - ("Boehm"); Barry Grossman - ("Grossman"); Jim Clark - ("Clark"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Foley & Lardner partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Foley & Lardner; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Foley & Lardner related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Foley").

4.                  Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP

Richard Schiffrin - ("Schiffrin"); Andrew Barroway - ("Barroway"); Krishna Narine - ("Narine"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("SB").

5.                  Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP
Norman Zafman - ("Zafman"); Thomas Coester - ("Coester"); Farzad Ahmini - ("Ahmini"); George Hoover - ("Hoover"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("BSTZ").

6.                  Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP 

Martyn W. Molyneaux - ("Molyneaux"); Michael Dockterman - ("Dockterman"); FULL LIST OF 198 Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP liable Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("WHAD").

7.                  Christopher & Weisberg, P.A.
Alan M. Weisberg - ("Weisberg"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Christopher & Weisberg, P.A. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Christopher & Weisberg, P.A.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Christopher & Weisberg, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("CW").

8.                  YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL PATENT OFFICE 

Masaki Yamakawa - ("Yamakawa"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Yamakawa International Patent Office partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Yamakawa International Patent Office; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Yamakawa International Patent Office related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Yamakawa").

9.                  GOLDSTEIN LEWIN & CO.

Donald J. Goldstein - ("Goldstein"); Gerald R. Lewin - ("Lewin"); Erika Lewin - ("E. Lewin"); Mark R. Gold; Paul Feuerberg; Salvatore Bochicchio; Marc H. List; David A. Katzman; Robert H. Garick; Robert C. Zeigen; Marc H. List; Lawrence A. Rosenblum; David A. Katzman; Brad N. Mciver; Robert Cini; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Goldstein & Lewin Co. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Goldstein & Lewin Co.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Goldstein & Lewin Co. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Goldstein").

10.              INTEL, Real 3d, Inc. (SILICON GRAPHICS, INC., LOCKHEED MARTIN & INTEL) & RYJO
Gerald Stanley - ("Stanley"); Ryan Huisman - ("Huisman"); RYJO - ("RYJO"); Tim Connolly - ("Connolly"); Steve Cochran; David Bolton; Rosalie Bibona - ("Bibona"); Connie Martin; Richard Gentner; Steven A. Behrens; Matt Johannsen; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO; Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Intel/R3D").

11.              Tiedemann Investment Group

Bruce T. Prolow ("Prolow"); Carl Tiedemann ("C. Tiedemann"); Andrew Philip Chesler; Craig L. Smith; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Tiedemann Investment Group partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Tiedemann Investment Group and any other Tiedemann Investment Group related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Tiedemann").

12.              Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners

Stephen J. Warner - ("Warner"); Ren  P. Eichenberger - ("Eichenberger"); H. Hickman  Hank  Powell - ("Powell"); Maurice Buchsbaum - ("Buchsbaum"); Eric Chen - ("Chen"); Avi Hersh; Matthew Shaw - ("Shaw"); Bruce W. Shewmaker - ("Shewmaker"); Ravi M. Ugale - ("Ugale"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners and any other Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Crossbow").

13.              BROAD & CASSEL
James J. Wheeler - ("J. Wheeler"); Kelly Overstreet Johnson - ("Johnson"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Broad & Cassell partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Broad & Cassell and any other Broad & Cassell related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("BC").

14.              FORMER IVIEWIT MANAGEMENT & BOARD

Brian G. Utley/Proskauer Referred Management - ("Utley"); Raymond Hersh - ("Hersh")/; Michael Reale - ("Reale")/Proskauer Referred Management; Rubenstein/Proskauer Rose Shareholder in Iviewit - Advisory Board; Wheeler/Proskauer Rose Shareholder in Iviewit - Advisory Board; Dick/Foley & Lardner - Advisory Board, Boehm/Foley & Lardner - Advisory Board; Becker/Foley & Lardner; Advisory Board; Joao/Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe & Schlissel - Advisory Board; Kane/Goldman Sachs - Board Director; Lewin/Goldstein Lewin - Board Director;  Ross Miller, Esq. (“Miller”), Prolow/Tiedemann Prolow II - Board Director; Powell/Crossbow Ventures/Proskauer Referred Investor - Board Director; Maurice Buchsbaum - Board Director; Stephen Warner - Board Director; Simon L. Bernstein – Board Director (“S. Bernstein”); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Former Iviewit Management & Board partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Former Iviewit Management & Board and any other Former Iviewit Management & Board related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Iviewit Executive").

15.              FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - WEST PALM BEACH FLORIDA:
Judge Jorge LABARGA - ("Labarga"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - WEST PALM BEACH FLORIDA staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("15C").

16.                THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE 

Thomas Cahill - ("Cahill"); Joseph Wigley - ("Wigley"); Steven Krane, any other John Doe ("John Doe") of THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("First Dept DDC").

17.              THE FLORIDA BAR

Lorraine Christine Hoffman - ("Hoffman"); Eric Turner - ("Turner"); Kenneth Marvin - ("Marvin"); Anthony Boggs - ("Boggs"); Joy A. Bartmon - ("Bartmon"); Kelly Overstreet Johnson - ("Johnson"); Jerald Beer - ("Beer"); Matthew Triggs; Christopher or James Wheeler; any other John Doe ("John Doe") The Florida Bar staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("TFB")

18.              MPEGLA, LLC.

Columbia University; Fujitsu Limited; General Instrument Corp; Lucent Technologies Inc.; Matsushita Electric Industrial Co., Ltd.; Mitsubishi Electric Corp.; Philips Electronics N.V. (Philips); Scientific Atlanta, Inc.; Sony Corp. (Sony); EXTENDED LIST OF MPEGLA LICENSEES AND LICENSORS; any other John Doe MPEGLA, LLC. Partner, Associate, Engineer, Of Counsel or Employee; any other John Doe ("John Doe") MPEGLA, LLC partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to MPEGLA, LLC and any other MPEGLA, LLC related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MPEGLA").

19.              DVD6C LICENSING GROUP
Toshiba Corporation; Hitachi, Ltd.; Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. Ltd.; Mitsubishi Electric Corporation; Time Warner Inc.; Victor Company Of Japan, Ltd.; EXTENDED DVD6C DEFENDANTS; any other John Doe DVD6C LICENSING GROUP  Partner, Associate, Engineer, Of Counsel or Employee; any other John Doe ("John Doe") DVD6C LICENSING GROUP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to DVD6C LICENSING GROUP and any other DVD6C LICENSING GROUP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("DVD6C").

20. Harrison Goodard Foote incorporating Brewer & Son
Martyn Molyneaux, Esq. (“Molyneaux”); Any other John Doe ("John Doe") Harrison Goodard Foote (incorporating Brewer & Son) partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Harrison Goodard Goote incorporating Brewer & Son and any other related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("HGF").

21. Lawrence DiGiovanna
Chairman of the Grievance Committee of the Second Judicial Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee; 

22. James E. Peltzer
Clerk of the Court of the Appellate Division, Supreme Court of the State of New York, Second Judicial Department; 
23. Diana Kearse
Chief Counsel to the Grievance Committee of the Second Judicial Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee; 
24. Houston & ShaHady, P.A.
any other John Doe ("John Doe") Houston & ShaHAdy, P.A., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Houston & ShaHAdy, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("HS").
25. Furr & Cohen, P.a. 
any other John Doe ("John Doe") Furr & Cohen, P.a., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Furr & Cohen, P.a. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("FC").
26. Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A.
any other John Doe ("John Doe") Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
27. The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. 
Jeffrey Friedstein (“Friedstein”); Sheldon Friedstein (S. Friedstein”), Donald G. Kane (“Kane”); any other John Doe ("John Doe") The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. and any other related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("GS").
28. David b. Simon, Esq. (“D. Simon”)

29. Sachs Saxs & klein, pa
any other John Doe ("John Doe") Sachs Saxs & klein, pa, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Sachs Saxs & klein, pa related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
30. Huizenga Holdings Incorporated
any other John Doe ("John Doe") Huizenga Holdings Incorporated affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Huizenga Holdings Incorporated related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
31. Eliot I. Bernstein (“Bernstein”)
a resident of the State of California, and former President (Acting) of Iviewit Holdings, Inc. and its affiliates and subsidiaries and the founder of Iviewit and principal inventor of its technology.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Bernstein").
32. P. Stephen Lamont, (“Lamont”)
a resident of the State of New York, and former Chief Executive Officer (Acting) of Iviewit Holdings, Inc. and all of its affiliates and subsidiaries.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Lamont"); and
33. Any other known or unknown person or known or unknown entity
not named herein that will cause your review of the complaint you are charged with investigating to be biased by any conflicting past, present, or future financial interest or any other interest? 

NO 



YES (please describe below)

II.
Do you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate, receive salary or other remuneration or financial considerations from any entity related to the enclosed parties to the proceeding of the matters?

NO 



YES (please describe below)
III.
Have you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate, had any prior conversations with any person related to the proceeding of the Iviewit or related matters?

NO 



YES (please describe below)

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements in this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM are true and correct.  Executed on this __ day of ________ 2007 the foregoing statements in this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM are true.  I am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties, including possible culpability in the attempted murder of the inventor Eliot Bernstein and his wife and children in a car bombing attempt on their lives. I agree to accept responsibility for the unbiased review, and presentation of findings to the appropriate party(ies) who also have executed this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM.  A lack of signature will serve as evidence that I have accepted this document in the event that I continue to represent the matters without signing such first.

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________
Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

If you are unable to sign such document and are therefore unable to continue to further pursue these matters, then a statement of whom we may contact in situations where you may be in conflict with the matters would be necessary.  A mailed copy can be sent to:
Iviewit

Eliot I. Bernstein
39 Little Ave.

Red Bluff, CA 96080

(530) 529-4110

Iviewit@iviewit.tv 
Assuming you are able to proceed with the matters with an affirmed statement that you have no conflict with the matters or those involved with the matters, following is a letter requesting action in the Iviewit matters, you may read the letter free of signing this conflict but further investigation or determination would require prior signature of this COI Disclosure:

P. Stephen Lamont

Former Chief Executive Officer (Acting)

and 

Eliot I. Bernstein
Founder and Inventor
By Facsimile & Email
Friday, September 07, 2007 14:55:07
Eliot Laurence Spitzer

New York State Governor

State Capitol

Executive Chamber

Albany, NY 12224

Re:  Request for Immediate Investigation and Oversight of Public Officials Pertaining to the Theft of Intellectual Property from Iviewit
, Fraud Upon the United States Patent and Trademark Office, and New York State Officials' Violations of: Due Process and Procedure, Conflicts of Interest, Violations of New York Public Offices and the Appearances of Impropriety

Dear Governor Spitzer:

This request relates to all of the following: 

· Thomas J. Cahill, former Chief Counsel of First Department Judicial Departmental Disciplinary Committee;

· Stephen Kaye (deceased) formerly of Proskauer Rose and his spouse;

· Chief Judge Judith Kaye of the State of New York Court of Appeals;

· Kenneth Rubenstein of Proskauer Rose and Chief Counsel of MPEGLA LLC;

· Proskauer Rose LLP;

· Steven C. Krane, former New York State Bar Association President, Officer of the Supreme Court of New York Appellate Division and member of Proskauer Rose LLP;

· Dianna Maxfield Kearse, Chief Counsel of the Grievance Committee For the Second and Eleventh Judicial Districts;

· Lawrence F. DiGiovanna, Chairman of the Grievance Committee for the Second and Eleventh Judicial Districts;
· James E. Pelzer, Clerk of the Court, Appellate Division Second Judicial Department;
· Foley and Lardner LLP;

· Raymond Anthony Joao, Esq. and his former law firm;

· Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe and Schlissel, LLP;

· In addition, Iviewit is seeking oversight of the August 16, 2007 Formal Complaint of Iviewit with the State of New York Commission of Investigation "Commission"), attached herein.
Moreover, I write to you at the request of the Commission of Investigation whereby we were directed to your offices regarding oversight and review of a complaint filed against senior ranking members of the New York Courts and New York Disciplinary Departments. The Commission's Deputy Commissioner & Chief Counsel, Anthony Cartusciello ("Cartusciello"), claims to have no oversight authority internally and he claims that he has no direct report at the Commission we can speak with to validate his actions, certain actions which impart a possible appearance of impropriety.
Referencing the attached August 19, 2007 complaint 
 (“Complaint #2) of Iviewit with the State of New York Commission of Investigation, and their August 29, 2007 response
 and by way of introduction, I am P. Stephen Lamont, former Acting CEO of Iviewit and a significant shareholder in Iviewit writing with my co-author Eliot I. Bernstein, the Founder of Iviewit (counsel advised all Iviewit executives to resign their posts and work along side Iviewit rather than within Iviewit, as the former Board of Directors, Counsel and Accountants, disbanded the companies without requisite notice to Shareholders in violation of law, thereby leaving massive liability and exposure), with more than a fifteen year track record as a multimedia technology and consumer electronics licensing executive and holder of a J.D. in Intellectual Property Law, an M.B.A in Finance, and a B.S. in Industrial Engineering.  Furthermore, I write to request the immediate investigation of the above referenced individuals and oversight of the August 16, 2007 complaint to the Commission and their response, all advising your Office of a conspiratorial pattern of frauds, deceits, and misrepresentations that runs so wide and so deep that it tears at the very fabric of what has become to be know as due process in this country in general and the State of New York's public offices in particular.

