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THE DISCIPLINARY BOARD OF THE SUPREME COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

Date sent
Two Lemoyne Drive, Second Floor
Lemoyne, Pennsylvania 17043
COMPLAINT INFORMATION FORM
(Please Type or Print) Date: |August 8, 2003
A. COMPLAINANT:
Mr./Mrs. Iviewit Holdings, Inc.
Your Name: Miss/Ms.
(Last) (First) (MI)
Address: 110158 Stonehenge Circle Boynton Beach, Fla 33437
(Street) (City) (State)  (Zip Code)
Telephone: Home: |561-364-4240 | . work: [561-364-4240 |
(Area Code) (Number) (Area Code) (Number)

B. ATTORNEY COMPLAINED OF:

Name: Narine Krishna B. County:
(Last) (First) MD
Office Address: | Three Bala Plaza East, Suite 400 Bala Cynwyd, Penn. 19004 |
(Street) (City) (State) (Zip Code)
Telephone: Office: [610-66/-7/06 | Other: |215-771-4988
(Area Code) (Number) (Area Code) (Number)

C. PRIOR COMPLAINTS CONCERNING THIS MATTER OR THIS ATTORNEY::

Have you previously filed a complaint concerning this matter or this attorney with the Disciplinary Board, a Bar
Association or its Fee Dispute Committee, any District Justice, Court, District Attorney or any other agency or office:
YES I_XI NO. If so, please identify the agency and specify the date and nature of your complaint and the
action taken by the agency:

D. INSTRUCTIONS:

A written and signed statement of the facts must be filed with the Disciplinary Board before your complaint can
be considered. Therefore, on the reverse side of this form, under STATEMENT OF COMPLAINT, please fully and
completely set forth all of the facts and circumstances of your complaint. PLEASE BE SPECIFIC, referring to relevant
dates, contacts you made with the attorney, the fee arrangement, amounts paid to the attorney and when, services to be
performed, the names and addresses of other individuals involved in the legal matter, EXACTLY WHAT CONDUCT
YOU BELIEVE IS UNETHICAL OR ILLEGAL, etc.

PLEASE ATTACH COPIES OF ALL CORRESPONDENCE AND/OR DOCUMENTS RELATING TO
YOUR CASE. Ifyou send original documents and wish them returned to you, check here . If you have not



attached any documentation, please explain why:

E. STATEMENT OF COMPLAINT: (Note: Attach as many additional pages as necessary to fully set forth all of
the relevant facts and circumstances surrounding your complaint).

Please see attached complaint and exhibits.

F. CONFIDENTIALITY:

You are advised that Rule 402 of the Pennsylvania Rules of Disciplinary Enforcement requires that all investigations
and proceedings before the Disciplinary Board be conducted in a strictly confidential manner. Therefore, you are
requested not to breach the confidentiality of our consideration of your complaint by disclosing your involvement with
the Disciplinary Board to other persons.

G INTERVIEWS:

It is NOT required that you present your complaint to this office in person. Personal interviews are not required and
are not usually necessary for our preliminary review and understanding of complaints. If we need further information
relative to your complaint, you will be contacted by phone or letter and arrangements will be made for any personal

interview determined to be necessary.
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f) Allowing the infringement of patent rights of IVEIWIT and the
inlellectual property of IVIEWIT by other clients of PROSKAUER and
WHEELER, and;

g) Aiding JOAQ in filing patents for IVIEWIT intellectual property
by intentionally withholding pertinent information from such patents and not filing
same timely, 50 as to allow JOAO to apply for similar patents in his own name,
beth while acting as counsel for IVIEWIT and subsequently.

29. As a direct and proximate result of the actions of the Counter Defendant,
Counter Plaintiffs have been damaged in a sum estimated to be greater than
$10,000,000,000.00, based on projections by Gerald Stanley, CEO of Real 3-D (a
consortium of Lockheed, Silicone Graphics and Intel) as to the value of the
technologies and their applications to current and future uses together with the
loss of funding from Crossbow Ventures as a result of such conduct.

30. All conditions precedent to the bringing of this action have occurred or
have been waived or excused.

- CTICE

31. This is an action for legal malpractice within the jurisdiction of this court.

32. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Paragraphs | through 30 as if fuily set forth herein.
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33. PROSKAUER employed by IVIEWIT for purposes of representing
IVIEWIT to obtain multiple patents and oversee foreign filings for such technologies
ircluding the provisional filings for the technologies as described in Paragraph 11
above,

34. That pursuant to such employment, PROSKAUER owed a duty to ensure
that the rights and interests of IVIEWIT were protected.

35. WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER neglected that
reasonable duty of care in the performance of legal services in that they:

a) Failed to take reasonable steps to ensure that the intellectual property
of IVIEWIT was protected; and,

b} Failed to complete work regarding copyrights and trademarks; and,

c) Engaged in unnecessary and duplicate corporate and other work
resulting in billing for unnecessary legal services believed to be in excess of
$400,000.00; and,

d) By redacting information from the billing statements regarding
services provided so to as to give the appearance that the services provided by
PROSKAUER were limited in nature, when in fact they involved various aspects of
intellectual property protection; and,

e) By knowingly rei:mscnﬁng and agreeing to accept representation of
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clients in conflict with the interests of IVIEWIT, without either consent or waiver by
IVIEWIT.

