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SUPREME" COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YOR,K
COUNTY OF I{ESTCHESTER

T-+
In  the Mat ter  o f  the Appl lcat lon of
MARTO M. CASTRACAN and VINCENT T. BONELLT,
act lng Pro Bono publ lco,

Petl t loners -Appel  lants,

for an Order, pursuant to Sectlons
1 6 - 1 0 0 ,  1 6 - L 0 2 ,  1 6 - r 0 4 ,  1 6 - 1 0 6  a n d
16-116 o f  the  E lec t lon  Law,

-vs-

ANTHONY J. COLAVITA, Esq., ChaLrman,
T{ESTCHESTER REPUBLICAN COT'NTY COMMITTEE,
cUY T .  PARfS I ,  Esg . ,  DENNIS  MEHIEL ,  Es i .  ,
Chalrman, WESTCHESTER DEUOCRATIC COUNTY'
COMMITTEE, RfCHARD L. WEINGARTEN, Esg.,
LOUIS A.  BREVETTI,  Esg. ,  Hon.  FRANCIS i .
NICOLAI, HOY|ARD MfLLER, Esg., ALBERT J.
EII(ANUELLf , Esg., R. WELLS STOLII, HELENA
DONAHUE, EVELYN AQUILA, Commlssloners
constituting the NEW YORK STATE BOARD OF
ELECTIONS, AIf lTONIA R. D'APICE, MARTON B. OLDr,
Commlsslonera constltut lng the WESTCHESTER
COUNTY BOARD of ELECTIONS,

Respondent -Respondents,

for  an order  dec lar lng lnval ld  the cer t l f lcatee
purport lng to designate Respondents Hon. FRANCrs
A. NrcoI"Ar and HowARD trrrLLER, Esq. as candldates
for the off lce of Justlce of the Supreme Court
of the State of New york, Nlnth Judiclal
Dis t r lc t ,  and the pet l t loners purpor t lng to
designate ALBERT J.  EMANUELLI , -ns( . ,  a  Eandidate
for  the of f ice of  Surrogate of  WeJtchester
County to  be held in  the genera l  e lect ion of
November  6 ,  1990 .

fndex No. 6056/90

AFFIDAVIT IN
OPPOSITION TO
I'OTION TO REARGJE
AND CROSS-MOTIOH
IN SUPPORT OF
COT'NSEL TEES AND
SANCTIONS

STATE OF NEV| YORI( )
)  s s . :

eouNTY OF I{ESTCHESTER)

MARI( K. IIALONE, ESe., being duly sworn,

1.  f  am an assocLate wl th the

deposes and says:

Iaw f t rm of  Hal l ,



Dlckler,  Lawler,  Kent & Fr ledman, at torneya for respondent,  ALBERT

J. EMANUELLI,  ESQ. f  am ful ty faml l lar  wl th the facte and

crrcumstances of  th ls matter.  r  submlt  th ls af f ldavl t  ln

oppositlon to Petlt loners-Appellants' motl.on to reargue and renew

the decls lon of  the Appel late Dlv ls lon,  Thlrd Department,  dated

May 2nd, 1991, and the order of  the Appelrate Div is ion,  Third

Department, dated and ent,ered on May 15th, 1991.

CONSPIRACY AND RETALIATION ALLEGATIONS

2, Unequlvocally, Petlt loners-Appellants have falled at

every stage to properly contest the nomination of Judge EMANUELLI.

Although they have lost at the trtal and appeltate revers,

Pet l t loners-Appel lantg persLst ln maklng thls case a fLnanclal  war

of  at t r l t lon.  They cannot wLn on the merl ts.  rnstead, they hope

to force Respondents to capltulate by maklng these proceedlngs as

cost ly as possible.  Thelr  tact ics go beyond the fr ivolous and are

mal lc loug.

3.  In i t ia l ly ,  Pet i t ioners-Appel lants never obJected to

the 1989 resorut lon unt l l  Just  pr lor  to the l99o electLons.