These factual matters pertain to Thomas J. Cahill's, the Chief Counsel of the First Department Judicial Departmental Disciplinary Committee, masterminding of a scheme to indefinitely delay complaints against Proskauer Rose LLP, Mr. Cahill himself, former New York State Bar Association President and Proskauer partner Steven C. Krane, Proskauer Partner Kenneth Rubenstein the holder of cross conflicts of interest roles as Chief Counsel for MPEG LA a multimedia patent pool licensing organization and Iviewit patent counsel, Proskauer Rose, LLP the firm and finally a patent attorney for Iviewit retained by Proskauer, Raymond Joao of Yonkers, N.Y.

Moreover, it has also been factually alleged that attorney Steven C. Krane initially interceded, with Mr. Thomas Cahill's knowledge and consent, in handling disciplinary complaints involving and against himself, his Proskauer partners and the firm.  At that very same time he was handling those complaints he was associated with the First Department and the most influential member of the disciplinary process, failing to disclose these obvious conflicts in advance of his involvement, the key to delaying matters for three years before being discovered by Iviewit and exposed that Krane was handling complaints while a member of the department.  It should be clear at this juncture that Mr. Thomas Cahill, Steven C. Krane, Dianna Maxfield Kearse, Lawrence F. DiGiovanna, James E. Pelzer, and Judith Kaye are public officials of the State of New York, and that all individuals fit squarely within the jurisdiction of your Office to oversight, all have direct involvement in aiding and abetting the crimes cited herein.

Moreover, as the matters have further progressed outside the confines of the State of New York, there are numerous ongoing investigations including but not limited to:

1. U.S. House of Representatives Judiciary Committee under the leadership of Chairman John Conyers, 

2. U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee under the leadership of Senator Patrick Leahy, 

3. Federal Bureau of Investigation of Professional Responsibility under H. Marshall Jarrett, 

4. Department of Justice Office of Inspector General, Glenn Fine,

5. Honorable Senator Dianne Feinstein, 

6. Institute of Professional Representatives before the European Patent Office (epi) under Chris P. Mercer, President,

7. United States Patent and Trademark Office - Office of Enrollment & Discipline, Director Harry I. Moatz (currently formerly investigating Rubenstein, Joao and approximately 7 other attorneys and law firms), 

8. United States Patent and Trademark Office under Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Jon W. Dudas, currently has suspended patent applications pending investigation of charges of Fraud on the United States Patent & Trademark Office committed by attorneys licensed with the Federal Patent Bar.  

Whereby upon formal written request at the direction of Moatz, charges of fraud on the United States Patent and Trademark Office were filed by Iviewit and its lead investor Crossbow Ventures (whose funds are 2/3 SBIC loans) to suspend the intellectual property applications pending formal investigations; the Patent Commissioner's office approved such petition which was signed by the true inventors and Iviewit's largest investor Crossbow Ventures, whose funds were two thirds SBIC loans from the SBA and others.

Iviewit is requesting that your offices: (i) begin immediate oversight of the investigations of all those New York participants and ongoing investigations mentioned herein (for the crimes, cited please see Exhibit 2, under its attached Exhibit 2, relating to the series of crimes committed within the State of New York); (ii) to take an oversight role in the handling of the complaints filed with the New York Commission of Investigation, thus ensuring a conflict free review; (iii) to force execution of Iviewit's form of Conflict of Interest ("COI") disclosure to any/all investigators of these matters, attached herein, prior to any determinations; (iv) contact all investigators of ongoing related investigations in New York to notify them of your offices involvement in these matters, demand a total updated report as to where they stand, as they relate to the New York crimes committed in the theft of intellectual property from Iviewit, fraud on the United States and foreign nations, fraud on the United States Patent & Trademark Offices, violations of NY Public Offices by officers of the Supreme Court of New York and its disciplinary departments (1st Dept and 2nd Dept), actions resulting in the subterfuge of complaints against the alleged perpetrators in New York; and (v) require all officials within your offices and any other reporting agency, including yourself, to set a standard of ethical care with strict adherence to ethics in mandating signed and affirmed COI disclosures, whereby the case at hand already involves allegations of corruption with the senior most ranking officials (who all have conflicting interests in Iviewit) of the New York Supreme Courts, including Chief Judge Judith Kaye, her deceased Proskauer husband Stephen Kaye and her former law Clerk, Krane, the leading disciplinary figure in the New York disciplinary system at the time of the crimes.  Whereby the success of the crime so far has been the failure of the legal community to adhere to conflict standards, and in fact, across the country, attorneys and judges alike are found violating those codes of conduct at the highest level, as if above the law of the United States and New York.  All found those named herein found with vested interest in Proskauer Rose and Iviewit, causing undeniable conflicts.

Where after due deliberation and unanimous consent, five Justices of the First Department determined, based on a massive filing of evidence, to have the matters and several of the key accused (Krane, Cahill, Rubenstein and Joao) formally INVESTIGATED, investigations that have been derailed, leading to finding a myriad more of conflicts.

Further, with conflicts and violations of public office being ordered for investigation by the Supreme Court of New York Appellate Division: First Department and whereby the Second Department charged with investigating failed to investigate the matters, instead dismissing upon review the Court Order for INVESTIGATION, we ask for a true and proper investigation to be oversighted by your offices, conducted according to procedural rules and whereby conflict screening is a priority.  The prior order for investigation was dismissed without having the accused put forth even a response to the court order in their defense, without contacting any witnesses, without contacting any other federal investigating body and with investigators acting in later admitted conflict and continuing to act despite conflict.  In fact, dismissals, mired in further conflict, were issued on some of the key accused (Rubenstein and Joao) who are under federal patent bar investigation for similar federal crimes that have led to patent suspensions being issued, pending ongoing investigations of fraud on the United States Patent and Trademark Office by both the Commissioner of Patents and Harry I. Moatz, Director of Office and Enrollment for the USPTO.

It remains a mystery how these cases were dismissed in NY while federal investigations were underway in similar crimes alleged, that can only be answered by finding that the New York investigators were wholly conflicted with Proskauer (who also is pro-bono counsel to the New York Courts), Kaye and Krane.  The investigators then even admitted conflicts existed with administering the court order with both Krane and Kaye and yet they continued to act despite admitted conflicts and again we ask your offices to review and oversight all past investigations and those investigators charged with investigating, especially where conflict was already proved.  Once conflict was admitted by the investigators, complaints were filed exposing those conflicts but the very investigators accused handled their own complaints and refused complaints against themselves to be filed or docketed formally and thus denied due process according to NY State Law and the New York Constitution.  Also of note is that for his role in the original conflicts and violations of public office, Thomas Cahill was ordered to be investigated by Special Inquiry, conducted by Martin Gold, which also seems to have been subterfuged to continue the cover up, again we are looking for your offices to oversight this matter that has disappeared entirely.

Finally, a complaint was recently memorialized with the Commission of Investigation in New York, whereby a COI disclosure was attached for signing by any member handling the matters prior to any determination, due to the prior conflicts and nature of the positions of the individuals charged within the New York Judicial system, which was wholly ignored.  In fact, after speaking with Chief Counsel, Anthony Cartusciello regarding the failure to sign the COI prior to issuing his dismissed on review letter, his response was almost beyond belief as he stated that there was no law requiring anyone to sign such request and therefore the Commission and he were not signing.  Despite his admission that he was an attorney which subjected him and the other attorneys on the Committee to ethics rules and regulations for public officers and licensed attorneys, ethics that demand that all public officers and lawyers maintain the highest level of integrity to protect the sanctity of the New York Courts and Judicial institutions, which require disclosure of any/all conflicts.  Yet, Cartusciello was resilient in his belief that without express law or orders from above (citing your office and the Governor's office) to sign the COI, that the Commission did not feel signing in advance of determination to be required, despite the almost impossible conflicts that arise with the accused senior officials who control many facets of New York law and the Courts and their possible influence upon the Committee of Investigation members.  In fact, the crime is also under review at the FBI OPR and DOJ OIG offices with allegations that these crimes have been denied due process from a top down block elevating to the highest levels of the Executive, Judicial and Legislative branches and similarly a top down in the states of New York and Florida where due process has been denied entirely due to conflicts already discovered and proven with senior members of the courts in those states.

When asked if John P. Cahill of the Committee was in any way related to Thomas Cahill, we were met with an answer equally disturbing in that Cartusciello stated he did not believe they were related, further claiming he may have asked once before but could not remember the answer, feigning an air of no concern.  The initial intake officer for the Complaint #1 was advised of our concerns in advance, assured us that issues of conflicts would be fully addressed prior to determination, and, that the Commission would check on the relation of Cahill and others at the Committee for conflicts, whom almost all may be conflicted in these matters for a myriad of reasons.  Instead, all of these requests were neglected and an instant determination
 was made.  It also is of note, that the Commission has made the speediest determination or rush to injustice in the history of investigations centering around these matters, as it took them a bit over a week to make their decision in a matter that has several formal investigations both federally and internationally now entering over six years and where the number of complaints is extensive with several of the filings containing thousands of pages of documentary evidence, exhibit and witness filed in the State of New York.  Thus, we are asking that your offices demand that the Commission re-review the complaint, after each member involved in the initial complaint signs a COI disclosure as attached to that complaint and in instances whereby refusal to sign should cause immediate investigation of your offices of those members for further appearance of impropriety and cause dismissal of that investigator for possible conflict until affirmation that everyone involved is conflict free.

Finally, in speaking with Chief Counsel Cartusciello for the Commission, we were advised to send a second formal complaint for investigation to the Commission which is the attached Exhibit 2 and here we asked that the Commission, upon refusal to sign the COI disclosure form, turn the matter over to the next highest level of non-conflicted investigator in either the State of New York or federally with explanation of why signing a COI disclosure was unacceptable returning the complaint, all prior to making any further determination on complaint #2.  Thus, if the continued failure to have full disclosure in advance of determination, in light of the prior conflicts and appearances of impropriety at the highest levels of the New York courts with now close to six individuals and two law firms, we ask that your offices force the Commission to issue a retraction of the decision in the initial complaint, emphasizing the reason for such as failure to sign an extensive COI disclosure and we then ask your offices to introduce new legislation to force such disclosure in the State of New York upon written request by any Complainant against any Public Official.  Nothing to hide, there should be no reason to hide from affirmed written verification that an investigator, public officer or reviewer have no conflicts, especially where prior issues have surfaced and new one have been found, etc., all causing a huge stain on the New York legal system which could lead to a shattering of confidence in the entirety of the New York courts and disciplinary departments with citizens of New York.  It should not be the job of the citizen to find the conflicts of public officers after the fact, especially where refusal to so sign a statement makes that job even more frustrating for everyone involved.

In responding to the August 19, 2007 complaint #2, Cartusciello on August 29, 2007, again almost overnight, decided himself on behalf of the Commission of Investigation to refuse the matters for investigation, although all of the matters cited are within the Commissions jurisdiction.  Again, Cartusciello with no COI disclosure signed and inapposite of the request to not make determination without such signature, acts, imparting that it was the Commission that made the determination and later admitting it was his call without any Commission members seeing Complaint #2.  In fact, the Complaint #2 was not filed separately as he told us it would be, stating it was merged with Complaint #1 and these actions already lead one to conclude that foul play exists, as the Complaint #2 was supposed to get a full Commission review.  This wholly embarks an appearance of impropriety again; as Complaint #2 asks that if COI cannot be signed to please return the case before conducting further actions or making further determinations and with utter disregard, determination was again rushed by Cartusciello.  

This letter poses several challenges as Anthony Cartusciello again acts on behalf of the Commission and instead of resubmitting the Complaint #1 and submitting a new Complaint #2 to be reviewed by the Commission and to be formally docketed as a second case.  Instead he acted in his sole capacity to make such second determination, only consulting with Anthony Hellmer and forgoing any involvement of the Commission that he attempted to claim made the decision initially.  When asked for his direct report and to be transferred to Commissioner Alfred D. Lerner, Chairman, he refused the request to speak with Mr. Lerner, a public official charged with the Commission oversight and directed us instead to your offices to seek review and oversight of his actions.  Mr. Lerner has failed to return our calls this week and again this leaves your offices responsible to oversight such Committee.
In your response to this formal complaint and notice to your offices, please provide, where available, the formal docketed complaint numbers (case numbers) with a list of all participating investigators or officers making determination for your offices.  We also ask that your offices retain the records of these matters, inapposite of any established record retention laws, for a period of no less than twenty years as they have become part of a broader matter involving intellectual properties and may become vital to preserving intellectual property rights in accordance with Article 1, Section 8, Clause 8 of the United States Constitution.  Further, as several investigations, including those mentioned herein, already involve missing or severed documents being transmitted or lost at investigative agencies, we are requesting that all documents be formally docketed and signed for, all pages of all documents and exhibits, so as to assure the veracity of the information for possible oversight investigations in the future.  It would ensure validity of the documents your offices receive by sending back a copy of all/any documents to Iviewit for verification, as there have been an abundance of fraudulent documents, including outright switching of Iviewit documents to federal and international authorities and file cleansing, to further complicate matters. 

