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(i Ao lovill 342) 820 - 9300

Girllo. Aless - Hrodided N York "
Wiitors Dbreoct Dhal oot
(212) 820-9327 August 1, 1985

Stephen J. Weinstein, Esqg.

Deputy Executive Director & Counsel

Municipal Asgssistance Corporation
for the City of New York

One World Trade Center

Suite 8901

New York, New York

Re: Rosenstein v. Municipal Assistance Corporation

Dear Steve:

As we discussed last week, Friday July 12 was the
last day for Mr. and Mrs. Rosenstein to notice an appeal from
the judgment entered on June 3. We have not received any
notice of appeal and assume that the Corporation has not
received such notice. I am therefore returning to you the
originals of the Wall Street Journal used at trial.

It was a pleasure to work with you and hope
another opportunity presents itself.

Very truly yours,

,/’y/— e

Thofnas W. Pippert
TWP/cz

Enclosure
BY HAND




Danokiins, Delofiold & Woodd
61 Yot Soct, oo Lok 10005

((Ava Cods 212) 820 -9300
Lol lbcss - Horoledett Noow Drk”

Witors Dhiroct Dl Nondlor
(212) 820-9327 June 7, 1985

Stephen J. Weinstein, Esq.
Municipal Assistance Corporation
One World Trade Centexr

guite 8901, 89th Floor

New York, New York

Re: Rosenstein v. Municipal Assistance
Corporation for the City of New York

Dear Steve:

Enclosed is the decision of Justice Lehner
denying the claims of Mr. and Mrs. Rosenstein. We
will serve a copy of the order on them promptly so
that their time to appeal begins to run immediately.
I will hold the originals of The Wall Street Journal
until the time to appeal has run and then return them

to you.

It was a pleasure to work with you, and if
this ever happens again, I doubt we could have a wWoOIrse
experience with whatever judge is assigned to our case.

Very truly yours,

Thomas W. Pippert

g

TWP/kr
Enclosure
BY HAND




Honikins @W & Wood
67 Yot et N Lork, 10005

(A Coridler 342 ) 820 - IIO0

Apitorns Direct Diad' Niambor
(212) 829-9327

June 3, 1985

Stephen Weinstein, Esqg.
Municipal Assistance
Corporation

One World Trade Center
Suite 8901

89th Floor

New York, New York

Re: Rosenstein v. Municipal Assistance
Corporation for the City of New_ York

Dear Steve:
Fnclosed is a copy of a letter from Mr. Rosenstelin
to Judge Lehner that we received today. 1 don't think
that any response is required or would be particularly
helpful. Please call me if you have a different opinion.
Very truly yours,

A"

TWP: pr Thofmas W. Pippert
Enc.

BY HAND
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INFORMATION I-'(}l{l SUCCESSFUL PARTY

You shouhd st vontact the party you sued or party’s allomey Gl party was represented by attorney) and
Touest payoient.

[F thoy fail within fen duvs to pay, then contact by phone orin pu\on a City Marshal o1 the Sheriff in the
county where the party who owes you money may have pruperty. Iyou do not know where he has property, then

vou must contact a City arshal or the Sheritfin the county where he resides.

10 the judgment s not paid within 10 duays, [ees paid by suceessiul party o the City Marshal or Shenff inan
attempt ta collect the judgment, will also e added Lo the total judgment.

CITY MARSHALS ARE LISTED IN THE YELLOW PAGES

Sherifts Offices:

County Addiess Telophone #
Bronx 251 Grand Concourse, Bronx, MY 104519 203.3900
Kings Mupicipal Blls, Brooklyn, NY. 11200 6432070
New York 31 Chambers St New York, N.Y. 10007 371-0223
Queens County Court House, L.t City, NY. 11101 392-49350

Richimond 350 St Mark's Place. Sraten Isinnd, N.Y, 10301 447-0041
Give the City Marshal or Sheri(r the following information:
1 SC mumber of your case which appesn Abeve, including year, and the County where case was (ried.
Y. Your nume, address and telephone nwnber.
3. The name and address of the dui‘rnd.mt.
& Your knowledee i any, of nase and addiess of defendants employer.
VOUR JUDGMENT IS GOOD AND VALID FOR A PERIOD OF 20 YEARS.

IF YOU DO NOT COLLECT T AT FIRST. YOU MAY MAKE FURTHER LFFORTSTO COLLECT AT LATER
DATES.
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LY¥0O D, HOGUVLOTEIN
5355 Henry Hudson Parkwoay
Riverdele, N.Y. 10471

Kay 31, 1985

Hon. Bdward H. Lehner

¢ivil Court of the City
of New York

111 Centre Street

Few York, New York 10013}

Me: TRogenetein v, Funicipal Assistence
Corporation for the City of New York
(Snall Cledws Index Ke. 01931/85)

Dear Juntice Lehner:

I zm herewith objevting to the letter sent to you by Havkins, Dclafield
& Vood. Copy of which was dclivered to mez by hand late yesterday.

AMiosrney Thoman W, Pippert requected permionion from you before the end
of the trial to submit additional evidence of ads in the Kew York Times. You ad-
vised him 4hei he should have hed 211 his evidence i he ceme reudy for trial.
However, you then seid that you did not see eny harm in submitting newepaper ads.

In addition to the ads you received a four page brief in the form of 2
letier rcstuting FAC's case and adding some new pointers,

Givce I am not a lawyer I cannot question the legality of the citations
mentioned. However, I am respectfully asking your pcrmission to comment on brief
you reoeived.

They made all these laws to suit themselves to which the public is not
avere when they purchasc IAC Bonds, If they had to, they could even justify mur-
der. This ocnse is no different than the E. F. Huiton case of kiting other peoples
money. If they had honorable intentions in their actions they would have put all
the sinking fund money for the bonds they called in an interest bearing money
crnrket account and redecm the bonds plus intercot due to date of redemption from
ithat sccount. Instead, they knew on January 2, 1985 that I had two called bonds.
On February 14, 1985 they returned to my bank coupons, plus two additional coupons
from bonds that were not called, The two called bounds, less intecrest, were re-
deemed on March 22, 1985.

In the last two lines of the last paragraph of Kr. Fippertt's brief he
egain confuses the word redemption with the word call,

w......interest from date of redemption (July 1, 1984)
to date the Kosensteins were paid the redemption price
should be denied™.







