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I"@nard A Sclafrni haeby affirms unda penalty of pqjury as follows:

l. I am an aftonsy duly admittcd to practice larr befotc the Courts of the Stete of

Nsw York. I afir a membcr of ths firm of Thc l"aw Officcs of Laonrd A. Sclafrri, P.C. As such

I an fully fanilisr nitr tbc facs end cfucumstarcEs srrorurdingthis nratter and huein after set

fofih.

2, I subdrit this affirmtion in opposition to the motion of appelhrtt Elcna Saseower

for an otder grantiag appellmt "arr appl to this Corrrt, by leave, if not by right, or aMaovelv-

leave to$qal tp thc Court of Appeals, so as to strord appellde rwicw of the Appcllate Tenn's

i:r5___x



lecvc to aDpeal ro fre CorfiofArpeals, so as to afford 4ppellate reviewofthc Appllah Tedr'B

July 8, 2010 dccision & order", d€ffyiru appellaut's motiou to diEqualis' rustic€s Molia and

Ianorcci, tefming thc rccord of thc abovc caseq includirg [appellant's instant motion] to

slhorities within the New York fuie judiciay chargad with rcconrmmrding; promulgeing and

aaeidingrulcs, proccdtr€s and lanr governing judicial diaqunlification"; 'lrsfening the record of

the above caseq including [appcllant's insbnt motion] to disciplinary md cdxninal euthorities';

and grcutiug ofren relief such as 
*discloEurE", purportcdly pusuant to $100.3F of thc Chief

Adndnistaron Rulcs Ooverning Jrdicial Conduct-.

3- It is raspecffrlly zubmitted thd ryellant's motion is medtlcss audrnrst be

dstried"

4. Appclknt argues thd her apeeet ir "as of rigtrt''.

5. To the etctmt thst it is, rypellEntos motion mu$t be dstricd iruoftr as it seeh lcryc

to appcal as leavc to Eppaat tnuld not be Decessary.

6. To the snhut thd appellant would now dtempt to appe4t on thc ordcrs idfN11ified

in her notion ttrc appqls would not be timely (a matter 6at wil bc discusscd at the appropriate

time, if eva).

7. To ilre ext€nt drt appellaut requkcs lerve to rypoet tk decision & o'rder

i&ntified in hcr motioa appellart has failed to provid€ arcasonable and meritorioru basis fsr

grmt of such leave.

8- Thffirghout more ttran 25 pars of litigatioo b*wucn rypo[tnt md rcqpondcnt

lcading up to appellant's instailt motion, appellan has consistently sought to diqualift we,ry

Judge or Justicc who wcr bed any involvemcnt witb any.$pict of thc variogs casesr frorn the



Whitc Plains Civil Corrtto tbc Supremc Court of thc Unitcd S-tailes (atl 9 Jnstices), bascd upoa

uufonnded clains of bias nnd/or judicial cornrytim-

9. F'ach srch ludgc and Juetice, dnoat avry lav{m involvcd in or presiding pstiee

in Se rarisus litigations laedmg up b tbe instant Eotiooo scvcrrl Court cle*s ud orcutbc

Unitcd Stes Co'ngnss hgv€ bceo victiss of clrims and uotions Dade by appellaut tbnt thsy be

r€feffed fot disciplinary or crimiaal procccrtioa

10. Ihe cntirc m@r h whicb 4pellarf bss titigsrd tre vaiors cases giving rise

too to and lcading rf to ad iacluding the insant motioa h^as becar ftivolous ia thc erctneme,

I l. Such tivolous conduot lcd to m essemment of alnost $100,000 aginst appelbnt

and ber motber by *re United S\silcs Di$rict Court for tbc Soutffn Dishict ofNem Yqlr.

12. Appelld has povided no legitirnde grounds to nryport het dcdpts before tlrc

Appcllate Tctm to harvc eitberJusticc Moliaor Justicalemicci aisquatigea

13. She prwnts m lcgitinde ftason ufty bcr notion for lcwc o app€al tbe dccisious

snd ordcrs d€myfuU her applicatioos to disqnalify these Justices dhould be granted"

WHERE?OR$ tbc affinom oa bebalf of John McFaddeo, mpectfully rcquc*s rtd appellnrt's

motiou be d€nicd in all rcspccts eod tbd lvfr. McFadda be aunrded such cher md firtha rc,licf

as &is Cowt dsms jusg Fopersod equitable.

D*cd: fuober21,2010
New Yorh Nelv Yor*