Finally, these matters remain a matter of life and death with the bombing attempt of inventor Bernstein's family's minivan, which since some of the alleged conspirators of that attempt are believed to be the same as named in this complaint, we therefore request a prompt reply.

Thank you for your time and consideration to these matters and we look forward to the response from your Office.  A wealth of information can be found at all of the following: 

http://www.iviewit.tv 
http://exposecorruptcourts.blogspot.com/2007/07/court-overhaul-begins-disciplinary.html 
http://www.iviewit.tv/supremecourtexhibitgallery 

http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/oneofthesedays/index.htm 

http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/Book/index.htm 

http://iviewit.tv/Image%20Gallery/auto/1.htm for graphic car bombing images

Very truly yours,

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC.
By:


Eliot I. Bernstein

Founder and Inventor

And


P. Stephen Lamont


Former Acting CEO

e copy and/or cc: 


Select Members of the House and Senate Judiciary Committee’s

Senator Dianne Feinstein

The Honorable Inspector General, Department of Justice, Glenn Fine

Director of the Office of Enrollment & Discipline, United States Patent & Trademark Office, Harry I. Moatz

The Honorable Inspector General, Department of Commerce, Johnnie Frazier

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Jon W. Dudas

Select Iviewit Shareholders and other Debenture Holders both know and unknown

Exhibit 1 - List of Iviewit Companies
1. Iviewit Technologies, Inc. - DL

2. UVIEW.COM, INC. – DL

3. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – DL

4. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – DL

5. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – FL

6. IVIEWIT.COM, INC. – FL

7. IVIEWIT.COM, INC. - DL

8. I.C., INC. – FL

9. IVIEWIT.COM LLC – DL

10. IVIEWIT LLC – DL

11. IVIEWIT CORPORATION – FL

12. IVIEWIT, INC.  –  FL

13. IVIEWIT, INC. – DEL

14.  Any other john doe iviewit company not known at this time

*Certain companies were opened without board or management knowledge to facilitate the herein described crimes

Exhibit 2 – August 16, 2007 Complaint filed with commission of investigation #2

See attached adobe file

“2007 08 16 Commission of Investigation NY Final.doc” if this was an electronic communication

& 

this document contains a separate exhibit,

Exhibit 3 - Patent Suspension Request and Reply
See attached pdf document “USPTO Suspension Notices.pdf”

if this was an electronic communication

CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM

Please accept and return the following statement of conflict before continuing further with Investigation into the Iviewit Complaint Herein.

This conflict of interest form is designed to ensure that the review of the enclosed discourse with the New York Commission of Investigation will not be biased by any conflicting financial interest or any other interest by those reviewers responsible for the handling of this complaint with the main alleged perpetrators of the crimes cited in these matters. 

Disclosure forms with "Yes" answers to either or both of the following questions are requested not to open the remainder of the document and instead forward the matters on to the next available reviewer that is free of conflict that can sign and complete the disclosure.  As many of these alleged perpetrators are large law firms and perhaps officers of federal, state and local law enforcement agencies or the courts, careful review of those named herein is pertinent in your handling of these matters without cause for becoming inadvertently involved in them.

I.
Do you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate have, any direct, or in any outside entity, indirect relation to the following parties to the proceeding of the matters you are reviewing: 

1.                  Proskauer Rose, LLP

Alan S. Jaffe - Chairman Of The Board - ("Jaffe"); Kenneth Rubenstein - ("Rubenstein"); Robert Kafin - Managing Partner - ("Kafin"); Christopher C. Wheeler - ("Wheeler"); Steven C. Krane - ("Krane"); Stephen R. Kaye - ("S. Kaye") and in his estate with New York Supreme Court Chief Judge Judith Kaye (“J. Kaye”); Matthew Triggs - ("Triggs"); Christopher Pruzaski - ("Pruzaski"); Mara Lerner Robbins - ("Robbins"); Donald Thompson - ("Thompson"); Gayle Coleman; David George; George A. Pincus; Gregg Reed; Leon Gold - ("Gold"); Albert Gortz - ("Gortz"); Marcy Hahn-Saperstein; Kevin J. Healy - ("Healy"); Stuart Kapp; Ronald F. Storette; Chris Wolf; Jill Zammas; FULL LIST OF 601 liable Proskauer Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Proskauer partner, affiliate, company, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Proskauer ROSE LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Proskauer related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Proskauer").

2.                  MELTZER, LIPPE, GOLDSTEIN, WOLF & SCHLISSEL, P.C.
Lewis Melzter - ("Meltzer"); Raymond Joao - ("Joao"); Frank Martinez - ("Martinez"); Kenneth Rubenstein - ("Rubenstein"); FULL LIST OF 34 Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. liable Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. partner, affiliate, company, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolf & Schlissel, P.C. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MLGWS").  

3.                  FOLEY & LARDNER

Ralf Boer ("Boer"); Michael Grebe (“Grebe”); Christopher Kise (“Kise”); William J. Dick - ("Dick"); Steven C. Becker - ("Becker"); Douglas Boehm - ("Boehm"); Barry Grossman - ("Grossman"); Jim Clark - ("Clark"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Foley & Lardner partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Foley & Lardner; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Foley & Lardner related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Foley").

4.                  Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP

Richard Schiffrin - ("Schiffrin"); Andrew Barroway - ("Barroway"); Krishna Narine - ("Narine"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("SB").

5.                  Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP
Norman Zafman - ("Zafman"); Thomas Coester - ("Coester"); Farzad Ahmini - ("Ahmini"); George Hoover - ("Hoover"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Blakely Sokoloff Taylor & Zafman LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("BSTZ").

6.                  Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP 

Martyn W. Molyneaux - ("Molyneaux"); Michael Dockterman - ("Dockterman"); FULL LIST OF 198 Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP liable Partners; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Wildman, Harrold, Allen & Dixon LLP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("WHAD").

7.                  Christopher & Weisberg, P.A.
Alan M. Weisberg - ("Weisberg"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Christopher & Weisberg, P.A. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Christopher & Weisberg, P.A.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Christopher & Weisberg, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("CW").

8.                  YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL PATENT OFFICE 

Masaki Yamakawa - ("Yamakawa"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Yamakawa International Patent Office partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Yamakawa International Patent Office; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Yamakawa International Patent Office related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Yamakawa").

9.                  GOLDSTEIN LEWIN & CO.

Donald J. Goldstein - ("Goldstein"); Gerald R. Lewin - ("Lewin"); Erika Lewin - ("E. Lewin"); Mark R. Gold; Paul Feuerberg; Salvatore Bochicchio; Marc H. List; David A. Katzman; Robert H. Garick; Robert C. Zeigen; Marc H. List; Lawrence A. Rosenblum; David A. Katzman; Brad N. Mciver; Robert Cini; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Goldstein & Lewin Co. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Goldstein & Lewin Co.; Partners, Associates, Of Counsel, Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Goldstein & Lewin Co. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Goldstein").

10.              INTEL, Real 3d, Inc. (SILICON GRAPHICS, INC., LOCKHEED MARTIN & INTEL) & RYJO
Gerald Stanley - ("Stanley"); Ryan Huisman - ("Huisman"); RYJO - ("RYJO"); Tim Connolly - ("Connolly"); Steve Cochran; David Bolton; Rosalie Bibona - ("Bibona"); Connie Martin; Richard Gentner; Steven A. Behrens; Matt Johannsen; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO; Employees, Corporations, Affiliates and any other Intel, Real 3D, Inc. (Silicon Graphics, Inc., Lockheed Martin & Intel) & RYJO related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Intel/R3D").

11.              Tiedemann Investment Group

Bruce T. Prolow ("Prolow"); Carl Tiedemann ("C. Tiedemann"); Andrew Philip Chesler; Craig L. Smith; any other John Doe ("John Doe") Tiedemann Investment Group partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Tiedemann Investment Group and any other Tiedemann Investment Group related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Tiedemann").

12.              Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners

Stephen J. Warner - ("Warner"); Ren  P. Eichenberger - ("Eichenberger"); H. Hickman  Hank  Powell - ("Powell"); Maurice Buchsbaum - ("Buchsbaum"); Eric Chen - ("Chen"); Avi Hersh; Matthew Shaw - ("Shaw"); Bruce W. Shewmaker - ("Shewmaker"); Ravi M. Ugale - ("Ugale"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners and any other Crossbow Ventures  / Alpine Partners related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Crossbow").

13.              BROAD & CASSEL
James J. Wheeler - ("J. Wheeler"); Kelly Overstreet Johnson - ("Johnson"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Broad & Cassell partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Broad & Cassell and any other Broad & Cassell related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("BC").

14.              FORMER IVIEWIT MANAGEMENT & BOARD

Brian G. Utley/Proskauer Referred Management - ("Utley"); Raymond Hersh - ("Hersh")/; Michael Reale - ("Reale")/Proskauer Referred Management; Rubenstein/Proskauer Rose Shareholder in Iviewit - Advisory Board; Wheeler/Proskauer Rose Shareholder in Iviewit - Advisory Board; Dick/Foley & Lardner - Advisory Board, Boehm/Foley & Lardner - Advisory Board; Becker/Foley & Lardner; Advisory Board; Joao/Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe & Schlissel - Advisory Board; Kane/Goldman Sachs - Board Director; Lewin/Goldstein Lewin - Board Director;  Ross Miller, Esq. (“Miller”), Prolow/Tiedemann Prolow II - Board Director; Powell/Crossbow Ventures/Proskauer Referred Investor - Board Director; Maurice Buchsbaum - Board Director; Stephen Warner - Board Director; Simon L. Bernstein – Board Director (“S. Bernstein”); any other John Doe ("John Doe") Former Iviewit Management & Board partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Former Iviewit Management & Board and any other Former Iviewit Management & Board related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Iviewit Executive").

15.              FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - WEST PALM BEACH FLORIDA:
Judge Jorge LABARGA - ("Labarga"); any other John Doe ("John Doe") FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT - WEST PALM BEACH FLORIDA staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("15C").

16.                THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE 

Thomas Cahill - ("Cahill"); Joseph Wigley - ("Wigley"); Steven Krane, any other John Doe ("John Doe") of THE SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("First Dept DDC").

17.              THE FLORIDA BAR

Lorraine Christine Hoffman - ("Hoffman"); Eric Turner - ("Turner"); Kenneth Marvin - ("Marvin"); Anthony Boggs - ("Boggs"); Joy A. Bartmon - ("Bartmon"); Kelly Overstreet Johnson - ("Johnson"); Jerald Beer - ("Beer"); Matthew Triggs; Christopher or James Wheeler; any other John Doe ("John Doe") The Florida Bar staff, known or not known to have been involved at the time.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("TFB")

18.              MPEGLA, LLC.

Columbia University; Fujitsu Limited; General Instrument Corp; Lucent Technologies Inc.; Matsushita Electric Industrial Co., Ltd.; Mitsubishi Electric Corp.; Philips Electronics N.V. (Philips); Scientific Atlanta, Inc.; Sony Corp. (Sony); EXTENDED LIST OF MPEGLA LICENSEES AND LICENSORS; any other John Doe MPEGLA, LLC. Partner, Associate, Engineer, Of Counsel or Employee; any other John Doe ("John Doe") MPEGLA, LLC partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to MPEGLA, LLC and any other MPEGLA, LLC related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MPEGLA").

19.              DVD6C LICENSING GROUP
Toshiba Corporation; Hitachi, Ltd.; Matsushita Electric Industrial Co. Ltd.; Mitsubishi Electric Corporation; Time Warner Inc.; Victor Company Of Japan, Ltd.; EXTENDED DVD6C DEFENDANTS; any other John Doe DVD6C LICENSING GROUP  Partner, Associate, Engineer, Of Counsel or Employee; any other John Doe ("John Doe") DVD6C LICENSING GROUP partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to DVD6C LICENSING GROUP and any other DVD6C LICENSING GROUP related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("DVD6C").

20.
Harrison Goodard Foote incorporating Brewer & Son.  
Martyn Molyneaux, Esq. (“Molyneaux”); Any other John Doe ("John Doe") Harrison Goodard Foote (incorporating Brewer & Son) partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Harrison Goodard Goote incorporating Brewer & Son and any other related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("HGF").

21. 
Lawrence DiGiovanna, Chairman of the Grievance Committee of the Second Judicial Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee; 

34. James E. Peltzer, Clerk of the Court of the Appellate Division, Supreme Court of the State of New York, Second Judicial Department; 
35. Diana Kearse, Chief Counsel to the Grievance Committee of the Second Judicial Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee; 
36. Houston & ShaHady, P.A., any other John Doe ("John Doe") Houston & ShaHAdy, P.A., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Houston & ShaHAdy, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("HS").
37. Furr & Cohen, P.a. any other John Doe ("John Doe") Furr & Cohen, P.a., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Furr & Cohen, P.a. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("FC").
38. Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A., any other John Doe ("John Doe") Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A., affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Moskowitz, Mandell, Salim & Simowitz, P.A. related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
39. The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. Jeffrey Friedstein (“Friedstein”); Sheldon Friedstein (S. Friedstein”), Donald G. Kane (“Kane”); any other John Doe ("John Doe") The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. partners, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to The Goldman Sachs Group, Inc. and any other related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("GS").
40. David b. Simon, Esq. (“D. Simon”)

41. Sachs Saxs & klein, pa any other John Doe ("John Doe") Sachs Saxs & klein, pa, affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Sachs Saxs & klein, pa related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
42. Huizenga Holdings Incorporated any other John Doe ("John Doe") Huizenga Holdings Incorporated affiliates, companies, known or not known at this time; including but not limited to Huizenga Holdings Incorporated related or affiliated entities both individually and professionally.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("MMSS").
43. Eliot I. Bernstein, (“Bernstein”) a resident of the State of California, and former President (Acting) of Iviewit Holdings, Inc. and its affiliates and subsidiaries and the founder of Iviewit and principal inventor of its technology.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Bernstein").
44. P. Stephen Lamont, (“Lamont”) a resident of the State of New York, and former Chief Executive Officer (Acting) of Iviewit Holdings, Inc. and all of its affiliates and subsidiaries.  Hereinafter, collectively referred to as ("Lamont"); and
45. Any other known or unknown person or known or unknown entity not named herein that will cause your review of the complaint you are charged with investigating to be biased by any conflicting past, present, or future financial interest or any other interest? 

