
 

 

 

COMMENTS BY CAROLYN BAILEY– DECEMBER 4, 2014 

 

RE: JUDGE JAMES ROTHSCHILD, Jr.’s MISCONDUCT WHILE 

PRESIDING OVER  BAILEY v. ZUCKER GOLDBERG 

 

1)  Judge Rothschild decided on two Motions to Dismiss, NOT on a 

Motion for Summary Judgment. 

 

2)  Judge Rothschild stated his feelings not his findings.  Discovery 

was incomplete so there was no evidence on which he could base his 

findings. 

 

3)  The duty Zucker Goldberg & Ackerman owed and still owes to 

Plaintiff, the general and investing public, and the Clerks of the 

Courts of New Jersey, is not to commit fraud !!! 

 

4)  The transcript records reflects that Judge Rothschild uttered his 

broad exculpatory phrase only one time, June 20, 2014.  The reason 

for Plaintiff’s Disciplinary Complaint to the New Jersey Supreme 

Court is that she contends her recollection is that he repeated the 

same sentiments again on July 25, 2014, but that the second utterance 

was deleted.   

 

5)  Plaintiff also maintains that Steve Kroll, Esq’s July 25, 2014 

“echo” of Judge Rothschild’s deleted utterance confirms Plaintiff’s 

own recollection of what Judge Rothschild stated at that hearing. 

 

* * * * * * * * * 

(NOTE:  Additional comments may be added from time to time.) 



 


