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MAtt lo M. CASTRACAN and VINCANT F. BONELLf ,actl.ng I,Eo DeIIg publlco,

ItQf,LCII OF I{OTION

Pet  l t  loners -Appe l  l .  an t  a ,

ANTI IONY J .  COL V ITA ,  Ese , ,  Cha l rman ,
WESTCIIESTER REPUBLICAN COUNTY CO},IMIITTEE,
c U V  T .  P A R I S f ,  E s g . ,  D E N N f S  M E H I E L ,  E s q . ,
chal rnan,  WESTCIIESTER DEMOCRAITIc e6. tJNTy
COMMITTEE,  I I IC I IARD L .  WEtNcARi tEN,  Esq . ,
L O U I S  A .  B R E V I I T T I ,  E s q , ,  l l o n .  F R A N C T S  n .
N f  COf ,A I ,  I IOWARD MILLER,  Eaq . ,  ALBER, I  J .
EMANUELL I ,  Esq . ,  R .  WELLS STOIJT ,
I IELI INA DONAI|UE,  EVELYN AeUILA,  Comnlss j -onefs
const i tu t ing the NEW yoRK STAi fE BOA.RD
oF ELECTIONS,  ANTONTA R.  D IAPICE,
MARION B .  OLDI ,  Commiss ione rs  cons t l t u t l ng
the WESTCIIESTER coUNTy BOARD OF ELECTIONS;

Respondents -Respondents,

S I R S :

PLEASE TAKE NoTrcE that  upon the annexed Af f ldav l t  o f

Dor l s  L .  sassower ,  sworn  to  on  the  25 th  day  o f  J r r l y  1991 ,  and  the

exh lb i t s  t he re to ,  and  the  Memorandum o f  Law,  da te ld  Ju ry  2s ,1991 ,

Pet i t ioners-Appel lants  wl I l  nove l :h ie  Cour t ,  grursuant  to  cpL,R

2221  on  Augus t  19 ,  1991  a t  t he  Cour : thouse  l oca ted  a t  t he  Jus t l ce

Bu i l d ing ,  sou th  Mar r ,  A lbany ,  New yo rk  fo r  an  o rde r  g ran t l ng

leave  to :  (1 )  rea rgue  and  rene$r  t t e t . l t l one rs -A ; : , pe r ran ts ,  appea l

Alq * -

for  an Order ,  pursuant  to  Sect lons
1 6 - 1 0 0  ,  L 6 - 1 , O 2 ,  1 6 - 1 O 4 ,  1 6 - L O 6  a n d
L6-L16  o f  t he  E lec t i on  Lah r ,

-vs-

l \ l  bnn\r  County Cl  erk  r  s
f n d e x  N o .  6 0 5 6 / 9 0

Appea| No. 62134

( O r d l  A r g u m e n t
Requented)

, .qr  t .V
'',ii,it .i;

\ .

I



in the above-capt ioned act lon f rom the Decls lon /order of  the
supreme court-  entered oetober L7, 1990, whlch order t t re Appelrate
Dlvls ion,  rh l rd Departnent af f l rmed by Deels lon dated May 2 ,  tggr

IExhtb i t  r fAr rJ  and order  thereon en tered  May l l i ,  1991 [Exhtb l t
r tg t t l i  and  (2 ' ,  ln  the  event  leave is  g ran ted ,  tha t  the  mot ion  to
reargue and renew then and there proceed and that upon such
reargunent and renewal,  the order of  th ls court ,  dated May 2,
1991" be vacated and that the Decis lon of  Just lpe Kahn, entered
oc tober  r7 ,  1991,  be  reversed l  and (3 )  tha t  a t t  g rane l  members  who
have been crosE -endorsed themselves r€cu6e themerelves f rom those
proceed ings  i  o r  (4  )  a l te rna t .Lve ly ,  fo r  pnrm. [nn1o1 fo r  leave t :o
appea l  to  the  Cour t  o f  Appea ls l  and (5 )  s t rc [  o ther ,  fu r ther ,  n r rd

d i f fe ren t  re l le f  as  th ls  cour t  c leems Juet ,  p ropor ,  and equ l tab le .

PLEASE TAKE fURTIIIItt NOTICE that prlreuant to cpLR

2214(b ' )  ans l re r lng  Af f ldav l ts ,  t f  a l ry ,  a re  requ l red  to  be  served

upon the undersigned at  least  Eeven daye before the return date
o f  the  mot ion .