NO 



YES (please describe below)

II.
Do you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate, receive salary or other remuneration or financial considerations from any entity related to the enclosed parties to the proceeding of the matters?

NO 



YES (please describe below)
III.
Have you, your spouse, and your dependents, in the aggregate, had any prior conversations with any person related to the proceeding of the Iviewit or related matters?

NO 



YES (please describe below)

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing statements in this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM are true and correct.  Executed on this __ day of ________ 2007 the foregoing statements in this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM are true.  I am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties, including possible culpability in the attempted murder of the inventor Eliot Bernstein and his wife and children in a car bombing attempt on their lives. I agree to accept responsibility for the unbiased review, and presentation of findings to the appropriate party(ies) who also have executed this CONFLICT OF INTEREST DISCLOSURE FORM.  A lack of signature will serve as evidence that I have accepted this document in the event that I continue to represent the matters without signing such first.

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

Signature_____________________________ Print Name ______________________ Date__________

If you are unable to sign such document and are therefore unable to continue to further pursue these matters, then a statement of whom we may contact in situations where you may be in conflict with the matters would be necessary.  A mailed copy can be sent to:

Iviewit

Eliot I. Bernstein
39 Little Ave.

Red Bluff, CA 96080

(530) 529-4110

Iviewit@iviewit.tv 
Assuming you are able to proceed with the matters with an affirmed statement that you have no conflict with the matters or those involved with the matters, following is a letter requesting action in the Iviewit matters, you may read the letter free of signing this conflict but further investigation or determination would require prior signature of this COI Disclosure:


P. Stephen Lamont

Former Chief Executive Officer (Acting)

and 

Eliot I. Bernstein
Founder and Inventor
By Facsimile & Email

Thursday, August 16, 2007

Anthony Cartusciello

Deputy Commissioner/Chief Counsel

State of New York Commission of Investigation

59 Maiden Lane

New York, N.Y. 10038

Re:  Request to Revisit Your Response of August 9, 2007 Pertaining to the Matters  of Iviewit Technologies, Inc. Before the State of New York Commission of Investigation (“Commission”) and New Complaint for Formal and Procedural Docketing and Disposition.
Dear Honorable Anthony Cartusciello,

By way of introduction, I am P. Stephen Lamont, former Acting CEO of Iviewit writing with my co-author Eliot I. Bernstein (counsel advised all Iviewit
 executives to resign their posts and work along side Iviewit rather than within Iviewit, as the former Board of Directors, Counsel and Accountants, disbanded the companies without requisite notice to Shareholders in violation of law, thereby leaving massive liability and exposure) and a significant shareholder in Iviewit.  With more than a fifteen year track record as a multimedia technology and consumer electronics licensing executive and holder of a J.D. in Intellectual Property Law, an M.B.A in Finance, and a B.S. in Industrial Engineering, I write to request the Commission’s revisitation of the Iviewit formal complaint of July 23, 2007 while at the same time taking this letter as a separate formal complaint for formal and procedural docketing and disposition, advising the Commission of a pattern of frauds, deceits, and misrepresentations
 that run so wide and so deep that it tears at the very fabric of what has become to be know as due process in this country in general and the State of New York’s public offices in particular.
My first impression of your response is that this is NOT a matter of “an alleged theft by [an] attorney,” as specified in your August 9, letter, but is a factual matter of Thomas J. Cahill’s, the just former Chief Counsel of New York’s First Department Judicial Departmental Disciplinary Committee, masterminding of a scheme to indefinitely delay complaints against Proskauer Rose LLP, Mr. Cahill himself, former New York State Bar Association President and Proskauer partner Steven C. Krane, Proskauer Partner Kenneth Rubenstein (the holder of cross conflicts of interest roles as Chief Counsel for MPEG LA a multimedia patent pool licensing organization, and a patent attorney), Dianna Maxfield Kearse of the Second Department, Lawrence DiGiovanna of the Second Department and James Pelzer, Clerk of the Second Department, Chief Judge, Judith Kaye and her late husband Stephen Kaye of Proskauer Rose, Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe and Schlissel and Raymond Joao, Esq. of Yonkers, N.Y.
All of the following complaint numbers should suffice your Commission in beginning to the review the matters:

1. Unpublished Order First Dept #M3198 - Steven C. Krane (former NYSBA President)

2. Unpublished Order First Dept #M2820 Kenneth Rubenstein

3. Unpublished Order First Dept #M3212 Raymond A. Joao. 

4. Complaint No. 2004.1883 Steven C. Krane, Esq. - Proskauer Rose LLP Intellectual Property Partner - Former President NYSBA & Officer First Dept. 

5. Case No. T-1689-04 Steven C. Krane, Esq. 

6. Case No. 2003.0531 Kenneth Rubenstein & Proskauer Rose LLP. 

7. Case No. T-1688-04 - Kenneth Rubenstein & Proskauer Rose LLP 

8. Case No. 2003-0352 - Raymond Joao, Proskauer & MLGWS / Complaint against Raymond A. Joao, Proskauer & Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe and Schlisshel. 

9. Case No. T-1690-04 - Raymond Joao, Proskauer & MLGWS

10. Special Inquiry No. 2004.1122 Complaint against Thomas Cahill, Chief Counsel First Department Departmental Disciplinary.   Martin Gold special investigator.

11. Diana Maxfield Kearse, Chief Counsel, Second Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee CASE NO. NOT DOCKETED. Kearse refuses to docket her own complaint.

12. Lawrence DiGiovanna, Chairman, Second Department Departmental Disciplinary Committee refused formal complaint by Kearse and A. Gail Prudenti.

13. Complaint against James Pelzer, Clerk, Second Department refused formal docketing and disposition by A. Gail Prudenti

Moreover, it has also been factually alleged that attorney Steven C. Krane initially interceded, with Mr. Thomas Cahill's knowledge and consent, in handling disciplinary complaints involving himself at the same time he was associated with the First Department.  It should be noted here that the Supreme Court of New York, Appellate Division: First Department, after thorough review of a lengthy Petition fraught with evidence and witness, ordered an INVESTIGATION of Krane, Rubenstein and Joao for conflict of interest and the appearance of impropriety by unanimous consent.  The investigation never happened as the to be investigators at the Second Department dismissed the complaints on review and thwarted any attempt at investigation as ordered, factually the accused did not even have to tender a response to the complaints, no witnesses were contacted and no evidence tested.  Further, Dianna Maxfield Kearse and James Pelzer admitted to conflicts with Steven Krane and Judith Kaye and when complaints were filed against them, they refused formal docketing and disposition of such complaints, inapposite of their own rules and regulations.  All of this behavior and the failure to follow a Court Order for Investigation by the First Department of its own members is all under the jurisdiction of this Commission and germane. 

It should be clear at this juncture that Mr. Thomas Cahill and Steven C. Krane are public officials in the disciplinary departments of the State of New York, and that both individuals fit squarely within the jurisdiction of the Commission to investigate as it is stated in New York Unconsolidated Laws Chapter 254 Temporary State Commission of Investigation cross referencing McKinney's Unconsolidated Laws codified in §§7502, where both state:
*** Beginning of citation
CLS §2 [McKinney’s §§7502].  Functions, powers and duties of the commission The commission shall have the following functions, powers and duties:
1. The commission shall have the duty and power to conduct investigations in connection with:
b. The conduct of public officers and public employees, and of officers and employees of public corporations and authorities;
*** End of citation
Accordingly, it should be entirely clear that, as Mr. Thomas Cahill, Judith Kaye, Steven C. Krane and others mentioned herein are public officials in the State of New York and that the Commission’s mandate is to conduct investigations in connection with the conduct of public officers, your preliminary disposition of August 9 must be reversed and steered towards an investigation in the proper manner and in the proper form of the mandate that, according to CLS and McKinney’s, may include but not be limited to: (i) to conduct any investigation authorized by CLS and McKinney’s at any place within the State and to maintain offices, hold meetings, and function at any place within the State, as it may deem necessary; (ii) to conduct private and public hearings and to designate one or more members of the Commission or of its staff to preside over any such hearings; (iii) to administer oaths or affirmations, subpoena witnesses, compel their attendance, examine them under oath or affirmation and require the production of any books, records, documents or other evidence it may deem relevant or material to an investigation where the Commission may designate any of its members or any member of its staff to exercise any such powers;  and (iv) whenever it shall appear to the Commission that there is cause for the prosecution for a crime, or for the removal of a public officer for misconduct, the Commission shall refer the evidence of such crime or misconduct to the officials authorized to conduct the prosecution or to remove the public officer.

Moreover, as the matters have further progressed outside the confines of the State of New York, including but not limited to the U.S. House of Representatives Judiciary Committee under the leadership of Chairman John Conyers, the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee under the leadership of Senator Patrick Leahy, the Federal Bureau of Investigation of Professional Responsibility under H. Marshall Jarrett, the Department of Justice Office of Inspector General, Glenn Fine, the Honorable Senator Dianne Feinstein, Institute of Professional Representatives before the European Patent Office (epi) under Chris P. Mercer, President, The United States Patent & Trademark Office - Office of Enrollment & Discipline, Director Harry I. Moatz (currently formerly investigating Rubenstein, Joao and approximately 7 other attorneys and law firms), the United States Patent & Trademark Office under Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Jon W. Dudas (whereby upon formal written request at the direction of Moatz, charges of Fraud on the United States Patent & Trademark Office were filed to suspend the Intellectual Property pending formal investigations and the Commissioner’s office approved such Petition
 which was signed by the Inventors and Iviewit’s largest investor Crossbow Ventures, whose funds were two thirds SBIC loans from the SBA) and others
 please take notice of the CLS and McKinney’s requirement to:

*** Beginning of Citation

CLS §5 [McKinney’s §§7505].  The commission shall cooperate with departments and officers of the United States government in the investigation of violations of the federal laws within this state.

CLS §6 [McKinney’s §§7506]. The commission shall examine into matters relating to law enforcement extending across the boundaries of the state into other states; and may consult and exchange information with officers and agencies of other states with respect to law enforcement problems of mutual concern to this and other states.

*** End of citation

We are also requesting that in advance of any decisions, we would like all members of the Commission who are involved in any aspect of these matters to sign the attached COI, as the matters have already entangled so many in conflict of interests that it will preclude in a slight sense any further appearances of impropriety from interfering without being disclosed up front, in writing by anyone involved on a going forward basis.  We were shocked that being a man of the legal profession, you stated that the Commission was under no law to sign such COI and that you felt the Commission would not sign such being that no law compelled you to do so.  Perhaps ethic laws will suffice in compelling your Commission, where the whole sanctity of the New York Court and Disciplinary rests with this case and where officers of such esteemed institutions as the Supreme Court of New York and its disciplinary committees have already been found violating conflict of interest laws.  As such, these prior strikes and the tentacles they reveal to Senior Ranking Officials should stand as the Force Majeure to allow you to go outside your view that there is no law requiring all of you to sign the COI attached and do the right thing to preserve the sanctity of New York’s courts.  Also as a part of the legal code of ethics, which I believe stands alongside law as a guide for legally licensed attorney’s to follow who are reviewing the matters, it would also be proper.  Any refusal by any party will be viewed of course as a reason to further demands for disclosure, any decision, like in the August 9 letter, will be viewed similarly as tainted and imparting the appearance of impropriety for further investigation.
Furthermore, Iviewit has requested the affirmative confirmation that Commissioner John P. Cahill bears no relation to the Thomas J. Cahill complained of herein, where execution of the attached Conflict of Interest Disclosure Form (“COI”) would suffice the matter.  Still further, and until the execution of the COI, Iviewit is researching the propriety of a Petition to the Appellate Division First Department for Declaratory Relief seeking a Court Order for execution of the COI’s or whatever other form of relief the Court deems appropriate.

Moreover, you have stated that the procedure followed in the Commission for the review of Iviewit’s July 23 formal complaint consisted of: “Intake of the complaint by Anthony Cartusciello in your capacity of Chief Counsel of the Commission which then passed the complaint to Anthony Hellmer in his capacity of Chief Investigator of the Commission which then passed to the full Commission chaired by Alfred D. Lerner for disposition,” , or words to this effect, all failing to sign the COI prior to review and where Iviewit finds that Chairman Lerner has held a prior role as the Presiding Justice of the Appellate Division First Department, the very place where Iviewit’s formal complaint against Thomas J. Cahill, the late Stephen Kaye and Steven C. Krane have resided.  Accordingly, Iviewit requests the affirmative confirmation that Chairman Alfred D. Lerner bears no conflict with the Thomas J. Cahill, Judith Kaye and Steven C. Krane complained of herein, where execution of the attached Conflict of Interest Disclosure Form would suffice the matter, and where as with John P. Cahill above, and until the execution of the COI, Iviewit is researching the propriety of a Petition to the Appellate Division First Department seeking a Court Order for Alfred D. Lerner’s execution of the COI or whatever other form of relief the Court deems appropriate.

