CENTER #r JUDICIAL ACCOUNTABILITY, e,

1914) 4211200 = Fax [S14) B82-6354 Bax 84, Gadnay Slalion
=-Mail: prabeneddelphi.cam White Plains. Mew York 10805

BY FAX and BY HAND
212-868-1229

Octaober 31, 1995

Patricia M. Hynes, Esq.

ABA Standing Committee on Federal Judiciary
c/o Milberg, Welss, Bershad, Hynes & Lerach
110 Plaga, 45th Floor

New York, Hew York 10119-0165

Re: FPropgsed District Court Nomination of Iawrenge E. Eahn

Dear M=s. Hyn=s=:

Transmitted herewith for censideration by the ABA Standing
Committee on Federal Judiciary in connection with its evaluation
of the gualifications of Justice Lawrence E. Kahn fer a federal
judgeship are the legal files in Castracan V. Colavita [Folders
B-G], an Election Law proceeding over which Justice Kahn
presided in October 1990 in the Supreme Court, Albany County.

The Castracan case, which I handled as pro bono counsel to
petitionerst, who were also acting pro bone publice, was no
ardinary, run-of=-the-mill matter. Rather, it was an
extraordinary and historic constitutional challenge to the
political manipulaticn of judicial nominatiens in New York by the
practice of major party crass-endeorsements and illegally-
conducted Jjudicial nominating conventions. As review of the
files demonstrates, what Justice Kahn did in Castracapn was To
pervert elemeptary legal standards and faleify the factual record

1 Oon June 1%, 1591, the day before the last day to file a
Notice of Appeal in Castracan to the Court eof Appeals, I was
served with a retaliatery order of the Appellate Division, Second
Department interimly suspending my license to practice law,
immediately, indefinitely, and uncenditicnally. Such order was
completely unlawful: it was not based on written charges, was not
preceded by a hearing, made ne findings, and stated no reasons.
In the nearly four and a half years that have since elapsed, I
have been denied any hearing as to the basis of my suspension and
denied any appellate review. The story of this wicicus
rataliation to which I was subjected for bringing the Castracan
challenge was summarized in an Op-Ed advertisement in the October
26, 1994 HWew York Times, entitled "Where Do You Go When Judges
Ereak the Law?". A copy is annexesd hereto. gSee, also, Folder &,
Doc. 1, pp. 9=-10; Folder F, Doc. 1, f71-3.
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g0 as to "dump" the casal,

Justice Kahn's betrayal of the public trust and of his cath of
office was for the purpese of protecting the powerful political
leaders implicated in Castracan. It was so identified by me in a
December 19, 19%1 letter to then Governar Mario Cuomo. A copy
of +that letter, reciting the spscifics of Justice Hahn's
politically-motivated decisien-making in Castracan, is enclosed
[Felder &, Doc. 23]--as are my twe previous letters to the
Governor on the subject [Felder A, Does. 1, 2].

I bhelieve my December 19, 19891 letter will be of particular
interest to you inasmuch as it refers to the New York State
commission on Government Integrity's report about the corruptive
political influences despeiling our judiciary and recommending
complete overhaul of the process of judicial election. You may
even recall that letter since it, together with my two previous
letters to the Governor, were sent under a December 23, 1991
coverletter to the Commission's Chailrman, John Feerick, with ce's
to all Commissioners--including vourself. For your convenience,
a copy of my coverletter is enclesed [Folder A, Dac. 4].

What poetic justice that you, having served as a Commissioner on
tha New York State Commissicon on Government Integrity, are now
the Secend Circuit representative of the ABA's Standing Committee
on Federal Judiclary, assigned to review Justice Kahn's proposed
nomination to the federal besnch since it is Justice Kahn, by his
legally and factually insupportable decision in Castracan, who is
responeible for perpetuating +the corrupted state judicial
nominating process decried by the Commissicn's Report, "Becoming
a Judge: Report on the Failings of Judicial Elesctisons in Hew York
State". How appropriate, teo, that you should be reviewing the
Castracan case--the Commission on Government Integrity having
studied the power and influence of its first named Respeondent,
Antheony Colavita, Chairman of the Westchester Republican County
Committee (1979-1995) and former State Republican Party Chairman,
as reflected by its report "The Blurred Line: Party Peolitics and