Dated :  Yonke rs ,  New yo rk
J u l y  2 5 ,  1  9 9 1

FLr vrct,r l tNo, Esq.
Attorney for  I 'e t l t loners-

Appe l  l an ts
1250  Cen t ra l  I ' a r k  Avenue
P . o .  R o x  3 1 0
Yonkern ,  Now l ' o r k  l 0704
( e 1 4 )  4 2 ] - 0 7 3 7

T O :

J o h n  C i a m p o l l ,  E s q .
A t t o r n e y  f o r  N . y .  S t a t e  B o a r d  o f
One Commerce p laza
P . O .  B o x  4
A l b a n y ,  N e w  y o r k  1 2 2 6 0

E l e c t i o n e



M a r l l y n  J .  S l a a t t e n ,  E s q .
County At torney
A t t -o rney  fo r  D 'Ap ice  &  O Id t
148  Mar t i ne  Avenue
W h l t e  P l a l n s ,  N e w  y o r k  1 O 6 O L

Sco l .a r i ,  B reve t t i ,  Go lc l sm l th  &  we lss ,  p .  C .
At t .orneys for  Brevet t l
230  Park  Avenue
New York ,  New yo rk  10169

I ' homas  J .  Ab inan t i  ,  Esq .
A tLo r r rey  fo r  Responden t  N lco la l
S l x  Ches te r  Avenue
W h i t e  P l a i n s ,  N e w  y o r k  1 0 6 0 1

I Ia l . l ,  D i ck Ie r ,  Law le r ,  Ken t  &  F r iedman
At to rneys  fo r  Emanue l I i
L1  Mar t i ne  Avenue
Wt r i t e  P Ia ins ,  New yo rk  10606

A l d o  V .  V i t a g t l a n o ,  p . C .
G u y  T .  P a r i s l ,  E s g . ,  O f  C o u n s e l
150  Purchase  S t ree t
Rye ,  New yo rk  1O5BO

l l a s t r m a l - 1 ,  . S h e e r ,  R a n k  &  G e l s t
A t to rneys  fo r  Meh ie l ,  Wes tches te r  Democra t l c

County Comnl t tee & Weingnr ten
235 Marnaroneck Avenue
W h l t e  P l a i n s ,  N e w  y o r k  1 0 6 0 5

S a n f o r d  S .  D r a n o f f ,  E s q .
A t t o r n e y  f o r  M l l I e r
O n e  B l u e  H t I t  p l a z a
P . O .  B o x  L 6 2 9
P e a r l  R i v e r ,  N e w  y o r k  1 0 9 6 5 - t t 6 2 9

Robor t  Ab rams ,  Esq .
A t to rney  Genera  I .
Depar tnent  o f  Law
12O Broadway
New York,  New york IO27L



SUPREME COURT OF T'IIN STATE| OF NI,W YORK

T:::31:_3lljtrroNs rrrrRD DEPARTMENT
rn the Matter ;;-;;;-;;; i l ; i l ; ;;-;;--- 

----x
MARro M.  CASIURACAN anA-VrNCnnf  I r .  BONELLf ,
act ing pro E!>no pUbl lco,

SSPPORTTNG AFFIpAVII

Pet  L t  loners -Appe J.  l  ants ,
A lbany  Coun ty  C le rk rs
I n d e x  N o .  6 0 5 6 / g Ofo r  an  Order ,  pursuant  to  Sec t ions

L 6 - 1 0 0 ,  I 6 - t O Z ,  L 6 - L O 4 ,  t 6 - 1 0 6  a n d
L 5 - 1 1 6  o f  t h e r  E l e c t i o n  L a w ,

Appea l  No .  62134-VEt -

ANTIIONY J.  COLAVf , fn ,  l fsq.  ,  Cha I  rman,
WESTCTIESTER I I [ : I 'UBI , ICAN dOUHTY CC,MMIi , rEE,
c U Y  T .  P A R I S 1 . ,  E s r 1 . ,  t ) E N N f S  M B I | I E L ,  E ; q . ,
chairman, lot j : t i ' rci lEdf i lR D'MOCRATTC COTJN'' '
COMMITTEE, RI  CI |ARI)  1 , .  WEINGARTEII ,  f  sq.  ;
] :9YI9 1. BREIEI 'Tr,  Esq. ,  i lon. FRANers A.
NICOLAI ,  l lOWt rR I )  MLL l , l t i l { ,  Esq . ,  A I . ,B I iRT  J .
EMANUELLf  ,  I l r ic l .  ,  I t ,  WELLS STOUT,
I IELENA DoNArtLr[,  Evr.rt ,yN AeurLA, ionrnrssronersconsti tut lng i l re NttW yoRi sTATE BoAnD
g l_ I lEc r roNs ,  ANTONTA R.  D 'APrcE ,
MARION B.  Ol t r f  ,  CornmissLoners const l tu t ing
the wESTCTIEST'ER couN'r 'y BOARD oF ELEcrroNS

il ;;-;il;==tr=;1rr:r=!::::::::----------x
coUNTY OF WESTc i lES tER i  ss . :

