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SUPRZME COURT OF TEE STATE OF NEW YORK
SulaTY OF WESTCLESTER

-e..-.-._.,_--—_-———-_—_-.,g—--—-.—,_--_—g———x
lnoRIS L. SASSOWER and CAREY A. 5
SASSOWER,
plaintiffs, ' VERIFIED ANSWER
-against- | . Westchester Cowmty

¢+ Index No. 3607-1%79
ZRNEST L. STCNORELLI, JOHN P, FINNERTY,

VARDEN REGUTA ANTIICNY MASTROIANNI s Suffolk Comty |

and THE NCW YORK LAW JOURNAL Index NO. 79-98§G

PUDLISIIING COFFANY, ] |
Defendants. 1
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pefendang, Honorable Exrnest L. signorelli, by hie

attornay, ROBERT ADRAMS, Attorney General of the stata of

ew York, for hlie answer to the complaint alleges:

b AS TO THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTIOHN

#IRST: Denles sach and evary allegatica contained

fay gaxsgﬂpm *1* and "2° of the complaint.

g SECOND: Denias each asd every allegaticn ccatained
ia parsgraph =3 gf the complaing, except dsnies knowledge OF
informatica sufficlent to form a bellief as to the truth o
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ccuracy of allegaticns that plaintiffe made a visit to the
lsuffolx Coumty jail ca June 10, 1978 and the purpose, hours,
and incidents of that visit ca June 10, 1978.

AS TO THE SECCND CAUSE (P ACTIWN

?iumx Ra'put; end realleges the respoases €O
., aragraphs "1*, "2" aad "37 of the complaint as realleged in
caragraph "4" of the complaint, with the sams force and effect

as though fully set forth hersin. -

FOURTH; Denies kaowladge or informaticn suffliclent
to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of thea anegét‘.o.w
ia paragraph 5" of the complaint, excapt admits that plaj.‘l.ntiff

l

‘Dorls Sassowver L8 an attornaey admittaed to practice ia the courts

jof the State of New York.

=

Y1¥TH: Denles each and every allegation ccntalnsd

liﬂ paragraph "6° of the complaint, except danies knowledge or
i aformation sufficlent to form a belief as to the truth or
accuracy of the allegationas that plaineiffs visited tha Suffolk

County jail on June 13, 1978, and the purpose, hours and

incidants of that vislt.

AS TOR THE THIRD CAUSE OF ACTIGH

BIXTH: Repeats and realleges the respconses €O

e

paragraphs °1° through *6€" of the ecomplaint as realleged in
-2=
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paragraph "7° of the complaing, with the sama force and effect
aa though more fully set forth herein.

SEVENTH: Denies knowledge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to tha truth or accuracy of the allagaticas -

coatained in paragraph *"8" of the complaint.

EIGHTH: Deanles each and every allegation contained
in paragraphs “9°, "10° and *11% of the corplaint, except
dcnill knowledge or informatioca sufficiant to form a bellaf as
to the truth or accuracy of the allegations that plaintiffs

made a visig to the Suffolk Comty Jail ca Juna 10, 1978, and
the purpoee, hours, aad incldants of that visit.

AS TO THE POURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

NINTH: Repeats and raalleges the responses ©O
paragraph# “1* through "11° of the complaint as realleged in
saracraph "12" of tha complalnt, with the sarw force and effect

as though more fully set forth herein.

&

TENTH: Denles eash and every allegation coantalned ia

~

paragraph "13* of the complaint, excspt admits that George
5@%3%‘8: commenced & proceeding by ordar to show cause datad
Ju;@.ﬁ, 1977 against dsfendant Emast L. Slgnorelll, Surrogats
of Suffolk County im tha Suprems Court of the State of New York,
requesting that Burrogats Court be restrained from eaforclag
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28 arder removing Gggxgg Sassower as the Exscutor of the Estate

| ¢f Zugeas Faul Kelly aad from eaforcing an corder against

Secrca Sassower to turn over the bocks and records of sald
Estate oa the ground that the Surrogats Court was without

jurisdictioca to issue these orders. That petiticen was dis-

| missed by decisica ‘dated July 1, 1977 and order dated August 1,

1977. ‘

ELEVENTH Denies sach amé every allnqnélon cemtained
in paragraphs "14°, "13°, °16", "17° aad “i18* of the complaint.

TWELYTH penles the allegations of paragraph '12'
of the complaint to the extest they lmply thet George sassower
conmenced a single action and affirmatively alleges that George
Sasaower cormenced a total of four acticas based cm subatantially

the saim set of facts naming, inter alia, Emmest L. Signorelll

as dafendant. It is further alleged that the first two of these
sctiens brought pursuant to 42 0.5.C. § 1983 (77 C. 1447 and

78 €. 124) wera dismissed by order and judgmaat of the HBoanorable
Jageb Mishlsz datad 5eptnmbai 20, 1977 and April 20, 1978,
respectively, and that thesd ncticas weie ;onlolidacad ca
appeal to the Bsccmd Cizculd, which affirmed the dismissals by