Moreover, Petlt loners-Apperrants never properry challenged,

pursuant to the electlon law, Judge E!4ANUELLITs deslgnatlng

petlt lons. Furthermore, Petlt loners-Appellants never attempted to

compete, by way of prlmary, for the nomLnatlon whlch Judge

EMANUELLI recelved.

4.  Instead, Pet l t loners-Appel lants seek, through the

aff ldavl t  of  thelr  former at torney, Dor ls L.  sassower,  to savage

the reputatlons and Lrnpugn the lntegrity of the appellate Judges in



both the second and Thlrd Departments.  Ms. sassower arregedry

subrni tg th la af f tdavl t  not  as an at torney, but as an indlvtdual

wlth personal knowledge of materlal facts.

5.  rn an unparal le led dlspray of  audacl ty,  Ms. sassower

makes baldr unsupported accusat lons that the Just lces of  the

Appel late Dlv ls lon,  Second Department,  suspended her Ln retal iat lon

for her representat lon of  Pet l t loners-Appel lants.  She al leges that

thelr motlves $tere to "thwart any further appellate revlew of thls

mat te r . . . "  rn  Jus t  one paragraph,  she mal lgns  the  charac ter  and

lmpugns the lntegrlty of every Justlce sltt lng on the bench of the

Appel late Dlv isJ.on, Second Department.

5 .  rn  essenee,  she accuses  these Jus t lces  o f

lntent lonal ly lnterfer lng wtth Pet l t loners-Appel lants '  r lght  to

counsel  of  thelr  own chooslng and del lberately v lorat lng

Pet i t loners-Appel lants '  r lght  and abl l l ty  to appeal .  She accuses

these Judges of attempting to ellence her to prevent her from

representlng petlttoners-Appellants .

ALLEGATIONS THAT THE WSTICES OF THE
APPELIATE DMSTON, ITIIRD DEPARTDiEI{T,

DID NOT ACT II,TPARTIALLY IN THESE PROCEEDINGS

7 -  Ms.  sassowerr  or  behal f  o f  the pet l t loners-

Appel lants ,  arguea that  a l t  o f  the Just l -ces of  the Apperrate

Divlsion, Third Department, who were cross-endorsed, should have

recused themselves.  she c la lms that ,  Just  pr lor  to  the orar

argument on the appeal, she telephoned the Clerk of the court and

asked hlm whether any of the Justlces asslgned to hear the appeal

had been cross-endorsed. She clalms that the clerk never got back



to her pr lor  to oral  argument and that she dld not ralse the issue

before argument because of  her "deslre to avold publ lc embarassment

[s tcJ  to  members  o f  the  pane l  . . . "

8.  Thts ls typlcal  of  Pet l t loners-Appel Iants '  pract lce

throughout these proeeedlngs. They have failed to proceed properry

at  every phase of  th lg l t t lgat lon and they cont lnual ly seek to lay

the blame for their nistakes on other people.

9.  fnterest lngly,  Pet l t loners-Appel lants wal ted unt l l

af ter  the Appel late Dlv is ion ruled In favor of  Respondents before

rais lng th ls lssue. Moreover,  at  thts Juneture,  petr tLoners-

Apper lants have expl tct t ly  quest loned the lmpart la l l ty ,  and

imprtel t ly  the lntegr l ty and Judgment t  of  presldlng Just lce

Mahoney, Just lces casey, Kane, weiss,  Mlkor l  and Mercure.

10 .  Through Ms.  sassower ,g  a f f ldav l t ,  pe t l t tonera-

Appellants allege that three of the flve members of the panel who

heard oral arguments about the 1989 resolutlon by the lfestchester

County Republlcan and Denocratlc Executlve Cornnlttees, and about

the 1990 nomlnatl.ng conventlons ln gfestchester County should have

recused thenselves because they were cross-endorsed. trls. Sassower

clalms that the lmpartlaltty of these Jugtlces ls questlonable.

Such an argument is an affront to those Judges

11. Ms. sassower goes on to etate that  f lve of  the

Just lces who denied her preference appl lcat lon were also cross-

endorsed. She lnpl les that ,  these Just ices declded her applJ.cat ion,

not on the merlts, but based upon pereonal and pollt lcal

preJudlces.