DORrS  L .  sAssowER,  be lng  du l y  sworn ,  deposes  and  says :

1 '  I  w a s  a c t l n g  o n  b e h a l f  o f  D o r i s  r - , .  s a s s o w e r ,  p . c . ,
un t i l  June  19 ,  199 r  as  p ro  bono  counse r  to  pe t i t i one rs_Apper lan ts

in  th i s  p roc red ing  f rom i t s  i ncep t i on  th rough  and  i nc rud ing  the
Dec is ion  o f  Lhe  cou r t  da ted  May  z ,  r . 99 r "  (Exh ib i t  , ,A r )  and  the
O r d e r  d a t e d  M a y  1 5 ,  t 9 9 t  ( l l x h i b i t  l l B r ) .

2  '  on  June  rg  ,  ' 991 ,  T  l r as  se rved  w i th  an  o rde r  o f  t he



Appe l l a te  D lv l s lon ,  seco 'd  De ; :a r tmen t ,  da ted  June  L4 ,  1991 ,

suspendJ-ng m€r f rom the pract lce of  law,  wi thout  any s tatement  of
reasons or  f lnd lngsr  dd reqrr l red by law and wi tho ' t  any
evident iary  t tear lng havlng been had.  such suspension order  was
l ssued  f i ve  (5L  dayg  a f te r  i t  was  announced  in  the  New yo rk  T imes
that  my f i rn  would seek to  take the ease up to  the cour t  o f
Appears '  r  l t ave  reason  to  be r ieve  my  a fo resa ld  suspens ion  was  a
d i rec t  re ta l l a t l on  fo r  my  rep resen ta t l on  o f  Apper lan ts  i n  t hese
proceed ings  .nd  to  thwar t  any  fu r the r  appe l l a te  rev iew  o f  t h i s
mat ter  seeklng to  char  l  ernge cross-e l rdorsements as a way of
e l e c t i n g  j u d i c l a r  c a n d i d a t e s  g e n e r a r r y  a n d ,  i n  p a r t i c u r a r ,  u n d e r
the  Th ree -yea r  Dea I  l n  que r ; t l on .

3 .  As  a  resu l t  o f  t he  suspens ion  o rde r ,  r  am no  l onger

ac t i ng  as  co {nse r  t o  Appe l l an ts .  Moreove r ,  my  f i rm  has  s lgned  a
consent to srubstr. tutron of att .orney so that i t  is no ronger
a t to rney  o f  reco rd .

4 '  I ,  t he re fo re ,  subml t  t h l s  A f f i dav i t  no t  as  a t to rney

o f  reco rd  bu t  as  an  i nc r i v l dua l  w l th  pe rsonar  knowredge  o f
mater ia l  fact .s ,  ln  suppor t  o f  Apperrantsr  mot ion for  reargunent

and  renewa l  o f  i l r e  appea l  he re in ,  and  fo r  recusa I . ,  o r ,
a l t e rna t l ve l y ,  f o r  reave  t '  appea l  t o  t he  cou r t  o f  Appears .

5 -  A t  t he  ou tse t ,  i t  mus t  be  s ta ted  tha t  t ha t
Responden ts  d ld  no t  g i ve  Apper ran ts r  no t i ce  e i t he r  by  No t i ce  o f
Appea l  o r  c rDss -Appc la l  o r  I n  t he l r  r fQues t i ons  p resen tec l r  t ha t
they srere not  aocopt l .ng Just lce Kahn r  s  approach that  the
techn ica r  obJec t l ons  o f  bo th  s . [des  wou ld  no t  be  cons ide red  by



th ls  cour t .  Nor  vrere Appel lants  g lven an oppor tuni ty  by the

Cour t  t o  su l rp lemen t  t he  Record  w l th  pe r t i nen t  f ac t s ,  when  i t

dec ided  th l s  appea l "  on  Responden ts f  p rocedura l  obJec t i ons .  A r I

of  the lnd lv  ldual  I tespondents vrere ln  defaul t  in  the Iower cour t

by  v i r t ue  o f  t he l r  un t ime ly  anc l /o r  unve r i f i ed  respond ing  papers

to Appel lantnt  order  to  show cause and had no s tanding to  ra ise

the i r  p roced t l ra l  obJec t l ons  un t r l  r e r i eved  o f  t he i r  de fau r t , .

