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UNITED STATES COTIRT OF APPEA],S
SECOND CIRCUIT

SASSOWER V. MANGANO

3.  f  am admit ted to  the Uni t .ed

for  the Southern and Eastern Dis t r ic ts  of

attorney in good standing in both of the

and am fami l iar  wi th  the Federa l  RuLes of

AFFIDAVIT OF
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY
GENERAL .JAY T. WEINSTEIN

D o c k e t  N o .  9 G - Z B O 5

Sta tes  D is t r i c t  Cour t s

New _York, am an

aforement ioned cour ts ,

Civ i l  procedure and the

STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF NEW YORK i 
''

.TAy T. WEINSTEIN, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1' '  r  am an Assistant, At,torney GeneraL in the off ice of
DENNTS c. vAeeo, Attorney General of the state of New york,

At torney for  Apper iees in  the above-capt ioned appeal .

2 - r submit this af f  idavit in suoport, of my moti_on to .

be admi t , ted pro hac v ice in  order  to  f i le  th is  br ie f  and argue

th is  appeal  on behal f  o f  defendants_appel lees,  pursuanE,  to  Loca1

Rule 45 0f  th is  cour t ,  and.  in  suppor t  o f  my mot ion for  a  two-week

extension of  t ime to f i le  the i r  br ie f

local  ru les of  t ,hose cour ts .

4 -  r  am arso '  famir iar  wi th  the Fed.erar  Rules of
Appellate procedure and the appel]ate rures of this eourt.

5 .  r  am fami l iar  wi th  the issues presented by the
above-capt ioned appeal .
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6 ' rn addit ion, 'hn extension of t i .me was necessary .o
f i l e  de fendan t , s '  b r i e f  because :  (1 )  Appe l l an t , s  b r i e f  i s  seven ty_
six pages rong, with numerous references to a nine_hundred page
record,  and r  requi red addi t ional  t ime to rev iew p la in t i f f ,s
br ie f ,  the author i t ies she c i tes,  and.  the pages of  the record she
cl tes to ;  (2)  The amount  of  t ime necessary to  devote to  the task
of  draf t ing a br ie f  o f  th is  s ize and complex i ty  exceeded the
thirt.y days I was given to write i t ,  considering the t ime f
requi red to  devote to  ot .her  cases dur ing the same per iod;  (3)
Addi t ional  t ime was a lso requi red because of  th is  of f ice,s
in ternal  rev iew process.  This  of f ice,  has a rev iew process that:
is t ime-consuming. rt involves a review by my supervisor and by
two other  at torneys f rom the sor ic i tor  Genera l ,s  of f ice.

*HEREFOR:, r respectfurry request that my motion to be
admit t .ed pro hac v :ce and two-week extension of  t ime to f i r_e
appe l l ee ,s  b r i e f  be  g ran ted .  i

D a t e d : New York, New york
March  4 ,  1997

S*gf t  to  before me th is
414 day of March rgg:.

A s s i s t
of t .he

General
York

JM V. WEINSTEIN
Assis tant  At torney Genera l

Sta te  o f  New