.  L2.  I t  ls  Lncredulous that M8. Sassower,  would be so

dls lngenuous not to have, ln fact ,  ver l f led the cross-endorsement

of the panel Judgrnents prlor to argument and, in fact, had so made

that ear l ler  request and recelved her exhlbl ts pr lor  thereto.

NONJOINDER OF NECESSARY AND INDISPENSABLE PARTIES

13. Pet l t loners-Appel lante c la lm that the Appel late

Dlvlslon mlsapprehended the law ln determlnlng that they falled to

Joln necessary part les ln th ls proceedlngs. fn a complete retreat

from that posltlon, Petlt loners-Appellants also agree that even If

they fa l led to Joln necessary part les,  those part ies had not lce of

these proceedings and could have intervened lf they so deslred.

Both argurnents must f all.

14.  In thelr  prayer for  re l lef ,  Pet l t loners-Appel lants

ask the Court  to declare that  eertaln resolut lons passed ln 19g9 by

the Executlve Commlttees of the Democratlc and Republlcan Partles

were tl legal and that Judiclal nomLnatlons whlch may have been

affected or lnfluenced by these resolutLons were lnvalid.

15. Certalnly the benef ic larLeg of  the resolut lons are

necessary partles because thelr lnterests would most assuredly be

affected by any court  determlnat lon.  The 1989'  1990 and 1991

candldates who were eross-endorsed eertalnly come withln thls

category.

16. Moreover,  PetLt loners-Appel lants seek to vold the

1990 Republ lcan and Democrat lc Judlc la l  convent lons.  They ask that

the l{estchester Republlcan County Corunlttee and the Westchester

Democratlc County Commlttee reconvene thelr Judtctal conventl.ons.



L7 -  However,  pet l t l0ners-Apperrants have falred to Joln
al l  of  the eandldates who were nomlnated at  those convent lons.
crear ly,  ar l  those partJ.es on the charrenged certr f reates of
nomlnat l -on who stere nomlnated at  the 1990 convent lons are necessary
and lndlspensabre part les to thts aetron. Thr.s lncr-udes those
candldates who htere not cross-endorsed because, lf the court were
to grant the rel lef  Pet l t loners-Appel lants seek, the interests of
al l  the nomrnated candrdates could be adversely af fected.

19. pet l t r .oners-Apperrants 
t ry to excuse thelr  farrure

to Jotn these rndrspensrbre partres by c larmrng that the two
candldates who were nomlnated tn 1990 but not cross-endorsed were
served wlth coples of  the Pet l t ioners-Appel lants,  specl f lcat ion of
obJect lons to the nomrnatrng cert l f lcates.  Thr.s does not glve the
court  Jurtsdtet lon over them and, because thelr  r rghts are
lnextr lcably entwlned wtth those of  the eross-endorsed candldates,
a Judgment of  th is court  grant lng pet i t ioners-Appel lants the rel lef
whlch they seek would adversely affect these two candldates wlthout
givtng then the opportunlty to be heard

19. pet l t roners-Apperrants 
assert  that ,  because thrs

proceedlng recel-ved publlclty, there ls no guestLon that the two
candldates who vtere not cross-endorsed in 1990 had actual knowledge
and nere aware of these proceedlngs. I t  ls  amazlng that
It{s ' sassower can make s}torn statements about the state of mlnd of
other people.

ZO. Moreover,  she states

obJected to anyone lntervenlng ln

that she would not have

the proceedlngs. However,



Petl t loners-Appel lants cannot shlf t  thelr burden to others. They
had an obr tgat ton to  Jorn a l r  necessary par t res rn  th ls  sur t .  r t
ls not the duty of potenttal  defendants to Lntervene ln an actLon.