6 .  Concern lng the non-Joinder  obJeet ion adopted by the

cour t ,  i t  shourd be noted that  before th is  proceedlng was

commenced ,  I  spoke  on  sove ra l  oceas ions  w i th  Tho rnas  So lezz i ,

Esq . ,  counse l  t o  t l r e  New yo rk  s ta te  Board  o f  E rec t l ons ,  as  we l l

as  to  Jo t rn  c . l ampo l  l ,  [ sq . ,  h l s  DepuL ,y  counse l .  They  adv i sed  me

that  there vJas no need to serve the At torney-Genera l ,  s lnce i t

was  h l s  s tandarc l  and  cus to tna ry  p rac t l r : e  t o  de fe r  h i s  j u r i s r l l c t i on

to the pt tb1. [ r : :  nctot ldy lnvo ' tved when l " t  has i ts  o$/n counsor ,  suc l r

as  the  New York  S tn te  Board  o f  l i l ec t l ons  does .  I l e  p romiced  t t ra t

r  wou ld  rece l ve  a  l e t t e r  con f i rm ing  such  wa ive r  o f  se rv i ce  by  the

A t to rney  Genera l r s  o f f i ce ,  and  fu r the r  t ha t  he  wou ld  no t  ra i se

any  ob jec t i on  to  the  omlss . l on  o f  ee rv i ce  on  the  A t to rney -Genera l .

7 .  ! , lhen r  thereaf  ter  served papers on t .he At torney_

Genera l  1n  connec t l on  w l th  the  p re fe rence  app t i ca t l on ,  s ince  r

had  no t  ye t  rece l . ved  Mr .  c iampor i r s  p romised  con  j f  i rma t ion ,  r

f i na l l y  d id  rece l ve  a  re t . t e r  f rom h im da ted  oc tobe r  3L ,  r990 ,

w i th  cop ies  to  a l r  counse l ,  con f l rm ing  tha t  se rv i ce  upon  the

At torney-Genera l  was waived and that  no fur ther  serv ice of  papers

o n  t h e  A t t o r n e y - G e n e r a . L  s t r o u l d  b e  m a d e  ( E x h i b i t  , c r  )  .



Addl t lona l l  y ,  ln  a r :cordance wt th  our  unders tan<r lng ,  Mr .  c la rnpor l

never raLsocl  any obJoct lon Lrased on fai lure to serve the
At to rney-Gener ra l  as  a  g round o f  d isn lssa l ,  e l ther  by  m ' t lon  to
d i s m i s s  o r  l n  i t s  f i l e d  A n s w e r  ( R .  j , Z 7 l . Under those
c i r cums tances r ,  t he re  i s  n r )  p re jud l ce  to  Responden ts .  No r  l s  i t
f a i r  o r  Jus t  t ha t  t h l s  cou r t  shou ld  d l sm lss  the  p roceec l l ng  as
against  ar t  the Responcrerr ts ,  when the publ ic  agency for :  wSose
protect ion urat  obJectron was created,  does not  ob ject  ancr  the
A t to rney -Gener ra l  h lmser f  exp ress l y  v ra l ved  se rv l ce  upon  h im .

g .  o n  o e t o b e r  1 5 ,  1 9 9 0 ,  r  o r a r l y  a r g u e d  i n  s u p p o r t  o f
the Pet i t ion here in.  A l though r  had requested a hear ing,  and was
tord prev ious l  thereto by Just ice Kahnrs Law secretary that  the
judqe  had  c lea red  h l s  ca rendar  to  pe rm i t  a  hea r lng  a f te r  a rgumen t

was  had ,  I I i s  Honor  d id  no t  i n fo rm us  un t i r  a f t e r  t he  a rgumen t

tha t  he  had  to  take  a  c r fun ina r  ma t te r  a t  L2  noon ,  and  wou ld  no t
ho rd  the  hea r ing  tha t  c lay .  My  reco l rec t l on  l s  t ha t  a f te r
arguments $rer :e  presented by ar l  counsel ,  Just ice Kahn fur ther
announced  the r t  l r o  wo t t l d  no t  ge t  i  n to  a  p roeedr r ra l  t r ass l  e ,  r l o r
wourd he rure on ny object lon that  the ind iv ldual  Respondents