2 See, in particular:
Folder B: Doc. B-1l, pp.3-7 (Justice Kahn's Decisicn);
Doc. B-1, pp.8=76 (Petiticners' O05C/Petition/Exhibits: B-1);
Doc. B=3, pp.l=-9; 20-2.
Folder ¢: Doec. C-3, 9Y7-14; Doc. C-11, 916, 25, Ex. "AYW,
Folder O: Doc. D=8, pp.l-4, 27-5.
Folder E: Doc. E-6& (Oral Argument).
Foldar F: Doc. F=2, pp.5; Doc. F=11, 9YY34-5.
Folder G: Doc. G-8, pp.4-5; Doc. G=15, q110-11.
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Government in Westchester County"3.

It is our positicon that but for Justice Kahn's prntectinn cf the
pelitical power structure by his misconduct in Castracan, he
would not now be rewarded with a proposed nomination to a
federal judgeshlp--any more than he would have been favored, as
he was in 1993 with a major party cress-endorsement for re-
election to the New York Supreme Court.

Oon the subject of the 1993 major party cross-endorsement of
Justice ¥Kahn and two other state Supreme Court justices in New
York's Third Judicial District, I enclese an editorial from the
September 26, 1993 Albany Times Union [Folder A, Doc. 6].

Although apinlng that "cross-endorsement is an integral part of
the spoils system", 1t fails to note Justice Kahn's reole 1in
keeping such spoils system intact by his decision in the

Castracan challenge.

That the peclitical parties should have rewarded Justice Kahn for
his peolitically-motivated decision-making in Castracan bears out
the Commission on Government Integrity's finding that:

"palitical parties are . geared to reward
loyalty, not merit; to discourage, not
encourage, independsnce and diversity; and teo
obtain power rather than promote justice.
Such goals, howevar valuable to the operation
of the party system in general, have no place
in the electlnn of our judges." ("Becoming a
Judge", p. 233%)

We believe that the aforesaid pelitical geals should also have no
place in the appointment of cur federal judges. Yet, the reality
is that political considerations also control in federal judicial
nominations--a fact we documented three years age in a six-month
investigative study of the federal judicial screening process in
relation to the nomination of Westchester County Executive
Andrew O'Rourke®.

3 The Introduction to that report was gquoted in our
January 2, 1992 complaint against Judge Kahn, filed with the New
York State Commissien on Judicial Conduct. 2 copy of that
complaint is enclosed [Feolder A, Doc. 5].

4 The page reference 1s te the report as printed in
government Ethics Reform feor the 1960's: The Collected Reports of
the New York State Commission on Government Integrity, edited by
Bruce Green, Fordham University Press, Hew York, 1991, 734 pp.

5 See, pp. 22=24, 43 of our critique.
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Az the critigue we =submitted to the U.S. Senate Judiciary
Committee empirically established, Mr. C'Rourke was abksglutely
unfit for judicial office, his nomination being a pelitical "“pay-
back" for his having agreed to bs the "sacrificial lamb" for the
Repuklican party in running for Governor in 1986 against the then
sure-to-win Democratic incumbent, Mariec Cuome. Cur critigque
highlighted that not only was Mr. O'Rourke rewarded with a
judicial nomination by his political patron, Anthony <Colavita,
but his running-mate for Lieutenant Governor, Michasl EKavanaugh,
was also rewarded with a federal judicial nomination®.

Ironically, Justice ¥ahn has been recommended te f£ill the wvery
federal Fjudgeship that was to go to Mr. Kevanaugh--at least
according to an August 13, 1%95 Albany Times Union editorial. A
copy of that editorial, which makesz the salutary suggesticn that
the judicial nominatien process--federal and state--not "treat
the citizenry as an unnecessary appendage", is encleosed [Folder
A, Doc. 7].