Lastly, and until execution of the COI, Iviewit is also sending this Formal Complaint to both Governor Eliot Spitzer and Attorney General Andrew Coumo, to  introduce legislation to force execution of the COI by the entire Commission for both complaints and ask for additional formal investigations by each office separate of your own.
Finally, Mr. Cartusciello, Iviewit views the resolution of this matter in two ways either: (i) either execute the attached COI and revisit the factual allegations of Iviewit’s July 23 complaint and this statement; or (ii) ONLY advise Iviewit that the Commission will not execute the attached COI, and therefore not further revisit the matters or continue to review and investigate this complaint, and by your expedited response to this letter, Iviewit’s shall pursue further actions in a manner that it deems appropriate for the unconscionable conduct of New York public officers named herein, the very matters of which the State of New York has designed the Commission to investigate in an unbiased manner.  Please, in your response provide where available and allowable please provide us with the formal docketed complaint numbers (case numbers) for the first complaint and now this one with a list of all participants in the cases and their function.  We ask that this Commission retain the records of these matters, inapposite of any established record retention laws, for a period of no less than twenty years as they have become part of a broader matter involving intellectual properties and may become vital to preserving intellectual property rights in accordance with Article 1, Section 8, Clause 8 of the United States Constitution.  Further, as several investigations, including those mentioned herein, already involve missing or severed documents being transmitted or lost at investigative agencies, we are requesting that all documents be formally docketed and signed for, so as to assure the veracity of the information for possible oversight investigations in the future.  Finally, these matters remain a matter of life and death with the bombing attempt of our family’s minivan
 and a prompt reply would be greatly appreciated.

A wealth of further information regarding these events can be found at all the following linkage:

http://www.iviewit.tv 

http://www.iviewit.tv/supremecourtexhibitgallery 

http://www.iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/oneofthesedays/index.htm 

http://iviewit.tv/CompanyDocs/Book/index.htm 

http://iviewit.tv/Image%20Gallery/auto/1.htm for graphic car bombing images

Very truly yours,

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC.

By:


Eliot I. Bernstein

Founder and Inventor

And


P. Stephen Lamont


Former Acting CEO

e copy and/or cc: 


Select Members of the House and Senate Judiciary Committee’s

Senator Dianne Feinstein

The Honorable Inspector General, Department of Justice, Glenn Fine

Director of the Office of Enrollment & Discipline, United States Patent & Trademark Office, Harry I. Moatz

The Honorable Inspector General, Department of Commerce, Johnnie Frazier

Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Jon W. Dudas

Select Iviewit Shareholders and other Debenture Holders both know and unknown

Exhibit 1 - List of Iviewit Companies
15. Iviewit Technologies, Inc. - DL

16. UVIEW.COM, INC. – DL

17. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – DL

18. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – DL

19. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. – FL

20. IVIEWIT.COM, INC. – FL

21. IVIEWIT.COM, INC. - DL

22. I.C., INC. – FL

23. IVIEWIT.COM LLC – DL

24. IVIEWIT LLC – DL

25. IVIEWIT CORPORATION – FL

26. IVIEWIT, INC.  –  FL

27. IVIEWIT, INC. – DEL

28.  Any other john doe iviewit company not known at this time

*Certain companies were opened without board or management knowledge to facilitate the herein described crimes

exhibit 2 - List of federal, state and international Crimes committed in the thefts of the iviewit intellectual property

UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION VIOLATIONS
ARTICLE 1, SECTION 8, CLAUSE 8
AMENDMENT V - fifth amendment - Trial and Punishment, Compensation for Takings. due process
AMENDMENT XIV - CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS
federal code
The Economic Espionage Act
ANTITRUST CIVIL PROCESS
THE SHERMAN ACT
the sherman act
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec 1965 RICO VENUE AND PROCESS
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec 1961 ("RICO")
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec 1962 (a) - RICO 
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 SEC 1962 (B) RICO
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 SEC 1962 (C) RICO
title 18 part i ch 19 sec 1962 (d) RICo
TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec 1968 RICO CIVIL INVESTIGATIVE DEMAND
TITLE 18 PART I CH 19 CONSPIRACY Sec 371 CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT OFFENSE OR TO DEFRAUD UNITED STATES
TITLE 18 PART I CH 95 RACKETEERING Sec 1951 - INTERFERENCE WITH COMMERCE BY THREATS OR VIOLENCE
TITLE 18 PART I CH 95 RACKETEERING SEC 1952 Interstate and foreign travel or transportation in aid of racketeering enterprises
TITLE 18 PART I CH 95 RACKETEERING SEC 1956 Laundering of monetary instruments
TITLE 18 PART I CH 95 RACKETEERING SEC 1957 Engaging in monetary transactions in property derived from specified unlawful activity
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 103 SEC. 2112 - Personal property of United States
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 RELATING TO MONOPOLIES AND COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE Sec. 1 - Trusts, etc., in restraint of trade illegal; penalty
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. - Monopolizing trade a felony; penalty
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 6 - Forfeiture of property in transit
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec 6a - Conduct involving trade or commerce with foreign nations
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 14 - Sale, etc., on agreement not to use goods of competitor
TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 18 - Acquisition by one corporation of stock of another
TITLE 15 CH 1 Sec 19 Interlocking directorates and officers
TITLE 15 CH 1 Sec 26 INJUNCTIVE RELIEF FOR PRIVATE PARTIES; EXCEPTION; COSTS
TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCH I Sec 45 Unfair methods of competition unlawful; prevention by Commission
TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCH I Sec 57b Civil actions for violations of rules and cease and desist orders respecting unfair or deceptive acts or practices
TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCH II SEC 62 - Export trade and antitrust legislation
TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCH II SEC 64 - Unfair methods of competition in export trade
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 501 Infringement of copyright. 
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 502 Remedies for infringement: Injunctions
TITLE 17 CH 5 SEC 503 Remedies for infringement: Impounding and disposition of infringing articles
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 504 Remedies for infringement: Damages and profits
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 505 Remedies for infringement: Costs and attorney's fees
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 506 Criminal offenses
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 507 Limitations on actions
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 508 Notification of filing and determination of actions
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 509 Seizure and forfeiture
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 510 REMEDIES FOR ALTERATION OF PROGRAMMING BY CABLE SYSTEMS
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 511 Liability of States, instrumentalities of States, and State officials for infringement of copyright
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 512 Limitations on liability relating to material online
TITLE 17 CH 5 Sec 513 Determination of reasonable license fees for individual proprietors
TITLE 17 CHAPTER 13 Sec 1312 - Oaths and acknowledgments
TITLE 17 CH 13 Sec 1326 Penalty for false marking
TITLE 17 CHAPTER 13 Sec 1327 - Penalty for false Representation
TITLE 17 cH 13 Sec 1329 Relation to design patent law
TITLE 17 CH 13 Sec 1330 Common law and other rights unaffected
TITLE 35 PART I CH 2 Sec 25 Declaration in lieu of oath
TITLE 35 PART II CH 11 Sec 115 Oath of applicant
TITLE 35 PART II CH 11 Sec 116 Inventors
TITLE 35 PART III CH 261 Ownership; assignment
TITLE 35 PART IV PATENT COOPERATION TREATY CH 35 Sec 351
TITLE 35 PART IV CH 37 Sec 373 Improper applicant
SEC1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability
SEC 1.63 regarding Oaths and declarations
CONSOLIDATED PATENT RULES SEC 1.63
SEC 1.64 regarding person making false oaths and Declarations
SEC 1.71 regarding detailed description and specification of the invention.
SEC 1.137 for Revival of abandoned application, terminated reexamination proceeding, or lapsed patent
LAWS NOT IN TITLE 35, UNITED STATES CODE 18 U.S.C. 1001
LAWS NOT IN TITLE 35, UNITED STATES CODE 18 U.S.C. 2071
Title 37 - Code of Federal Regulations Patents, Trademarks, and Copyrights - MANUAL OF PATENT EXAMINING PROCEDURE PATENT RULES Part 10 - PRACTICE BEFORE THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE PART 10 - REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK
SEC10.18 Signature and certificate for correspondence filed in the Patent and Trademark Office
SEC 10.20 Canons and Disciplinary Rules
SEC 10.21 Canon 1
SEC 10.23 Misconduct
SEC 10.25 - 10.29 [Reserved] SEC 10.30 Canon 2
SEC 10.31 Communications concerning a practitioner's services
SEC 10.33 Direct contact with prospective clients
SEC 10.40 Withdrawal from employment
SEC 10.50 - 10.55 [Reserved] SEC 10.56 Canon 4
SEC 10.57 Preservation of confidences and secrets of a client
SEC 10.58 - 10.60 [Reserved] SEC 10.61 Canon 5
SEC 10.64 Avoiding acquisition of interest in litigation or proceeding before the Office
SEC 10.65 Limiting business relations with a client
SEC10.66 Refusing to accept or continue employment if the interests of another client may impair the independent professional judgment of the practitioner
SEC 10.68 Avoiding influence by others than the client
SEC 10.69 - 10.75 [Reserved] SEC 10.76 Canon 6
SEC 10.77 Failing to act competently
SEC 10.78 Limiting liability to client
SEC 10.79 - 10.82 [Reserved] SEC 10.83 Canon 7
SEC 10.84 Representing a client zealously
SEC 10.85 Representing a client within the bounds of the law
SEC 10.94 - 10.99 [Reserved] SEC 10.100 Canon 8
SEC 10.104 - 10.109 [Reserved] SEC 10.110 Canon 9
SEC 10.112 Preserving identity of funds and property of client
PATENT RULES PART 10 INDEX - PART 15
TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Sec 1831 Economic espionage
TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Sec 1832 Theft of trade secrets
TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Sec 1834 Criminal forfeiture
TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Sec 1835 ORDERS TO PRESERVE CONFIDENTIALITY
TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Sec 1837 Applicability to conduct outside the United States
TITLE 15 CH 22 TRADEMARKS Sec 1116 Injunctive relief
TITLE 15 CH 22 SUBCH III Sec 1117 - Recovery for violation of rights
TITLE 15 CH 22 SUBCH III  Sec 1120 CIVIL LIABILITY FOR FALSE OR FRAUDULENT REGISTRATION
TITLE 15 CH 22  SUBCH III Sec 1125 FALSE DESIGNATIONS OF ORIGIN, FALSE DESCRIPTIONS, AND DILUTION FORBIDDEN
TITLE 15 CH 22 SUBCH III Sec 1126 False designations of origin, false descriptions, and dilution forbidden
TITLE 17 - COPYRIGHTS
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 BANKRUPTCY Sec. 152 CONCEALMENT OF ASSETS; FALSE OATHS AND CLAIMS; BRIBERY
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 Sec 156 - Knowing disregard of bankruptcy law or rule
TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 Sec 157 - Bankruptcy fraud
TITLE 11 CHAPTER 1 Sec 110 - Penalty for persons who negligently or fraudulently prepare bankruptcy petitions
TITLE 18 PART I CH 47 FRAUD AND FALSE STATEMENTS Sec 1001
TITLE 18 PART I CH 47 Sec 1031 - Major fraud against the United States
TITLE 18 PART I CH 65 Sec 1361 - Government property or contracts
TITLE 18 PART I CH 103 Sec 2112 - Personal property of United States
TITLE 18 PART I CH 103 Sec 2114 - Mail, money, or other property of United States
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 STOLEN PROPERTY Sec 2311
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2314 - Transportation of stolen goods, securities, moneys, fraudulent State tax stamps, or articles used in counterfeiting
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2315 - Sale or receipt of stolen goods, securities, moneys, or fraudulent State tax stamps
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2318 - Trafficking in counterfeit labels for phonorecords, copies of computer programs or computer program documentation or packaging, and copies of motion pictures or other audio visual works, and trafficking in counterfeit computer program documentation or packaging
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2319 - Criminal infringement of a copyright
TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2320 - Trafficking in counterfeit goods or services
TITLE 18 PART I CH 79 Sec 1621 - Perjury generally
TITLE 18 PART I CH 79 Sec 1622
TITLE 18 PART I CH 79 Sec 1623 - False declarations before grand jury or court
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1341 - Frauds and swindles
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1342 Fictitious name or address
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1343 - Fraud by wire, radio, or television
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1344 - Bank fraud
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1346 - Definition of ''scheme or artifice to defraud''
TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1345 - Injunctions against fraud
TITLE 18 PART I CH 83 Sec 1701 - Obstruction of mails generally
TITLE 18 PART I CH 83 Sec 1702 - Obstruction of correspondence
TITLE 26 INTERNAL REVENUE CODE
TITLE 18 PART I CH 31 Sec 641 - Public money, property or records
Sec 654 - Officer or employee of United States converting property of another
TITLE 15 CH 22 SUBCH IV SUBCHAPTER IV - THE MADRID PROTOCOL
TITLE 18 PART I CH 73 Sec 1511 - Obstruction of State or local law enforcement
OTHER AUTHORITIES
FLORIDA CONSTITUTION AND STATUE VIOLATIONS