v/ere in  defaul t  nor  the i  Respondents r  technica l  ob j  ectLons,
l r r c lud ing  no r r - Jo rn< re r  o f  hecessa ry  pa r t res ,  bu t  t l . r a t  s r  nce  the
case  was  hee rded  fo r  t he  cou r t  o f  Appears ,  he  wou ld  t r y  t o
accomodate Rersponde' ts  I  u 'gent  demand for  a  speedy decisr_on by
ge t t i ng  to  f t t he  hea r t  o f  t he  ma t te r . f r  p rompt l y .

9 .  As  a fo remen t ioned ,  Responden ts  d id  no t  appea l  t he
p rop r ie t y  o f  i l t t s t l co  Kahnrs  spec i f l ca l l y  dec id ing  no t  t o  ru le  on



Appel lantst  object lon that Respon<lentsr defaul t  preeluded thelr
ra . l s lng  the l r  p rocedura l  obJec t l .on$.

10. With respeet to thd onl t ted C_antested candidates,
Joan Lefkowitz and George Roberts,  r  arn annexln!  hereto a eopy of
the Aff idavi t  of  servlce showlng seirv l .ce upon both of  them of the
spec i f i ca t ions  o f  ob jec t ions  (Exh ib i t  ,Dr ) ,  l :hereby  a f fo rd ing
then do  and t lme ly  no t ice .

11 .  rn  v 'ew o f  the  f  ac t  tha t  th rs  p roceed ing  v ras
pub l re rzed f rom the  ou tse t ,  there  can be  no  que ' t ron  as  to  ther r
ac tuar  knowredge and awareness  thereo f - -a t f ' rd rng  Lhem the
opportunrty to intervene rrad ' rey fe l t  t t rey would be rnequrtably
af fected by th ls proeeedlng.

Lz .  Moreover r  ds  to  Resgrondente ,  r  specr f tca l ry  s ta ted
on numerous oeeasrone that r  would make fro obJect ion to
lntervent io '  by anyone or therr  rmpreadrng any, omrt ted part les
they deemed necessary.  No l"nterrrent lon or lmpreader $ras 6ver
sought by anyone.

13 .  As  to  the  rns tan t  recusar .  requeer t  baeed on  br .as ,
the  reeord  s r rourd  re f lec t  the  fac t  t r rn t ,  on ' r lday  a f te rnoon,
March  22 ,  199L,  r  te lephoned Mlch ,ae l  Novak ,  c le rk  o f  the  cour t
fo r  the  Appe l la te  D lv la lon ,  Th l . rc l  Depar tment .  I  spee l f l ca l l y
asked hrm whether any of  the menrrere of  the bench assigned to
hear the appear on Monday, March 28, 1991 l rere themserves cro6Er_
endorsed.  I Ie  s ta tec l  he  c l id  no t  know the  anshrer  to  tha t  ques t lon .
Because of  my desire to avol-d publ . ie embarassrnent to members of
the  pane l  a t  the  t ime o f  ny  a rgunent ,  r  asked h ln  i f  he  wou ld



ascer ta in  that  in format ion for  rne ln  advanee thereof  .  I le  s tated

he would convey ny concern to  the pres id ing Just ice,  and r  asked

h l rn  to  l e t  me  know i f  t he  answer  l r as  i n  t he  a f f l rma t i ve .

L4.  r  d id  not  hear  fur ther  f rom Mr.  Novak pr ior  to  the

o ra l  a rgumen t  on  Monday ,  Mareh  2 .5 ,  1991 ,  an r l  p roceeded  to  a rgue

the  appea l  he re in ,  w i thou t  know ledge  o f  t he  fac t - -d l scove red  the

day  fo l l ow ing  the  May  2 ,  L991  Dec is ion  came down  f rom th i s  cou r t -
- that  three out  o f  the f lve members of  the panel  hear ing argument

on the legal i ty  o f  cross-endorsements were thenserves cross-

endorsed . rndeed ,  t he  p res id ing  Ju r rge  had  been  t r i p re  c ross -

endorsed--by the Republ ican,  Dernoerat ic  and eonservat ive par t ies.

