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9 



indeed falsely arrested anybody. It's a pending allegation from an unrelated 

129-130. 

that on 

I 4 

L 

prosecution or never been 

information that v. 

10 



N.Y.2d 898, 899, 430 N.Y.S.2d 588 (1980), ajf'g, 67 A.D.2d 558, 560, 416 

N.Y.S.2d 49 (2d Dep't 1979) no cross-

a as 

VICIOUS or 

often sworn to under 

' "good faith in these cases. v. 

1 I 



632-35, 298 N.Y.S.2d 681, 682-84 (1969), cert. denied, 396 U.S. 879 (1969). In 

was 

name was 

defendant manJuana 

a 

or 
so the questions were based on "a rumor that is current only among members of the police 
department and some unnamed persons." Id. at 637, 686 (Burke, J., dissenting). 
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following day with Kass to have the diamonds returned (and they were, in fact, returned the 
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accord People v. Jones, 193 A.D.2d 696, 697, 598 N.Y.S.2d 40, 42 (2d Dep't 

1993). 
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unreported sexual abuse). Courts have even considered immoral but not unlawful 
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or even 
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" v. 75 

or 

V. 1, 81 

s pnor on 

inmates "went to the very heart of this defendant's trial defense" and "touche[ d] 
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Based on the allegations relied upon by all three defendants, the officers did not 
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just lack probable cause, they intentionally fabricated criminal accusations to cover 
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was more 

v. 3 413 
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been sued" was properly sustained by the court, her subsequent proffer 
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Ingram and a 
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In sum, the First Department courts erred by precluding the defendants from 

based on bad alleged 
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were cross-

examination," and this was "constitutional error of the first magnitude [that] no 
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amount of showing of want of prejudice would cure .... " Id. at 318 ( emphasis 
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