SECTION 8 - ETHICS IN GOVERNMENT
SECTION 15 - ATTORNEYS; ADMISSION AND DISCIPLINE
SECTION 21 - ACCESS TO COURTS
SECTION 22 - TRIAL BY JURY          
SECTION 24 - ACCESS TO PUBLIC RECORDS AND MEETINGS
SECTION 8 - ETHICS IN GOVERNMENT
SECTION 9 - DUE PROCESS  
TITLE V - JUDICIAL BRANCH - CHAPTER 38 - JUDGES; GENERAL PROVISIONS - DISQUALIFICATION WHEN JUDGE PARTY; EFFECT OF ATTEMPTED JUDICIAL ACTS SUGGESTION OF DISQUALIFICATION; GROUNDS; PROCEEDINGS ON SUGGESTION AND EFFECT DISQUALIFICATION OF JUDGE FOR PREJUDICE; APPLICATION; AFFIDAVITS; ETC.
TITLE XLIV - CIVIL RIGHTS Ch 760-765-760.01 the Florida Civil Rights Act of 1992
760.51 Violation of constitutional rights, civil action by the Attorney General; civil penalty
Title XLV - TORTS - Ch 772 CIVIL REMEDIES FOR CRIMINAL PRACTICES 772.103 Prohibited activities. Title XLV TORTS - Ch 772 CIVIL REMEDIES FOR CRIMINAL PRACTICES 772.104 Civil cause of action.
Title XLV TORTS - Ch 772 CIVIL REMEDIES FOR CRIMINAL PRACTICES 772.11 Civil remedy for theft or exploitation
Title XLV TORTS - Ch 772 CIVIL REMEDIES FOR CRIMINAL PRACTICES - 772.185 Attorney's fees taxed as costs
CH 895 - OFFENSES CONCERNING RACKETEERING AND ILLEGAL DEBTS 895.01 "Florida RICO (Racketeer influenced and Corrupt Organization) Act
895.03 Prohibited activities and defense
895.04 Criminal penalties and alternative fine
895.05 Civil remedies
895.06 Civil investigative subpoenas
895.07 RICO lien notice
895.08 Term of RICO lien notice
896.102 Currency more than $10,000 received in trade or business; report required; noncompliance penalties
896.103 Transaction which constitutes separate offense 896.104 Structuring transactions to evade reporting or registration requirements prohibited
PART III - CODE OF ETHICS FOR PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES
112.313 Standards of conduct for public officers, employees of agencies, and local government attorneys. 112.320 Commission on Ethics; purpose
112.324 Procedures on complaints of violations; public records and meeting exemptions
112.3241 Judicial review
112.3173 Felonies involving breach of public trust and other specified offenses by public officers and employees; forfeiture of retirement benefits
112.52 Removal of a public official when a method is not otherwise provided
Title X PUBLIC OFFICERS, EMPLOYEES, AND RECORDS Ch 112 PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES: GENERAL PROVISIONS sec 112.317 Penalties
CH 838 - BRIBERY; MISUSE OF PUBLIC OFFICE sec 838.022 Official misconduct
CH 839 - OFFENSES BY PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES sec 839.13 Falsifying records
839.26 Misuse of confidential information
Title XLVI Ch 777 PRINCIPAL; ACCESSORY; ATTEMPT; SOLICITATION; CONSPIRACY sec 777.011 Principal in first degree
Title XLVI Ch 777 sec 777.03 Accessory after the fact
Title XXXIX COMMERCIAL RELATIONS Ch 688 UNIFORM TRADE SECRETS ACT
Title XXXIX COMMERCIAL RELATIONS Ch 688 UNIFORM TRADE SECRETS ACT 688.003  Injunctive relief
Title XXXIX COMMERCIAL RELATIONS Ch 688 UNIFORM TRADE SECRETS ACT 688.004  Damages
FLORIDA TITLE XXXIII REGULATION OF TRADE, COMMERCE, INVESTMENTS, AND SOLICITATIONS
Ch 495 REGISTRATION OF TRADEMARKS AND SERVICE MARKS sec 495.121 Fraudulent registration
Title XXXIII Ch 495  sec 495.131 Infringement
Title XXXIII Ch 495 sec 495.141 Remedies
Title XXXIII Ch 495 sec 495.151 Injury to business reputation; dilution
Title XXXIII Ch 495 sec 495.161 Common-law rights
559.791 False swearing on application; penalties
FLORIDA PROTECTION OF TRADE SECRETS
sec 812.081 Trade secrets; theft, embezzlement; unlawful Copying; definitions; penalty
sec 812.13 ROBBERY
sec 812.155 Hiring, leasing, or obtaining personal property or equipment with the intent to defraud; failing to return hired or leased personal property or equipment; rules of evidence
SEC CH 815 - COMPUTER-RELATED CRIMES
sec 815.01 "Florida Computer Crimes Act"
sec 815.04 Offenses against intellectual property; public records exemption
sec 815.045 Trade secret information
sec 815.06 Offenses against computer users
sec 831.03 Forging or counterfeiting private labels; possession of reproduction materials
sec 831.04 Penalty for changing or forging certain instruments of writing
sec 831.04 Penalty for changing or forging certain instruments of writing
sec 831.05 Vending goods or services with counterfeit trademarks or service marks
FLORIDA - FORGERY
sec 831.01 Forgery
sec 831.02 Uttering forged instruments
sec 831.03 Forging or counterfeiting private labels; possession of reproduction materials
831.04 Penalty for changing or forging certain instruments of writing
831.05 Vending goods or services with counterfeit trademarks or service marks
sec 831.06 Fictitious signature of officer of corporation
FLORIDA CH 817 - FRAUDULENT PRACTICES - PART I - FALSE PRETENSES AND FRAUDS, GENERALLY
CHAPTER 817 - SEC 817.02 Obtaining property by false personation
817.025 Home or private business invasion by false personation; penalties
sec 817.03 Making false statement to obtain property or credit
sec 817.031 Making false statements; venue of prosecution. 
sec 817.034 Florida Communications Fraud Act
sec 817.05 False statements to merchants as to financial condition
sec 817.06 Misleading advertisements prohibited; penalty
sec 817.061 Misleading solicitation of payments prohibited.
sec 817.12 Penalty for violation of s. 817.11
sec 817.15 Making false entries, etc., on books of corporation
sec 817.155 Matters within jurisdiction of Department of State; false, fictitious, or fraudulent acts, statements, and representations prohibited; penalty; statute of limitations
sec 817.19 Fraudulent issue of certificate of stock of corporation
sec 817.20 Issuing stock or obligation of corporation beyond authorized amount
sec 817.21 Books to be evidence in such cases
sec 817.234 False and fraudulent insurance claims
sec 817.562 Fraud involving a security interest
sec 817.566 Misrepresentation of association with, or academic standing at, post secondary educational institution
sec 817.567 Making false claims of academic degree or title
sec 837.02 Perjury in official proceedings
sec 837.021 Perjury by contradictory statements
sec 837.05 False reports to law enforcement authorities
sec 837.06 False official statements
220.21 Returns and records; regulations
PART X TAX CRIMES 220.901 Willful and fraudulent acts
sec 220.905 Aiding and abetting
THEFT, ROBBERY AND MISAPPROPRIATION AND CONVERSION OF FUNDS
FLORIDA LAW SEC 812.081 TRADE SECRETS; THEFT, EMBEZZLEMENT; UNLAWFUL COPYING; DEFINITIONS; PENALTY
Title XXXVI BUSINESS ORGANIZATIONS Ch 607 CORPORATIONS sec 607.0129 Penalty for signing false document
607.1402 Dissolution by board of directors and shareholders; dissolution by written consent of shareholders
sec 607.0129 Penalty for signing false document
sec 607.830 General standards for directors
sec 607.830 Director conflicts of interest
sec 607.0834 Liability for unlawful distributions
sec 607.0841 Duties of officers
sec 607.0901 Affiliated transactions
VIOLATIONS OF THE RULES REGULATING THE FLORIDA BAR
NEW YORK STATE CONSTITUTION and STATUES VIOALTIONS
New York State Consolidated Laws Penal ARTICLE 105 CONSPIRACY
New York State Consolidated Laws Penal ARTICLE 200 BRIBERY INVOLVING PUBLIC SERVANTS AND RELATED OFFENSES
S 200.03 Bribery in the second degree
S 200.04 Bribery in the first degree
S 200.05 Bribery; defense
S 200.10 Bribe receiving in the third degree
S 200.11 Bribe receiving in the second degree
S 200.12 Bribe receiving in the first degree
S 200.15 Bribe receiving; no defense
S 200.20 Rewarding official misconduct in the second degree
S 200.22 Rewarding official misconduct in the first degree S 200.25 Receiving reward for official misconduct in the second degree
S 200.27 Receiving reward for official misconduct in the first degree
S 200.30 Giving unlawful gratuities
S 200.35 Receiving unlawful gratuities
S 200.40 Bribe giving and bribe receiving for public office; definition of term
S 200.45 Bribe giving for public office
S 200.50 Bribe receiving for public office
ARTICLE 175 OFFENSES INVOLVING FALSE WRITTEN STATEMENTS
S 175.05 Falsifying business records in the second degree. S 175.10 Falsifying business records in the first degree.
S 175.15 Falsifying business records; defense
S 175.20 Tampering with public records in the second degree
S 175.25 Tampering with public records in the first degree S 175.30 Offering a false instrument for filing in the second degree
S 175.35 Offering a false instrument for filing in the first degree
NY Constitution ARTICLE XIII Public Officers
Public Officers  - Public Officers ARTICLE 1
ARTICLE 2 Appointment and Qualification of Public Officers - ARTICLE 15 ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS
S 468-b. Clients` security fund of the state of New York
S 476-a. Action for unlawful practice of the law
S 476-b. Injunction to restrain defendant from unlawful practice of the law
S 476-c. Investigation by the attorney-general
S 487. Misconduct by attorneys
S 488. Buying demands on which to bring an action.
Public Officers Law SEC 73 Restrictions on the Activities Of Current and Former State Officers and Employees
Public Officers Law SEC 74 Code of Ethics
NEW YORK STATE CONSOLIDATED LAWS TITLE X ORGANIZED CRIME CONTROL ACT ARTICLE
ENTERPRISE CORRUPTION
S 460.20 Enterprise corruption
S 460.25 Enterprise corruption; limitations
S 460.30 Enterprise corruption; forfeiture
S 460.40 Enterprise corruption; jurisdiction
S 460.50 Enterprise corruption; prosecution
S 460.60 Enterprise corruption; consent to prosecute
S 460.70 Provisional remedies
S 460.80 Court ordered disclosure
NEW YORK STATE CONSOLIDATED LAWS ARTICLE 210 - PERJURY AND RELATED OFFENSES
S 210.05 Perjury in the third degree
S 210.10 Perjury in the second degree
S 210.15 Perjury in the first degree
S 210.20 Perjury; pleading and proof where inconsistent statements involved
S 210.25 Perjury; defense
S 210.30 Perjury; no defense
S 210.35 Making an apparently sworn false statement in the second degree
S 210.40 Making an apparently sworn false statement in the first degree
S 210.45 Making a punishable false written statement
S 210.50 Perjury and related offenses; requirement of corroboration
DELAWARE STATE Constitution and STATUE CRIMES
DELAWARE SEC 521 CONSPIRACY
CH 5 SPECIFIC OFFENSES Subch I Inchoate Crimes SEC 521 Conspiracy SEC 531 Attempt to commit a crime
SEC 871 Falsifying business records; class A misdemeanor.
SEC 891 Defrauding secured creditors; class A misdemeanor
SEC 909 Securing execution of documents by deception
VIOLATIONS OF DELAWARE CORPORATE LAWS
SEC 102. Contents of certificate of incorporation �Amendment effective Aug. 1, 2004, included; see 74 Del. Laws, c. 32.
SEC 224. Form of records
SEC251. Merger or consolidation of domestic corporations and limited liability company
SEC253. Merger of parent corporation and subsidiary or subsidiaries
SEC 257 Merger or consolidation of domestic stock and nonstock corporations
SEC 372 Additional requirements in case of change of name, change of business purpose or merger or consolidation
INTERNATIONAL CRIMES
FRAUD UPON THE JAPANESE PATENT OFFICES (JPO)
VIOLATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN PATENT COOPERATION (PCT) TREATISE
ECONOMIC ESPIONAGE ACT
TITLE 18 > PART I > CHAPTER 90 > SEC 1831 Economic espionage
exhibit 3 - Images of the car bombing that blew up four cars can be found on the Iviewit homepage at www.iviewit.tv 
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exhibit 4 - List of investigations and results
	
	Department Filed With
	Complaint
	Filed With
	Determination
	NOTES

	#
	
	
	
	
	

	1
	House & Senate Judiciary Committee’s
	John Dingell, House Energy & Commerce Committee forwards Iviewit former CEO, P. Stephen Lamont complaint to Nita Lowey to Judiciary Committee, Sam Garg
	House Judiciary Committee by The Honorable John Dingell
	Introduced January 2007
	• P. Stephen Lamont, former Iviewit CEO, files complaint with Nita Lowey regarding his personal interests in the Iviewit companies and informs her of crimes against the United States Patent & Trademark Office, other United States agencies and international crimes against foreign nations.