Annexed  as  Exh ib i t  , 8 ,  t o  t hese  mo t ion  papers  a re  cop ies  o f  t he

o f f i c i a l  reco rds  o f  t he  New yo rk  s ta te  Board  o f  E rec t i ons

ref lect ing the cross-endorsements of  the var ious judges who hrere

lnvo rved  l n  th i s  appea l r  ds  we l l  as  the  den ia l  o f  Appe l l an ts l

fornal  mot ion for  the preference to  which they vrere ent l t led

under  the  E rec t i on  Law and  the  cou r t r s  own  ru res .

15 .  The re  h ras  no  d r . se losu re  by  any  member  o f  t he  bench

hear lng  such  appear  o f  such  i * r f o rma tLon ,  no tw l ths tand ing  tha t ,
under  Canon  3  (C)  (  1 )  o f  t he  Code  o f  Jud i c la l  Conduc t ,  r ra  j udge

s h o u l d  d i s q u a l i f y  h i m s e . r  f  i n  a  p r o c e e d i n g  i n  w h i c h  h i s
impar t i a l i t y  m igh t  reasonab ly  be  ques t i oned f , .

15 '  As shown by the annexed le t ters  f rom and to the
c l e r k  o f  t h i s  c o u r t  ( E x h i b i t s  , F r  a n d  r G r f  ) ,  i t  w a s  p r e s i d i n g

Just ice Mahoney who decided that  the ease wourd not  be g iven the
norma l  and  requ i red  p re fe rence  fo r  E ree t i on  Law cases ,  and  tha t  a



formal  appl icat ion for  the preference had to be made to the
Cour t .

17 .  p r i o r  t he re to ,  f o l rowrng  Mr .  Novack rs  te rephone
not i f icat ion on october  18,  r .990,  that  the orar  argument  of  the
appea l  sehedu led  fo r  t he  nex t  day  had  been  cance l l ed ,  w i t t rou t
exp lana tLon ,  r  hac r  spoken  to  Jus t r ce  easey ,  t he  j udge  on  du ty
that  day,  to  inqui re whether  he would s ign an order  to  show cause
so that  the case could be heard before Eleet ron Day.

r -8.  Just ice casey s tated he would not  s ign rny order  to
show cause ,  t ha t  a  fo rma l  mo t ion  v ras  no t  necessa ry ,  and  tha t
fu r the rmore '  r  was  was t i ng  the  cou r t I s  t i ne  beeause  i t  was
trwr i t ten in  s toner f  that  r rno preference ' r  wourd be granted to  th is
p roceed ing .

19 .  Jus t i ce  casey  a l so  sa t  as  a  member  o f  t he  pane l
which denied the preference appl lcat ion.  The records of  the New
York s tate Board of  E lect ions showrng that  o f  the f rve judges who
den ied  Appe l l an ts  I  f o rma l  p re fe rence  app r i ca t i on ,  a r r  we re
themselves cross-endorsed are annexed as r rExhrb i t  r f  Err .  . fust ices
Kane and weiss had been quadrupre cross-endorsed by the
Repub l l ean ,  Demoera t re ,  conse rva t i ve ,  L ibe ra l  pa r t i es ;  Jus t i ce
ca  sey  h  ad  been  - t - r  i p  r -g  e ross -endorsed  by  the  Repub l  Lean ,
Democra tLe ,  Conserva t i ve  pa r t l es i  Jus t l ce  M iko l l  had  been  t r l p le
c ross -endorsed :  Democra t i c ,  L rbe ra r ,  and  conse rva t i ve  pa r t res .
Jus t i ce  Mercu re  had  been  doub le  e ross -enc lo rsed  by  the  Repub l l ean
and  Conserva t i ve  pa r t l es .



2 0 .  A p p e l l a n t e r  p r e f e r e n c o  a p p l l c a t l o n ,  e x t e n s l v e l y

deta l l lng  and doeunent lng  the  fo rego lng ,  l s  pa l t  o f  the  Cour t te

records herel-n,  Lncorporated hefeln by reference. I t  ls

reepec t fu l l y  subn l t ted  tha t  the  E ame shou ld  be  care fu lLy  rev lewed

Ln eonnect lon  w l th  the  lns tanL app l lca t lon  fo r  recusa l .

DORIS L.  SASEOWER

Sworn to before me t t r ls
2 5 t h  d a

7a
ELI VlOt lANo

l{otery hrfllo. tfle .f Ncw Yotk
No. 19e73&1

Uurilncd h {tfcrtclrerler CouPtY
'lrmNrlm E9!.f Junr,l 1903

b r t  r  . . '