FAILURE TO SER\TE THE ATIqRNEY-GENERAL

2L. Because pet i t loners-Appel lants sued a state body
(the state Board of  ElectLons),  they were obl lgated to 6erve their
pet l t lon and al l  p leadlngs on the Attorney Generar.  pet i t loners-

Appelrants adnl t  that  they fa l led to do thls.  Ms. sassower

attempts to explaln th ls fa l lure by stat lng that she had an oral

conversatlon wlth someone from the state Board of Electlons who

told her that the Attorney General need not be served. she clalms

to have a let ter  (at tached as Exhlbl t  ,er  to the not lce of  mot lon)

whlch conf l rms thls oral  advlce.

22. Manifest ly,  thts advlce contraveneg the law
(c .P.L .R.  22L4 [dJ) .  pe t l t loners -Appe l lan ts  had no  r igh t  to  re ry
on thls supposed legal advlce.

23. Moreover, the letter fron a Mr. John ctarnpolt, dated
long af ter  the pet l t l -on wag eerved on Regpondents,  merery states,
"lt is no longer neeessary to serve the Attorney Generar wlth
papers dur lng the remainlng proceedlngs., '  ThLs dld not absolve
Petlt ioners-Apperlantg of thelr duty to serve the Attorney General
with a copy of the petlt lon and all papers attached Ln accordanee

wtth the raw of the state of New york. There is no language rn the
letter whlch lndlcates that the Attorney General waLved servlce of
the  Pet l t lon  (see Pet l t loners -Appe l lan ts  Exhtb l t , , c , , .  )

24' To the extent Petit loners-Appellants seek renewal

7



based on

addtt lonal

the Court .

argue that

denl .ed.

to lmpose

conduct.

conduct ln

a

thls letter, they have not demonstrated any new or
proof whlch ls materlar or relevant on the lssues before
Accordrngly, to the extent that pet l t l0ners-Apperrants

the court shourd grant renewar, the motl0n must be

25 '  Pursuant  to  22 NycRR 130-1.1,  the cour t  ls  permrt ted
costs, sanctl0ns and attorneyre fees for fr lvorous

rt ls respectfurry submrtted that petrt l0ners-Apperlants

maklng the rnstant apprlcatron rs patentry frrvol0us.
26.  pet l t ioners-Appel lantsr  

through the af f ldav l t  o f
therr former attorney, arrege that the Appellate Dlvls10n, second
Departnent has retarlated agalnst them by suspending Ms. sassower.
rn addi t ron, they c la im that the Just ices of  that  court  sought to
prevent them from appeallng the declslon of the Appelrate Drvl.slon,
Thlrd Department.

27. Not content wtth mal lgnrng the Justrcee of  the
second Department, PetLtloners-Apperrants accused the Justices of
the Apperrate Drvlslonr Thrrd Departnent of betng brased and
partlal ln determrnrng pet,it ioners-Appellants I preferenee
appl lcat lon ln the appeal  of  Just ice Kahn.s order of  october 17th,
1990. petltr-oners-Apperrants have impugned the reputatLon of every
Judlc la l  of f leer lnvolved ln these proceedlngs.

28. Moreover,  pet l t roners-Appelrants '  
motron to renew

reargue ls utterry wlthout merlt ln law or fact. They accused
Court of nrlsapplytng the law of Jolnder.

and

the



29. unequlvocal ly,  however,  pet l t loners-Appelrants

fal led to Joln several  necessary part ies.  They admtt  th ls fa l lure,

but offer the lame excuse that thtg ease wa6 publletzed and that

they would have allowed anyone to Lntervene.

30 .  Pet l t loners -Appe1 lan ts  fa l led  to  f l le  obJec t ions  to

Judge Emanuel l l  deslgnat lng pet l t lons and did not chal lenge, v ia a

prlmaryr hLs bld for nomination by both partJ.es. Havl.ng failed to

mount a proper challenge under the provlsLons of the Electlon Law,

Pet i t loners-Appel lants brought th ls merl t ress sul t

31. unquestlonably, the court had and revlewed all of

the preadlngs and paperg. The law was correctry applled to the

fac ts  ln  th ls  case.