• Lowey passes the information to John Dingell, House Energy and Commerce Committee

• Dingell forwards complaint to Sam Garg, House Judiciary Committee

• Inventor Eliot I. Bernstein petitions Hon. Senator Dianne Feinstein of the Senate Judiciary Committee on behalf of inventor protections under Article 1, Sec. 8, Clause 8



	2
	The Honorable Senator Dianne Feinstein
	Appeal for Congress to intervene on behalf of inventor Bernstein under (i) Article 1, Section 8, Clause 8 inventor protections (ii) Due Process & Procedure (iii) Civil Right to Life and (iv) notify Congress of crimes directly against the United States 
	The Honorable Senator Dianne Feinstein
	2006
	• Feinstein office to contact various agencies to gather status of cases.

• Waiting for response from office concerning the best places to take the complaint filed within Congress.  

• Petition to Feinstein asks for Government oversight as criminals have violated public offices of a multiplicity of government agencies in attempts to defraud inventors’ of inventions.  

• Call for government to be accountable for all investigations that have been found fraught with conflicts.  

• Call for Congress to enact legislation that suspends patents indefinitely while investigations are ongoing to protect patents from loss in opposite of the Constitution.  

• Call for Congress to enact protections for inventors and others lives, after car bombing.  

• Alert of potential Patentgate



	3
	Department of Justice – Office of Inspector General
	Referred by FBI to investigate missing case files at the West Palm Beach Florida FBI offices
	The Honorable Glenn Fine
	2007
	• In progress, waiting for FBI OPR to formally begin investigation.


	4
	Federal Bureau of Investigation – Office of Professional Responsibility
	Directed to FBI OPR to investigate missing Iviewit case file from FBI & US Attorney Office Southern District Florida
	H. Marshall Jarrett
	2007
	• 2007 FBI OPR refuses to allow Iviewit to talk to anyone in their offices, despite referral by the Department of Justice  Inspector General and by referral from the FBI West Palm Beach, FL.  Directing formal written complaint for immediate investigation of FBI West Palm Beach and US Attorney Offices

	5
	Federal Bureau of Investigation
	Written Statement with evidence and witnesses. Personal interviews with Eliot I. Bernstein & P. Stephen Lamont
	Special Agent ~ Stephen Luchessi - West Palm Beach by Iviewit Management and Shareholders
	Formal Investigation - Ongoing Since 2000 
	• 2007 FBI states that Lucchesi has retired with the case file and no one has any information regarding Iviewit. 

• 2007 FBI directs Iviewit to the FBI Office of Professional Responsibility and the Department of Justice – Office of Inspector General to investigate possible corruption within the FBI

• 2005 Luchessi confirms contact with Moatz to formally investigate federal crimes against the USPTO and Commerce Department.

• 2005 Luchessi states he has taken complaints to US Attorney for Southern District of Florida for formal investigations. 

• 2000 FBI initially notified in the Long Beach, California offices, that death threats had been made against inventor Bernstein and that Harry Moatz of the patent office had been apprised of possible fraud against the USPTO.  Formal complaints of the death threats was filed with the Rancho Palos Verdes local offices.



	6
	FBI/Boynton Beach Fire Dept & The Florida Fire Marshall
	Car Bomb planted in inventor Eliot I. Bernstein's family mini-van
	FBI, Special Agent ~ Stephen Luchessi & Boynton Beach Fire Investigator Rick Lee/The Florida Fire Marshall
	Formal Investigation - Ongoing Since 2005 - Images @ www.iviewit.tv  
	• Status of investigation unknown after referring investigator to Lucchesi at FBI.  

• No protections instituted for inventor Bernstein or his family, despite the attempt and threats on their lives.  

• Bernstein's forced to flee again for their lives from Florida, the first time after Brian G. Utley threatened the life on inventor Bernstein in 2000 if he exposed the crimes initially exposed by Arthur Andersen and others



	7
	U.S. Attorney, Southern District Florida
	Case brought by FBI, Special Agent, Luchessi
	
	Formal Investigation - Ongoing since 2004
	• 2007 – US Attorney Office has no records of the Iviewit case or any determinations that may have been made.  The missing case from the FBI, along with the missing case at the US Attorney leads to FBI OPR and DOJ OIG investigations of possible internal corruption

• 2004-2007 Unknown status of investigation

	8
	United States Patent & Trademark Office
	Petition for Change of Inventors based on charges of fraud on the United States
	Commissioner of Patents on advisement of Harry I. Moatz by Inventors & Investor Crossbow Ventures / Small Business Administration
	Formal Investigation - Ongoing Since 1999
	• Investigation has led to suspensions of patent applications by the Commissioner pending investigation outcome

• Petition for continued suspension by inventors is granted by the Commissioners’ office pending investigation into the alleged patent crimes

• Investigation may cause loss of inventor rights as current law is not in place for issues where patent bar members have committed fraud against states and investigations take longer than current suspension laws allow for; Congress is petitioned via Dianne Feinstein, by inventor Eliot I. Bernstein for changes to legislation to protect inventor rights.

• Moatz  advises inventors to call upon Congress to intercede where inventors, owners and assignees on intellectual properties have been falsified, to pursue having the intellectual properties corrected and returned to the true and proper inventors  

• The inventors are unable to make changes or gain information where they are not listed on the patents under current law

• Commissioner of Patents apprised of OED 

	9
	United States Patent & Trademark Office ~ Office of Enrollment & Discipline
	Formal complaints filed with evidence and witnesses provided.  Formal investigation of allegations of fraud on the USPTO by registered members of the federal Patent Bar
	Director, Harry I. Moatz by Eliot I. Bernstein & P. Stephen Lamont
	Formal Investigation - Ongoing Since 1999
	• Formal investigation of law firms and patent attorneys

  o Proskauer Rose (Kenneth Rubenstein, Raymond Joao, others)

  o Foley & Lardner (William J. Dick, Steven Becker & Douglas Bohem

  o Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor & Zafman (Norman Zafman, Thomas Coester, others)

  o Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe & Schlissel (Raymond Joao, others)

  o Schiffrin & Barroway (Andrew Barroway, Krishna Narine, others)

• Per Moatz, he has begun formal investigation with Special Agent Stephen Luchessi of the FBI concerning the federal crimes committed against the USPTO and United States by the aforementioned law firms and lawyers

• Moatz designs patent office team to get inventions suspended at USPTO and directs inventors to file fraud upon the USPTO

• Moatz advises inventors to seek congressional intervention regarding a variety of patent issues

• Patents are found in former management Brian Utley’s name, the patents ending up in fraudulent companies

• Patents, 90 patents, are found in former patent counsel Raymond Joao’s name, m

	10
	United States Supreme Court
	Case No. 05-6611 Eliot I. Bernstein v. The Florida Bar - Certiorari of Florida Supreme Court Case SC-1078


	• Justices

  o ?

  o ?

  o ?

  o ?

  o ?

  o ?


	Denied.  Although United States Solicitor General was invited to undertake the crimes alleged against the United States, no response to court or Bernstein was ever tendered in response prior to the Supreme Court denying hearing the case.
	• Court denied hearing of case, precluding Iviewit shareholders from advancing claims against attorney's caught violating Supreme Court of Florida public offices.  

• Denying the case set a "Catch 22" whereby citizens were precluded rights to have formal docketing of complaints against public officials and with no state or federal forum to file. 



	11
	United States Bankrupty Court Southern District of Florida
	Case No. 01-33407-BKC-SHF- Intel (RYJO), Brian Utley, Raymond Hersh and Michael Reale file involuntary bankruptcy against Iviewit.com LLC
	
	Case dropped upon Iviewit retaining counsel to replace counsel that was prior unknown, acting on the companies behalf.  Case will be appealed based upon startling new evidence, once due process can be assured in a conflict free forum.
	• Iviewit was notified by investors in 2001 while doing a Private Placement with Wachovia that they were in a law suit with Proskauer Rose and an involuntary bankruptcy with Intel and former management.  

• Iviewit retained legal counsel to investigate how these legal actions could be instigated without shareholder or management consent.  It was later learned that stolen intellectual properties were being funneled into companies set up by former counsel whereby they were the shareholders of the similar and identically named companies to the Iviewit companies.  A sophisticated shell game of corporations and intellectual properties in attempt to defraud the United States, the inventors and shareholders.  In so designing this artifice to defraud, applications in false inventors names for the Iviewit inventions was then filed fraudulently in violation of federal code and finally further prosecuted in over thirty countries in violation of international treatises.



	12
	AICPA
	Case No. TNS 2004-038 - Written Statement with evidence and witnesses that Gerald Lewin had violated ethical codes of conduct
	Elizabeth Boltz, CPA originally started investigation.  New investigator replaced her and dismissed the case due to too busy?
	Deferred to Florida Department of Professional Regulation after two years whereby investigation was underway and then new investigator stated the department did not have the resources to investigate further.
	• The AICPA was apprised that crimes had been committed against the federal Small Business Administration and other United States departments and started an investigation.  

• A new investigator took over the case and stated the AICPA was to busy to further investigate and to contact Florida State authorities?  

• Despite overwhelming evidence that the accountant, Gerald Lewin and his daughter Erika were part of misleading Arthur Andersen auditors and were involved in crimes against the United States and were under investigation, the claim was that they had no resources to investigate



	13
	Boca Raton, Florida Police Complaint 1
	Case No. 2001-054580 Embezzlement/Theft of Proprietary Equipment
	J. Ulloa by William Kasser
	6/20/2001Brian G. Utley & Michael Reale found in possession of stolen proprietary equipment and forced to return stolen property by Boca PD.  
	Upon requests to re-open the case due to further evidence submissions entailing more criminal activities, including fraud on the United States, Detective Robert Flechaus stated he began new investigations with the SEC.  The SEC denied ever being involved, information forwarded to FBI.

	14
	Boca Raton, Florida Police Complaint 1
	Case # Stolen SBA and Corporate Funds over $1,000,000 including SBA funds 
	Detective Robert Flechaus - Removed from case for internal affairs review
	Ongoing
	Case is under investigation and internal review by Chief Andrew Scott of the Boca Raton PD

	15
	Boca Raton, Florida Police Complaint 2
	Case #  - Stolen Patents and Crimes Against the USPTO & SBA
	Detective Robert Flechaus - Removed from case for internal affairs review.
	Ongoing
	Case is under investigation and internal review by Chief Andrew Scott of the Boca Raton PD

	16
	Boca Raton Police Internal Affairs Investigation
	Case #Unknown
	Chief Andrew Scott
	Ongoing
	Case is under investigation and internal review by Chief Andrew Scott of the Boca Raton PD

	
	New York Commission of Investigation
	Unknown #1

Unknown #2
	Anthony Cartusciello, Deputy Commissioner/ Chief Counsel
	Complaint 1 – Dismissed on review of letter and determined no further Commission action was warranted regarding “an alleged theft by your attorney”


	7/23/07 Complaint 1 Filed - Since the Complaint was dismissed without perhaps even reading it, whereby all parties of the Commission failed to sign COI’s before beginning review and making determination despite formal written request, as the complaint was not at all about a theft by our attorney but a complaint regarding Public Officials of the Supreme Court of New York found violating conflicts of interests and public offices.  
Case has been requested for review with COI signed first.

2007 08 16 Complaint 2 Filed

	17
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary


	Petition for Investigation of Steven Krane, Kenneth Rubenstein and Raymond Joao for conflict of interest, appearance of impropriety and crimes against the United States
	First Dept Justices: Angela M. Mazzarelli, Richard T. Andrias, David B. Saxe, David Friedman & Lewis A. Gonzalez
	Order for Formal Investigation & Disposition of Conflicts and Appearance of Impropriety - Unpublished Orders M3198 - Krane / M2820 Rubenstein and M3212
	Court order for investigation never completed.  Waiting for new forum that is conflict free to file for enforcement of court order.

	18
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary


	Complaint No. 2004.1883 Steven C. Krane, Esq. - Proskauer Rose LLP Intellectual Property Partner - Former President NYSBA & Member First Dept 
	Thomas Cahill, removed from case for conflict & appearance of impropriety, under special inquiry investigation
	Supreme Court of New York - Appellate Division First Department - Justices Order Investigation for Conflicts and the Appearance of Impropriety.  Unanimous Vote
	• Cases transferred for formal investigation, after review and deliberation of conflicts and appearance of impropriety by five justices of the New York First Department

• Case originally dismissed upon review without investigation due to conflicts found in Steven Krane handling of complaints in violation of public office almost two years after it had begun.