- :
| sgclsica ead order dated Decerber 19, 1978 (Docket No. 77-7311);

aad éha% Gaorge Sasscower's third and aubseguent civil zights
acticmn is pending ia the Southern pistrict bafore Judge Plerce)
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sad that &6:9«0 cassower's acgtioa for 1ibel and slandas against
the Hoaorable Ernest L. Signorelld is pending im the Suptcm

| Court, Suffol.k County (Index NO. 17671/78) -

THIRTEENTH: Denles each and every allegatica con-=

talned in paragraphs =20%, "21° and =22 of the corplaint.
|
AS TO THE FIPFTH CAUSE OF ACTION |

FOURTERITH: Fapeats and reallegss the responsas o

paragraphs "1° through "22° of the complaint as realleged in
|
“23® of the comolalat, with the sam ¢orce and affect
|

aa though mOId fully get forth hereln. - \

;:a.ragfaph

r_l__g;r_ﬁ,l-m'raia penies kaowledge OX iaformatica sufficient
ta form & beliaf as to tha truth or accuracy of the alleg&ﬁmu
contained ia paragraphs 33", "24", "25°%, "26% and "27" of the
corplaint excupt admits that dofandant New York Law Journal

publishiag Company publishal a newspapegs aentitled the New York

. Law Jourmal, which ils an of?iecial raportsr of Court &ecisicas

pursuant o Judiclary Law § 91,

BIXTEENTH! penies the allsgaticas in paragraph “28°
of the complalat and respectfully refers this Court to New York
Judiclary Law § 96(10) as brest avidence of its own ccntsnt.




SAl50

SEVENTEENTH: Admits the allegaticas ia paragraph

~29* of the complalat, except danies "specifig” awareaess as
\

alleged and denles knowledge ©Ff information sufficlent %o

form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of these lnoqatiou
|

with respect to defsndant, Nev York Law Journal Publishiag |

BIGHTEENTH penies each and every allsgaticma
coatained in paragraph °30° of the complaint, except admits
that the quotad gcatement as zet forth im paragraph “30° ot‘
the corplaint is taken from an order and decislom of defendant,
Ernast L. Signorelll, suffolx Cowmty Surrogatse in Matter of

Eucena Paul Kelly, which decisica and order was datad Fabruary

24, 1978 snd uwpon information and belief was published in

the New York Law Journal ca Marxch 3, 1978.

NINETEENTH Danies aach snd every allegatioa cca=

cained ia paragrapb #31% of the ccmplaint.
AS TO THE SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION

TWENTIETH Rapeats aad realleges the respoases to
paragraphs =1® ghrough “31° as realleged in paragraph *32" of
the complalat with the sams force and effect as though more

fully set forth herein.




!
H

TWENTY-FIRST: Denles each and every allegation con=

tained in paragraph "33° of the complaint and altirnitively
alleges that plaintiff Doris Sassower £iled a potice of appearance
as attorney for the axecutor of the zstati of Bugene Paul Kelly,
George SasBOwer, aﬁ the inception of this estats and did not
withdraw until May iz, 1977. It is furthsr affirmatively allesged
that defendant Ernest L. Signorelld recused himself by decision

and order dated Pebruary 24, 1978, )

TWENTY-SECOWD: Danias each and every allegation con-

tained in paragraph "34° of the complaint and respectfully refers
the court to the decision and ordar in Matter of Eugena Paul '

Relly, Surrogata's Court, Suffolk County dated February 24, 1979
g3 best evidence of the content therein. (Index No. 735-P-1972)

TYDITY-THIRD: Denles sach and every allegation con-

tained in paragraphs "35" and "36" of the complaint.

I

l

TWRITY ~FOURTH 3 Danies xnowledge or informatlon

sufficient to form a bellef 4s to the truth or accuracy of the

|| allegations contained in parﬁqraphs "37" and "38" of the

complaint.

Denies each and every allegation coa=

A, Bl BB e

@aia@d'ig paragraph "3%° of the complaint.
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TWENTY-SIXTH? Denies knowvledge or information |

flclent to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of‘thn
ooxnplai.nt. mﬂp‘t

suf
allegations contained in paragraph 40" of the
danles that de!endant signorelll had no jurisdiction over tho

plaintiff Doris Sassower.

AS AND POR A FIRST
AFPPIRMATIVE DEFENSE |

-

The complaint fails %o gtate & causa
— ‘

TWENTY - SEVERTTR?

of actiem.

AS AND FTOR SECOND .
AFFIRINTIVE DEFENGE !

TWRTY-EIGHTH: The claims set forth in the complaint

e C——————

are barred by the doctrine of judicial immunity.

AS AND FOR A THIRD
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

TWENTY-NINTH: The causas of asticn alleged in the

complaint are barred by the doctrine of coliateral estoppal.

AS AND FOR A FOURTH
AFPIRMATIVE DEFENSE

. THIRTIETH: Venue has bean impcoperly duig-nm;.d

iﬁ Wwestcheater County.
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AS AXD TOR A FIFTE

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

TEIRTY-FIRST: This action is barred by the statute
of limitations.

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requestad that judgment
ba granted dismissing this action together with costs and
disbursements and for such othar and further reliaef as this

Court may deem just and proper.

ROBERT ABRAMS
Attorney General of the
State of New York
Attorney for Defendant
Erncest L. Sigrorelli
Office & P.0O. Address
» | Two Vorld Trade Center
Naw York, New York 10047
Tel. No. (212)488-4940

@

Verified by Kathleem Gill Miller, Esq.
Assistant Attorge; General on June 14,
; 979
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