32. After loslng at  both the t r la l  and appel tate levels,

Pet i t loners-Appel lants have submit ted a f r ivolous mot lon to th is

Court. Judge Enanuell l has been foreed to ansvrer thls merLtless

appl lcat lon.  Unfortunately,  1t  1s evLdent that  pet l t loners-

Apper lants,  together wl th Dor ls sassower and Er l  v lg l lano, EBq.,

wl l l  not  cease thls mal lcLous use of  the Judlc la l  syst ,em. The only

way to prevent then from further abusinq the legal process is to

lmpose costs,  sanct l .ons and at torney.s fees for their  eonduet.

33. Legal  costs were incurred to prepare th is answer.

Tlne $ras spent conferrlng wtth our cllent, gatherJ.ng pertlnent,

factual informatlon and documents necessary, reviewlng the

pleadlngs and decls lon of  the t r la l  court  as wel l  as the Appel tate

Dlvls lonr researchlng the legal  lssues, and the aetual  preparat lon

of the answerlng paper8. I have epent approxlurately lG hours at an



hour ly  ra te  of  $150.00 per  hour

In  addl t lon to  hav lng b l l led and

ear l i e r  l l t l ga t l on .

34 '  Defendant ls seeklng an award of  counser fees rn the
amount  o f  $9 ,400.00  fo r  the  unnecessary  and subs tan t la r  tegar  fees
caused by the f r lvorous abuse of  the process of  th ls court  by
Petr t roners-Apperrants,  Dor ls sassower and 811 Vigr lano, Esq. rn
determlnlng whether the fees requested are approprrate,
qual l f lcat lons and credent la ls of  the at torneys whose t ime has been
devoted to answerlng the rnotlon are relevant.

35. r  am an exper ienced at torney, havlng been admrtted
to pract lce before the courte of  the state of  New york s lnce 1gg3.
r was an Assistant county Attorney ln the county of westchester ln
the Farnlry court Buleau and the Lltlgatton Bureau. subsequentry,
r becane a Law Asslstant to the Hon. Thomas A. Facerre and the
Hon'  orazro R. Ber lantonl  in the westchester county Famtry court .
Thereafter, r was the Prlnclpar Law crerk to the Hon. Thomas A.
Facelle in the New york State Supreme Courtr Westchester County.

36. In addl t lon to at torney,s feesr Judge Enanuel l l  ls
also request lng costs and sanctrons. As set for th hereln,  there ls
no basls for  thts appl lcat lon ln law or ln fact .  pet l t loners_
Appel lants,  Dor ls sassower and Elr  vrgr iano, Esg.,  have needressry
caused expense to Judge Emanuerrr.. ,,e rook to the court to send a
clear message to these peopre that they may not abuse the Judlcrar
process by naking frlvolous motlons. only .severe economlc
sanctrons wltl deter thls conduct ln the future.

f o r  a  c o s t  o f  $ 2 , 4 0 0 . 0 0 ,  w h l e h  l s

r e c e l v e d  $ G r 0 0 0 . 0 0  a l r e a d y  f o r  t h e

1 0



WHEREFORE, tt ls respectfully requested that the Court deny

Pet l t loners-Apper lants ' �  mot lon in l t ,s ent l rety and grant Judge

Emanuel l l rg request for  at torney'g fees and costs and sanct ions and

for such other and further rel lef  as to thts Court  seems Just and

proper.

Dated:  I {h l te  p la lns,  New york
Augus t  I  ,  l 99 t

Swo me
'77/

t

NOTARY PUBLIC

Gcrdon A. Br:rorzs
l{otary Pui.l^, :t ir rf lje'l yo;k

i.  - ' .  ' .  . :7
Qualifird i:r l'/-.t-i:: i:r Counly

T;;.;i L.;pi,es 7 lE/ rl 3

th ls
9 9 1

1 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEYI YORK

:9YrT_9:_T:::T:i:i___ _-_x
In  the Mat ter  o f  the Appl lcat lon of
MARIO M. CASTRACAN and VINCENT F. BONELLI,
ac t i ng  P ro  Bono  Pub l i co ,