• Thomas Cahill, Chief Counsel, First Department now under special inquiry investigation for his part in aiding and abetting Krane, Rubenstein & Joao

• Cahill upon request of Moatz of the USPTO-OED to contact him would not contact Moatz to enjoin investigations and prior to the federal OED investigation being completed tried to dismiss the cases without any formal investigation.  At that time it was unknown that Krane was a leading disciplinary committee member with multiple roles at the First Dept. while handling complaints against his partners and then himself

• Krane writes letter response to his complaint denying roles at the First Dept. Iviewit then c

	19
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Case No. T-1689-04 Steven C. Krane, Esq. - Proskauer Rose LLP Intellectual Property Partner - Former President NYSBA & Member First Dept
	Dianne Kearse, Chief Counsel - CONFLICTS ADMITTED WITH ACCUSED STEVEN KRANE
	Failed to complete First Dept. court ordered investigation.  Waiting for conflict free forum to press for full investigation as ordered.  
	• Further conflicts and violations of public offices were found and the Court Ordered Investigations by the First Department were never formally completed

• Chief Counsel, Dianne Kearse, Second Dept DDC, writes Iviewit that cases were dismissed without investigation.  No witnesses provided were called, no evidence tested and she claims she is not under the jurisdiction of the First Dept and therefore does not have to investigate under the court order

• Kearse fails to respond to the First Dept with her decisions and instead attempts to dismiss the case through contacting Iviewit who did not order the investigation

• Kearse admits conflicts with both Krane and Chief Judge of New York, Judith Kaye.  

• Kearse fails to disclose conflicts prior to handling the complaints

• Kearse refuses to docket formally complaints against herself and Lawrence DiGiovanni, Chairman of the Second Dept DDC

• Clerk of the Court, Pelzer (with no authority under the Disciplinary Dept., attempts to write letter stating that Kearse was

	20
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary.  Thomas Cahill, removed from case for conflict & appearance of impropriety, under special inquiry investigation
	Case No. 2003.0531Kenneth Rubenstein & Proskauer Rose LLP
	Supreme Court of New York - Appellate Division First Department - Justices Order Investigation for Conflicts and the Appearance of Impropriety.  Unanimous Vote
	
	See Notes for Krane First Dept investigation

	21
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Case No. T-1688-04 - Kenneth Rubenstein & Proskauer Rose LLP
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary. 
	Failed to complete First Dept. court ordered investigation.  Waiting for conflict free forum to press for full investigation as ordered.  
	See Notes for Krane Second Dept investigation

	21
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Case No. Unknown Number - Raymond Joao, Proskauer & MLGWS
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary. 
	
	Initially filed with Second Dept but case mysteriously transfers to First Dept with Rubenstein.  Then the case is retransferred again to Second Dept with Rubenstein and Krane after discovery of conflicts and violations of New York Supreme Court - First Dept. - Disciplinary Dept.

	22
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary.  Thomas Cahill, removed from case for conflict & appearance of impropriety, under special inquiry investigation
	Case No. 2003-0352 - Raymond Joao, Proskauer & MLGWS
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary.  Thomas Cahill, removed from case for conflict & appearance of impropriety, under special inquiry investigation
	Supreme Court of New York - Appellate Division First Department - Justices Order Investigation for Conflicts and the Appearance of Impropriety.  Unanimous Vote
	   *Transferred back to Second Department for conflict and appearance of impropriety.  See Krane First Dept notes

	23
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Case No. T-1690-04 - Raymond Joao, Proskauer & MLGWS
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary. 
	Failed to complete First Dept. court ordered investigation.  Waiting for conflict free forum to press for full investigation as ordered.  
	See Notes for Krane Second Dept investigation

	24
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  First Department  - Departmental Disciplinary.  Thomas Cahill, removed from case for conflict & appearance of impropriety, under special inquiry investigation
	Case No. 2004.1122 - Thomas Cahill, Chief Counsel First Dept.
	Ongoing - Transferred to special investigator Martin Gold from First Dept. for conflict
	Ongoing Formal Investigation
	Ongoing. Cahill charged with aiding and abetting Krane, Rubenstein & Joao and attempting to cover up conflicts and violations of public office with Krane.

	25
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Complaint Refused Docketing  - D. Kearse, Chief Counsel
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary. 
	Waiting to have complaint filed and docketed according to law in a non-conflicted third party venue
	   *Kearse refused docketing a formal written complaint against herself filed with her at her request for failure to follow a court order and conflicts - Kearse handled this herself and with such complaint filed, continued to act without disclosure despite admitted conflicts and a complaint filed against her

	26
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary
	Complaint Refused Docketing - Chairman, Lawrence DiGiovanna
	New York Supreme Court Appellate Division  Second Department  - Departmental Disciplinary. 
	Waiting to have complaint filed and docketed according to law in a non-conflicted third party venue
	*Kearse refused docketing a formal written complaint against DiGiovanna sent to her at her request for failure to obey a court order

	27
	Florida Supreme Court
	Case No. SC04-1078 Eliot Bernstein v. The Florida Bar - Petition to investigate Florida Bar complaints due to conflicts of interest and public office violations of Supreme Court Florida Bar Officers 
	• Justices

  o Wells

  o Anstead

  o Lewis

  o Quince

  o Bell

  o JJ


	Denied
	• Conflict may be found in this case after reviewing that the Solicitor General of the Florida Supreme Court during the time of the Iviewit complaint was suddenly a Foley and Lardner partner, Christopher Kise.  Kise recently was promoted to a specially created public office position in the Governor of Florida’s office.  Foley and Lardner also represented the Governor of Florida.  Foley opens offices in Florida after learning of pending complaints in that state against Proksauer and Foley partners. 

• Florida Bar and Florida Supreme Court refuse formal and procedural docketing of complaints against officers with affirmed violations of public office, inapposite of the Florida and United States constitutions

• Despite public office violations confirmed by The Florida Bar against officers, Florida Supreme Court refuses to prosecute and moves to destroy records opposite Florida record retention laws, attempts to destroy evidence of the conflicts and public office violations

• Conflicts discovered elevate to Florida Bar President, Kelly Overstreet Johnson, found handling complaints against Christopher C. Wheeler (convicted of a Felony DUI with injury) while working as a lawyer under James Wheeler at a Florida law firm, without prior disclosure.

• Florida Bar Counsel, John Anthony Boggs, attempts to dismiss attorney conflicts and violation of public offices by citing legislation he was  proposing, instead of the law.



	28
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	Case No. 2003-51 109 15© - Christopher C. Wheeler
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	Conflicts and Appearance of Impropriety Discovered.  Case elevated to the Florida Supreme Court and then the United States Supreme Court - Wheeler gets arrested for felony DUI w/ Injury 
	Dismissed upon review without investigation and then re-opened and moved to the Florida Supreme Court upon discovery of conflicts of interest and appearance of impropriey in Matthew Triggs violation of public office in handling Wheeler complaint while in a blackout period precluding handling any matters for the Florida Bar.  Without disclosure Triggs handled compaints for Proskauer partner Wheeler while in such blackout period.

	29
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	Christopher C. Wheeler #2 - Complaint Refused Formal Docketing and Disposition, after conflicts and public office violations were discovered in Wheeler #1?
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	
	*Flabar and FSC refuse docket this formal written complaint where the charges were separate from Wheeler’s first complaint and for additional conflicts, conflicts again confirmed by Flabar in writing

	30
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	Complaint Refused Docketing by Bar despite confirmed conflicts - Matthew Triggs
	Florida Supreme Court - The Florida Bar
	
	*Flabar and FSC refuse docketing formal written complaints even though they confirm conflicts and violations of public office positions with Flabar.  Elevated to the Florida Supreme Court which denied hearing the case.  That decision elevated to United States Supreme Court which also denied hearing the case, leaving the Iviewit shareholders with no Court to hear complaints against public officers violating their public offices. No ability to file complaints against public officers who were found violating public offices!!!

	31
	Fifteenth Judical District, Florida - Judge Jorge Labarga 
	Proskauer v. Iviewit Civil Case No. CA 01-04671 AB (At time of Iviewit discovering this law suit that management and shareholders were unaware of, it was not known that these were fraudulent companies set up by Proskauer to steal intellectual property.
	Default Judgment against Iviewit for failure to retain replacement counsel
	
	• Labarga refuses to allow a counter complaint filed by competent counsel for Iviewit showing that attorneys in the billing case have committed crimes against the United States Patent & Trademark Office

• Labarga dismisses Iviewit law firms after cancelling a trial date with no notice to Iviewit or either of two law firms handling the case for Iviewit.  

• Labarga Immediately rules against Iviewit for failure to retain replacement counsel, after dismissing two law firms only days before.

• Proskauer v. Iviewit will be appealed when due process and procedure can be insured based on new evidence.  

o It was unknown at the initial lawsuit, that the companies involved in the lawsuit, although similarly named to Iviewit, were set up fraudulently by former counsel to harbor stolen intellectual properties that were almost identical to the Iviewit intellectual properties

o It appears the combination of the bogus involuntary bankruptcy and the bogus lawsuit, were 

	32
	Judicial Qualifications Commission
	Case Docket No. 03352
	
	
	Judicial Qualifications Commission and where the entire case will be appealed upon assurance of due process in a venue conflict free.  Astonishing new evidence shows the original Proskauer instigated law suit and bankruptcy were filed in fraud by Proskauer

	33
	Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation
	Case Nos. 2004-053428 & 2004-053434 & 2004-053999
	Angella Potter
	
	Under review by Inspector General Office of the DBPR

	34
	Inspector General - Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation
	
	Inspector General - Carl Cook & Ron Russo
	Dismissed
	Elevated to the Florida Chief Inspector General.  Conflicts were then discovered at the highest level of the Florida Governors office with Foley and Lardner partners running that office. See complaint for the IG of Florida.

	35
	Pennsylvania Bar
	No docket # - Krishna Narine
	Pennsylvania Bar
	
	Dismissed without investigation

	36
	Pennsylvania Bar
	No docket # Andrew Barroway
	Pennsylvania Bar
	
	Dismissed without investigation

	37
	Virginia State Bar
	Case Docket No. 04-888-1004 - William J. Dick & the law firm Foley & Lardenr
	Virginia Bar
	
	Dismissed without investigation   *Where Virginia Bar refuses to advance the complaints in accordance with well established rules or return phone calls regarding this matter.  Even after being notified of the conflicts in Florida and New York and perjured statement made Dick to that tribunal and the United States Patent Office in his response.  In the Iviewit rebuttal to the response, evidence of the perjuries were presented.  Also based on an intellectual property docket submitted by Dick on behalf of Foley & Lardner to that tribunal, upon review of the IP docket, Moatz of the USPTO-OED noted that certain information regarding the owners of those patents was false.  This led to suspension of certain of the iviewit intellectual properties at the USPTO.

	37
	Institute of Professional Representatives Before the European Patent Office
	
	
	Ongoing Formal Investigation
	2007 – EPI sent documents sent from EPO that had clear evidence of fraud and requested that we contact FBI to contact Interpol to begin investigation on multiple continents.

Complaints on file with the Institute of Professional Representatives Before the European Patent Office.  Requests for investigation of Chris Mercer - President although investigation has been formally begun by that office

	38
	European Patent Office
	Martyn Molyneaux 
	
	Ongoing
	2007- In responding to EPI document request EPO sent over documents that were clearly frauds and had been changed on Office Actions Iviewit had submitted.  This led to a second request to have FBI contact Interpol to co-investigate.

Complaints on file with the European Patent Office & Against Patent Attorney's Licensed with that Institution, Martyn Molyneaux and his firms being the main accused.  Complaints on file against Molyneaux and all culpable law firms involved in filing the fraudulent applications in Europe.  Requests for oversight at EPO.  EPO and EPI have recommended contacting the FBI to contact Interpol to investigate.

	39
	Japanese Patent Office
	
	
	Ongoing
	Complaints on file against accused.

	40
	Inspector General State of Florida
	Melinda Miguel ~ Chief Inspector General
	
	Dismissed Conflicts found with Foley and Lardner and Governor of Florida Offices that may act to preclude Florida investigatory actions on multiple grounds
	2007 ~ The Inspector General of Florida was sent the Florida Department of Business and Professional Regulation dismissed case for review.  Upon receipt of dismissal on review, conflicts were discovered with Foley and Lardner and the control over the Governor’s office of Florida.  Specifically, Foley and Lardner, once chaired by Michael Grebe, is found to have made partner, Christopher Kise, former Solicitor General of Florida Supreme Court.  Kise was made a special post in the Governor’s office as Senior Counsel to Governor.  Foley has represented the Governor via Kise in the Florida School Voucher case.

2007 – Upon discovery of conflicts, IG refers us to Judiciary Committee and others to investigate but fails to take actions to instigate investigations of corruption in the highest offices of the State???  Complaints will shortly be filed in all recommended venues.


Exhibit 5 - Patent Suspension Request and Reply
See attached pdf document or supplemental attachment

Exhibit 3

August 29, 2007 State of New York Commission of Investigation Response to complaint #2
Exhibit 4

State of New York Commission of Investigation Response to complaint #1
� Exhibit 1 ~ List of Iviewit companies


� Exhibit 2 – August 16, 2007 Complaint 2 – Commission of Investigation





� Exhibit 3 – August 29, 2007 State of New York Commission of Investigation Response


� Exhibit 4 – Commission of Investigation Complaint 1 Response


� Exhibit 1 – Iviewit Companies





� Exhibit 2 – List of State, Federal and International Crimes Alleged Committed in the Theft of Iviewit Inventions.  See list of NY specific crimes.


� Exhibit 5 – See attached Adobe PDF file for complaint filed with USPTO and Answer


� Exhibit 4 – List of Investigations


� Exhibit 3 – Images of Car Bombing
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