36. That the negligent actions of PROSKAUER and its partners, WHEELER
and RUBENSTEIN, resulted in and was the proximate cause of loss to IVIEWIT.

WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiff demands judgement for damages against
Defendant together with reasonable attorneys fees, court costs, interest and such other
ard further relief as this Court deems just and equitable.

- CIVIL Y

37. This is an action for civil conspiracy within the jurisdiction of this court.

38. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Peragraphs 1 through 30 as if fully set forth herein,

39. Defendant, PROSKAUER and UTLEY, WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN and
JOAQ, jointly conspired to deprive the Counter Plaintiffs of their rights and interest
in the Technology.

40. That UTLEY, WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER with
such intent, directed that certain patent rights be put in the name of UTLEY and/or
that such patent rights were modified or negligently pursued so as to fzil to provide
protection of the intellectual property, resulting in the ability of other clients of

WHEELER, RUBENSTEIN, JOAO and PROSKAUER to make use of such
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technologies without being liable to IVIEWIT for royalties normally arising from
such use.

41. That PROSKAUER, without cither consent of the Board of Directors or
proper documentation, transferred securities to Tiedemann/Prolow Investment Group,
which entity was also referred by WHEELER, who acted as counsel for such
unauthorized transaction.

42. That upon the discovery of the above-described events and conspiracy,
IVIEWIT's lead investor, Crossbow Ventures, ceased its funding of IVIEWIT,

43. That Crossbow Ventures, which was a referral of WHEELER, took a
security interest in the Technology under the guise of protecting [VIEWIT and its
shareholders from the actions of UTLEY, based on the filing of an involuntary
benkruptcy (which was later withdrawn), and as to WHEELER and PROSKAUER
based on the instant law suit, when in fact such conduct was motivated by Crossbow’s
atrempts to wrongfully detain the interests of IVIEIT in the Technology. Such
cenduct, upon information and belief, was undertaken with the knowledge and
assistance of WHEELER and PROSKAUER.

44. As a direct and proximate result of the l.:onspiracy and acts of
PROSKAUER, UTLEY, WHEELER, JOAO and RUBENSTEIN, the Counter

Plaintiffs have been damaged, '
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WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiffs demand judgement for damages against
Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief as this
Court deems just and equitable.

I- F CONTRAC

45, This is an action for breach of contract within the jurisdiction of this Court.

46. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Paragraphs 1 through 30 as if fully set forth herein.

47. Defendant, PROSKAUER, breached the contract with Counter Plaintiff,
IVIEWIT LLC by failing to provide services billed for pursuant to the billing
statements presented to the Counter Plaintiffs and over-billing for services provided.

48, That such actions on the part of PROSKAUER constitute beaches of the
contract by and between IVIEWIT LLC and PROSKAUER.

49. That as a direct and proximate result of such conduct on the part of
PROSKAUER, IVIEWIT LLC has been damaged by overpayment to PROSKAUER
and the failure of PROSKAUER to perform the contracted for legal services.

WHEREFORE, IVIEWIT demands judgement for damages against Counter

Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief as this

Court deems just and equitable.
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[ 1V- 1 E
B LATI

50. This is an action for tortious interference with an advantageous business
relationship within the jurisdiction of this Court.

51. Counter Plaintiff re-alleges and hereby incorporates that allegations of
Paragraphs 1 through 30 as if fully set forth herein.

52. Counter Plaintiff was engaged in negotiations of technology agreements
with both Warner Bros, and AOL/Time Warmer as to the possible use of the
Technologies of the Counter Plaintiffs and investment in Counter Plaintiffs as a
strategic partner.

53. That despite the prior representations of RUBENSTEIN, at a meeting held
on or about November 1, 2000, by and between UTLEY, RUBENSTEIN and
representatives of Warner Bros. as to the Technology of IVIEWIT and the efficacy,
novelty and unique methodology of the Technology, RUBENSTEIN refused to
subsequently make the same statements to representatives of AOL and Warner Bros.,
taking the position that since Warner Bros./AOL is “now a big client of Proskauer,
I can’t comment on the technologies of Iviewit.” or words to that effect in response
to inquiry from Warner Brother/AOL's counsel as to the status and condition of the

pending patents on the intellectual property.
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54. That RUBENSTEIN, having served as an advisor to the Board of Directors
for IVIEWIT, was aware of the fact that at the time of the making of the statements
set forth in Paragraph 50, above, IVIEWIT was in the midst of negotiations with
AOL/Warner Bros. as to the possible funding of the operations of IVIEWIT in and
sum of between $10,000,000.00 and $20,000,000.00.