Petl t loners -AppeI Iants ,

for an Order, pursuant to Sections
1 6 - 1 0 0 ,  l 6 - L 0 2 ,  1 6 - 1 0 4 ,  1 6 - 1 0 6  a n d
1 6 - 1 1 6  o f  t h e  E l e c t i o n  L a w ,

Index No. 6056/90
Appea l  No.  62134

NOTICE OF
CROSS-MOTION

-vs-

ANTHONY J.  COLAVITA,  Esg. ,  ChaLrman,
ITESTCHESTER REPUBLTCAN COUNTY COMMTTTEE,
G U Y  T .  P A R I S I ,  E s g . ,  D E N N I S  M E H I E L ,  E s q . ,
Chalrman, WESTCHESTER DEMOCRATIC COUNTY
COMMITTEE, RICHARD L.  WEINGARTEN, Esq. ,
LOUIS  A .  BREVETTI ,  Esg . ,  Hon .  FRANCIS  A .
NICOLAI,  HOWARD MILLER, Esq. ,  ALBERT J.
EMANUELLI ,  Esq. ,  R.  WELLS STOUT, HELENA
DONAHUE, EVELYN AQUILA, Conmlssioners
constitut lng the NEW YORK STATE BOARD OF
ELECTIONS,  ANTONTA R.  D 'Ap rCE,  MARTON B .  OLDr ,
Commiss ioners const i tu t ing the WESTCHESTER
COUNTY BOARD Of ELECTIONS,

Respondent - Respondents,

for  an Order  dec lar ing inval id  the Cer t i f lcates
purport lng to deslgnate Respondents Hon. FRANCIS
A. NICOLAI and HOWARD MfLLER, Esq.  as candidates
for  the of f ice of  Just ice of  the Supreme Cour t
of  the State of  New York,  Nlnth Judic ia l
Dis t r ic t ,  and the pet i t loners purpor t lng to
designate ALBERT J.  EMANUELLI ,  Esq. ,  a  candidate
for  the of f ice of  Surrogate of  l {estchester
County to  be held in  the genera l  e lect ion of
November  6 ,  1990 .

s r R ( s ) :

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that upon the aff idavlt of I ' IARK K. MALONE,

ESQ.,  sworn to  on the 9th day of  August ,  l99 l  and upon the mot ion

papers of  Pet l t loner-Appel lants  here in that  respondent ,  ALBERT J.

EMANUELLT, ESQ., wll l  move thls court on the return date of



pet l t ioner /apper ran t ' s  mot i .on  (August  19 ,  1991)  fo r  an  order  o f

th ls  cour t  pursuant  to  g222r ,  5520 ,  s522 and 560 l  e t .  seq .  o f  the

C P L R  a n d  p a r t s  3 2 . l  a n d  1 3 0 - 1 . 1  e t .  s e q .  o f  T i t r e  2 2  o f  t h e

Of f l c ia l  Compi la t lon  o f  Codes,  Ru les  and Regu la t lons  o f  the  Sta te

of New York:

l .  D ismiss ing  the  mot ion  o f  pe t i t loner -Appe l lan ts i

2.  Denying Pet l t loner-Appel lants leave to renew and/or

reargue the appeal ;

3.  Denying pet l t loner-Apper lants reave to appear to the

Court  of  Appeals of  the State of  New york;

4 .  rmpos ing  sanc t lons ,  cos ts  and a t , to rney 's  fees  fo r

f r ivolous conduct upon pet l t ioner-Appel lants;

5.  rmposlng sanct ions,  costs and at torney, s fees for

f r i vo lous  conduct  aga lns t  Er l  v ig r iano,  Esg. ,  counse l  fo r

Petit ioner-AppeI Iants ;

6 .  rmpos ing  sanc t ions ,  cos ts  and a t to rney ,s  fees  fo r

f r ivolous conduct agalnst  Dor is sassower,  Esg.,  forner counser for

Pet i  t loner-AppeI Iants ;

7 ' For sueh ot'her and further relief as this Court may deem

Just and proper.

