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April 5, 2024

TODD BLANCHE
ToddBlanche@blanchelaw.com
(212) 716-1250

Via Email
Honorable Juan M. Merchan
Acting Justice - Supreme Court, Criminal Term

Re: People v. Trump, Ind. No. 71543/23

Dear Justice Merchan:

We respectfully submit this pre-motion letter seeking leave to file a motion to enforce a
subpoena served on former Supervising Rackets Investigator Jeremy Rosenberg, in Brooklyn, New
York, on March 18, 2024, and to compel the production of responsive documents. The subpoena
is attached as Exhibit A. An affidavit of service is attached as Exhibit B. Email correspondence
with Mr. Rosenberg following service of the subpoena is attached as Exhibit C. The subpoena
was returnable on March 29, 2024. Rosenberg has not responded to the subpoena or filed a motion
to quash.

The subpoena is a valid demand for documents pursuant to CPL § 610.20(3). DANY
DANY has disclosed , but the
completeness and integrity of that collection is dubious at best because DANY relied on voluntary
compliance from . For example,
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reliability of the phone evidence—or, as we see it, lack thereof—will be an important dispute at
trial, as DANY seeks to persuade the jurors to accept the testimony of a perjurer with false-
statements and fraud convictions.

President Trump agrees with DANY that . Consistent with
the foregoing , Exhibit C reflects the flippant and dismissive
approach that Rosenberg took in response to the subpoena, despite ample experience with the
criminal justice system that should have instilled in him respect for this process and a criminal
defendant’s rights. As a result, the subpoena is necessary and appropriate to ensure that President
Trump has access to all responsive communications that still exist, and confirmation of any
evidence spoliation that has occurred. This evidence is admissible to challenge the integrity of
evidence DANY will seek to offer from Cohen’s phones, for use in cross-examination of Cohen
regarding the bias and hostility toward President Trump reflected in his

. and to attack the lack of integrity of DANY s investigation under federal constitutional
cases such as Kyles v. Whitley, 514 U.S. 419, 447 & n.13 (1995).

President Trump is entitled to this specific evidence of bias, motive, and hostility under the
state and federal constitutions, and the evidence is appropriately subject to a defense subpoena
pursuant to CPL § 610.20(3).































































