55. Further, RUBENSTEIN as a partner of PROSKAUER, and despite his clear
prior actions in representing the interests of IVIEWIT, refused to answer questions
as to the enforcement of the Technology of IVIEWIT, with the intent and knowledge
that such refusal would lead to the cessation of the business relationship by and
between IVIEWIT and Warner Bros/AOL and other clients familiar with the Wamer
Bros/AOL technology group then in negotiations with IVIEWIT, including, but not
limited to Sony Corporation, Paramount, MGM and Fox.

56. That the actions of RUBENSTEIN were and constituted an intentional and
unjustified interference with the relationship by and between IVIEWIT and Wamer
Bros/AOL designed to harm such relationship and further motivated by the attempts
to “cover-up” the conflict of interest in PROSKAUER's representation of both
IVIEWIT and Warner Bros./AOL.

57. That indeed, as a direct and proximate result of the conduct of

RUBENSTEIN, Warner Bros./AOL ceased business relations with IVIEWIT to the
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damage and detriment of Counter Plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, Counter Plaintiffs demand judgement for damages against
Counter Defendant together with court costs, interest and such other and further relief
as this Court deems just and equitable.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a tru§ and correct copy of the foregoing has been
provided by U.S. Mail and fax transmission this @ day of January, 2003 to:
Christopher W, Prusaski, Esq,, Proskauer Rose, LLP, 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340

W, Boca Raton, FL 33431.

SELZ & MUVDI SELZ, P.A.
214 Brazilian Avenue, Suite 220
Palm Beach, FL 33480

Tel: (561) 820-9409

Fax: (561} 833-9715

By:
STEVEN M. SELZ
FBN: 777420
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EXHIBIT C

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

P. Stephen Lamont
Chief Executive Officer
Direct Dial: 914-217-0038

By Electronic Mail and Facsimile

August 13, 2003

Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP

Three Bala Plaza East. Suite 400

Bala Cynwyd. Penn. 19004

C/o Krishna B. Narine: Andrew L. Barroway

Re: Letter of Understanding Dated July 15, 2003 (*“Agreement’) by and Between
Iviewit Holdings. Inc. (“*“Company”) and Schiffrin & Barroway. LLP (*SB™):
Demand for Payment

Dear Sirs:

As a result of your letters of August 1, 2003 and August 5. 2003 wherein you claim
unilateral withdrawal from the above referenced executed. binding, and bi-lateral
Agreement, such letters constitute material breach of the Agreement. thereby excusing
the Company from any further performance under said Agreement and thereby entitling
the Company to action by breach of contract if’ the following demand for payvment is not
met within five (5) business days:

1. By virtue of Section 1. Purchase Price of the

Crossbow/DiStream interests $100,000.00
2. By virtue of Section 3.a., Minimum Cost of

Future Patent Prosecution 250,000.00
3. By virtue of Section 3.a., Present Value, Patent Life

Loss of PCT patent applications POT0EP, PO11EP 3,400,000.,000.00"
4. By virtue of Section 3.b., Prosecuting to Judgment

Or Settlement of Claims HEstimated at 5.000,000.00

! From the prejections sent to SB in an April 23, 2003 due diligence package estimated at twenty percent
(20%) international revenues on a cumulative total of approximately Seventeen Billion Dollars
(17.000,000,000).

10158 Stonehenge Circle, Boynton Beach, Fla. 33437 * T (561) 364-4240 ®* www.iviewit.com
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Schiffrin & Barroway, LLP
August 13, 2003
Page 2

L

By virtue of Section 3.c., Prosecuting for

Unauthorized Use of Proprictary Technology Estimated at 10,000,000.00

6. By virtue of Section
By virtue of Section

-

3
=

]
-

.¢, Prosecuting for Patent Infringement  10,000,000.00

.d., Payment of Operating Budget 1.553,903.00

8. By wvirtue of Section 3.¢., Prosccute Actions to Recover
Company Stock Estimated at 100,000.00
Total $3.427,003,903.00
Offsets:
Payment for Recovery of Files $6.805.83
Payment to Steven M. Selz, Esq. 16,998.11
Transfer to Eliot . Bernstein 1.000.00

Estimated Disbursements 500.00

Total Offsets
Total Demand for Payment

Very truly yours,

$25.303.94

$3,426,978,559.06

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

Bwv: Signature ¥ alid

Digitally signed by P. Stephen Lamont
CM: en=P. Stephen Lamant, o= hiswit

v P. Stephen Lamont e e

Chief Executive Officer

e Eliot I. Bernstein.
Caroline P. Rogers

Mark W. Gaffney, Esq.. Law Offices of Mark W. Gaffney

Jeffrey AL Klaflter. Esq., Partner, Klafter & Olsen LLP

Kurt Olsen. Esq., Partner, Klafter & Olsen LLP

Kenneth Anderson, Special Counsel. Howrey Simon Arnold & White, LLP

10158 Stonehenge Circle, Boynton Beach, Fla. 33437 * T (561) 364-4240 ®* www.iviewit.com
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