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\This is to put you on notice ofyour on-going duty .. ofwhich, by now, you should no D\,V o

1"^g:::1-::.,:: _T-I* 
__ to move to vacate for fraud trre rrauiurent ;uaicia \ \

decisions ofwhich vou are the beneficiary. The tatest of the* fr;"il;;; lrrtli"", t, .? -the Appellate Division, First Department's unsigned s-sentence decision i" rr"i)), 6Unq Lkayr",(*!:,!::!!,1:r:y,,:,o: *^r:*,:JConduct(Ny co. #ee-r08655): l >.,<.(l) affirming Justice Lehner's September 30, 1999 decision; (2) further rroroi", iiJi"Petitioner lacks standing to assert that, under Judiciary Law $44(l), respond-ent isrequired to investigate all facially meritorious complaints ofjudicial 1nirconiurt,,; and(3) denying my motion to intervene and for other relief.
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significantly, the Appellate Division gives no reasons for denying my motion. Asyou know, my motion exposes (at Exhibit "E") that Justice Lehner,s decision islegally insupportable and further exposes (at pages 9-10, fn. 9; Exhibit ,,2-3,,) thefrivolousness of any objection based on lack of rt*aing.

Tellingly, the Appellate Division not only provides NO larv for its holding on lackof standing, but distorts the factual record to obscure that Mr. Mantell is seekinginvestigation of HIS facially-meritorious complaint pursuant to Judiciary Law
$44. l .

5e

€&rta €ar4