Dated: gfhi te plalns,  New york
A u g u s t  1 2 ,  1 9 9 1

Yours ,  e t c .

HALL, DTCKLER, LAWLER,
KENT & FRIEDMAN

Attorneys for Respondent-
Emanue l l i
11 Mart ine Avenue
Whi te  P la ins ,  New yo rk  10606
( e 1 4 )  4 2 8 - 3 2 3 2



TO: JOHN CIAIIPOLI , ESe.
One Commerce plaza
P . O .  B o x  4
Albany, New york L2260

ELMGLIANO, ESQ.
1250 Centra l  park Avenue
P . O .  B o x  3 1 0
Yonkers,  New york 10204

SANFORD S. DRANOFF, ESQ.
One  B lue  H i I I  p laza
P . O .  B o x  L 6 2 9
Pear l  R i ve r ,  New yo rk  10965-9629

HASHMALL, SHEER, BANK & GEIST
235 Mamaroneck Avenue
Whi te  p la ins ,  New yo rk  10601

ALDO V .  V IT IGL IANO,  P .C .
150 Purchase Street
Rye,  New york 10580

!,1ARILyN J. SLAATTEN, ESQ.
148 Mart ine Avenue

'  Wh i te  p la ins ,  New yo rk  1060

scoLARI, BREVETTI , GOLDSMITH & ViEISS, p. C .
230 Park Avenue
New York,  New york 10169

THOMAS J. ABINANTT, ESQ.
Six  Chester  Avenue
Whi te  p la lns ,  New yo rk  10601



ElEt t f f i Indcr No. Ycar 19

Sir:-Pfcrsc trlc noticc th.t thc wirhin is a (cerrificd)
truc copy of r

duly cnrcred in thc of f rce of  thc c lcrk of  thc wi th in
Dafrcd court on t9

Detod,

yourr, ac..

HAII, DtCKt& IJtwlt& KE{T& FilEDMAI{
Attontyslor

Alftcc otd post Wce Address

ll Martine Avenue
W.HTTE PLAINS, N.Y. 10606

@14) 428_3232

To

Anorncy{r) for

-r€"srt:rLEGn

Sic-Ptcrc trkc noticr thrt en ordcr

of which thc yithin is r rrue copy will bc prcscnrcd
forrctdcsrcat to thc Hon.

onc  o f  thc  judgcs  o f  the  w i th in  n rmcd Cour l .  r r

gtpREIrtE @(n3 ff lIlE Sl?ttE cE' NEt{ I€RKAPPEEIAG DT\/ISTCDI: IIIIID maro,arr,

In tlE lhtter of ttE eplicatj.cr of
5I1"*351TL ana-immvr r. ENErLf,,ading ko kto Prrblio,

for an @r, grsuart to
16-102, 15-104, 16-106 and

HAIJ, DtCKIt& IJtmtR, KIilT & FnEDMAfi
Attomcys for

Alfrce and post Offrce Address. Tclcphote

lI Martine Avenue
WHITE PLAINS, N.Y. T0606

€r4) 428-3232

To

Anorncy(s; for

Scrvicc of r copy of thc rithin

ir hereby rdmitcd.
Drtcd.

Atroracy(r) for

L

PeLi@
SecLicrn 16-100,
16-115 of tlE Elcticr Lan,

-IIEF

ANIFW .f. CfA\lfEAl S.1 Chalur,wEsIgEsrER REPuBtrcAlr fu,Goy T. pARtst, Ese., D'srs: e.ll$., Graiar*,tvEsrcHEsER Onmai,:c cilanlGa,crrrnr €t rl.,

%
EENDA\ET IN OPPGITTAN ATD CNGS l|�lrcN

oo

rt M.
DuGd,

yourl ac-,
HAu, DtcKIX& tlwun, KEiT & nuE)n^r

Attontcysfor

Alftcc end post Offtce Addrcss

ll Martine Aveuue
WHITE PI.AINS, N.Y. 10606

@r4) 428-3232

To

Atroray(r) for


