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DORIS L. SASSOWER,

Index No.
Pet i t i -oner,  95-109141

GEORGE P. ALESSIO,

fntervenor,
-against-

Af f irrnation in
Support  of
Tntervention

COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,

----::::lli3l!:--------x
GEORGE P. ALESSIO, dr at torney duly l icensed
to practice 1aw in the courts of the State of
New York,  af f i rms the fol lowing to be true
under penal ty of  per jury:

1.  I  am a resident of  L iverpool ,  New York,  in the

County of Onondaga.

2.  I  have been a pract ic ing at torney since November

L981. From January 1-982 unt i l  September 1986, I  served on act ive

duty in the Judge Advocate Generalrs Corp.  of  the U.S. Navy.

From December 1986 to December L99L, I  served as a publ ic

prosecutor as an Assistant Distr ict  At torney of  Onondaga County.

f  have also been a judge, in 1993 serving as Town Just ice of

Sal ina,  Onondaga County. '

3.  I  have read Pet i t ionerrs Ver i f ied Pet i t ion and her

support ing papers in this proceeding and am in total and whole-

hearted support.

4" Pursuant to CPLR 51013, I  make this mot ion for an



order for  intervent ion in the above-ent i t led Art i -c1e 7g

proceeding as a person interested and af fected by the subject

matter of  th ls proceeding.

5 . Upon j-nf ormation and belief ,  the agencies of

government, charged with defending my constitut ional interests,

and served by Petlt ioner with a Notice of Riqht to seek

rntervent ion,  have al l  fa i led to appear or even not i fy the court

of  their  posi t ion.  Consequent ly,  ry const i tut ional-  interests are

ent i re ly unprotected, except by Pet i t j -oner.

6.  I t  is  my posi t ion that assert ion of  my cla j_m in

this proceed j -ng wi l l -  be of  gTreat assistance to Pet i t ioner,  as

wel l  as to the publ ic interest ,  whi-ch she is at tenpt ing to

protect ,  s ingle-handedly,  against  the vast resources of

Respondent and i ts counsel ,  the Attorney General-  of  the State of

New York.

7 .  As ref lected by pet i t ioner 's June g |  1995

Aff idavi t  in support  of  proposed rntervenors,  a copy of  which r

annex hereto as Exhibi t  r rArr ,  she requires r the assistance of  a l_ l

persons siml lar ly aggr ieved by Respondentrs unconst i tut ional  and

unlawful  conductrr .

8.  Leave for intervent ion is part icular ly warranted.

and l iberal ly al lowed under cpLR Sloi-3 where, dS here,  there are

common issues in law and fact. That such is the case may be

readi ly seen from my proposed Ver i f ied Pet i t ion,  annexed hereto,

set t ing for th the c la im for which intervent ion is souqht.

9. I t  is  respectful ly submit ted that intervent ion



wil l  not  undul-y delay the determinat ion of  th is proceeding.

Issue has not yet  been jo ined herej-n.  Notwithstanding service of

the Pet j - t ion upon Respondent on Apr i l  I I ,  1995, Respondent,  in

l ieu of  an answer,  has chosen to make a disrnissaL mot ion.  Upon

inforrnation and belief, that motion was submitted to the Court on

June 12, 1995 and is now sub judice.

10. Based upon rny reading of

Pet i t ionerrs response thereto,  there

Respondentrs mot ion must be dismissed

Iaw because such di-smissal-  mot ion is

legal Iy and factual ly unfounded.

said disrni-ssal  mot ion and

is no doubt but that

or denied as a matter of

patent ly f r ivolous, being

11. Assuming the Court  denies the mot ion and does not

grant summary judgrnent in favor of petit ioner to which, in my

considered opinion, the facts and l -aw ent i t l -e her,  Respondent

wi l l  be required to answer the Ver i f ied pet i t ion.

L2. Consequent ly,  there wi l l  be no prejudice to

Respondent or delay occasioned by the grant ing of  the instant

intervent ion mot ion which, therefore,  is  ' t imery*,  under cpLR

s1013, which does not speci fy a t i rne l imi tat ion for  such

appl icat ion.

13. As shown by the t ranscr ipt  (at  pp.  6-7) of  the

proceedings on the May 23,1995 return date of  Pet i t ionerts Order

to Show Cause for prel iminary in junct ion and defaul t  judgment,

th is court ,  ds wer l  as Respondentrs counser,  were speci f ical ly

made aware at that t ime of my desire and intentj-on to intervene.

A copy of  the May 23, 1995 transcr ipt  is  annexed as Exhibi t  ' rp,r



to Pet i t ionerr  s June 8,  1995 Aff idavi t

Respondentts dismj-ssal-  mot ion.

in opposi t ion to

L4. The af f i rmat ion,  referred to in the May 23, 1995

transcr ipt ,  that  f  had prepared for presentment by Pet i t ioner to

the Court on that date has been annexed by Petit ioner as Exhibit

r f  Rrr  to her June I  ,  1995 Af f  idavi t  in Opposi t ion to Respondentts

dismissal  mot ion. fn the interest  of  judic ia l  economy, I

re i terate and incorporate by reference al l  the al legat ions

therein.

l_5.  As f  stated at  f l13 of  my May 23, 1995 af f i r rnat ion:

rr l t  is  my intent lon to move, pursuant to CPLR
S1013, to intervene so as to jo in in th is
profoundly important act ion to protect  the
publ ic interest ,  which has been plainly
subverted by Respondentts demonstrated
fai lure to meet i ts const i tut ional lv and
statutor i ly-mandated dut ies .  r l

WHEREFORE, i t  is  respectful ly prayed that intervent ion

be granted, as requested in the Not ice of  Mot ion.

Dated: June 15, 1995
Syracuse, New York

GEORGE