I understand from my daughter Elena that wuntil your recent
conversation with her, vou were unaware of our critigue of Mr.
O'Rourke's nomination for a federal Jjudgeship. This is

undoubtedly kecause our May 1992 critigue exposed the inadeguacy
of the investigation of Mr. O'Rourke's credentials by the then

Second Cilrcuit representative, William willis, who, in August
1992, was elevated to the chairmanship of the Standing
Committea.

8ince Elena tells me that you expressed great interest in seeing
our critigue, I enclose a copy-—vwhich you will note refers to the
reports of the New York State Commission on Government integrity.
I alsc encless a cepy of our May 18, 19%2 and June 2, 1992
letters to then Senate Majority Leadsr Mitchell and a Compendium
of our correspondence with the ABA [Correspondence Compendium

T34

as reflected by that correspondance, the ABA Standing Committee
on Federal Judiciary, in addition te failing and refusing to
meet its ethical duty te retract its demonstrably insupportable
approval rating of Mr. O'Rourke, was totally uninterested in our
offer to detail hew its screening procedures might be lmpreved.

I would point out=-much as Elena did in her January 22, 1593
letter to Mr. Willis [Correspondence Compendium, Exhibit "M"]--
that I have unigue c¢redentials in the field of Judicial
selection. My bilegraphic profile appears at the end eof the
critigue, together with my 1989 Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory
listing. I would only highlight that I was the first woman to

& e, our critigue, footnotes 35 and 61, p. 43.
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serve on the New York State Bar Assccilatien's Judiciary Committee
and served for eight years, interviewing the candidates for New
York State Court of Appeals, the Appellate Divisions of the New
York Supreme Court, and the New York State Court of Claims.

Finally, I enclose an informaticonal brochure about the Center for
Judieial Accountability, Inc, the citizens' action organization I
have built from the ruins of the Castracan debacle, together with
a copy of Elena's Letter to the Editor, published in the August
14, 1995 New York Law Journal about our Article 78 proceeding
against the New York State Commiszsion on Judicial Conduct.
Included in the eight complaints of judicial misconduct referred
to in her letter as part of the proceeding is my January 2, 1992
complaint against Justice Lawrence Kahn [Foldsr A, Doc. 5].

a= Second Circuit representative to the ABA Standing Committee on
Fedaral Judiciary, you have a direct interest in the proper
functicning of the New Yerk State Commission on Judicial
conduct. Plainly, had the Commission undertaken to investigate
my complaint against Justice FKahn--which it was required to do
under §44.1 of New York's Judiciary Law--and taken appropriate
disciplinary actien against him for official misconduct, you
would not now be burdened by reviewing this unweorthy recomnmendee-
-who must be resoundingly rejected for his demonstrated lack of
integrity.

I would note that investigation by the Commission on Judicial
conduct would have uncoversd additicnal facts bearing adversely
upon Justice Kahn's lack of impartiality to adjudicate a case,
such as Castracan, challenging a politiecal deal invelving
contracted-for resignations, pivoting arcund a Surrogate Court
judgeship. This included the fact that, prior to his election in
1979 to the Supreme Court in the Third Judicial District, Justice
Kahn had himself resigned--five years early--from his office as
surrogate of Albany County.

I look forward to speaking with vou directly about the foregoing.
I expect you will have many guestions.

Yours for a quality judiciary,

jijgilw{fEE=E;l?3¢vw&ft“_,;f~

DORIS L. SASSOWER, Director
Center for Judicial Accountability, Inc.

co:  Chalilrwoman Carclvn B. Lamm
ABA Standing Committee on Federal Judiciary
Irene R. Emsellem, ABA Staff Liaison
Robert Ewans, Director, ABA Covernmental Affairs Group

Enclosures: See attached Inventory
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CONTENTS OF TRANSMITTAL

Falders A-G: Itemization attached

New Yor imes! Op-Ed advertisement, "Where Do You Go When
Judges Break the Law?", 10/26/94

May 1992 critigque and compendium of exhibits: 5/18/92 and
6/2/92 1ltrs to Seanate Majority Leader Mitchell; ABA
correspendence compendium

New York Law Journal, Letter to Editor, "Commission Abandons
Investigative Mandate", by Elena Sassower, 8/15/%5

cJa informational brochure



Che New JJork Times

Reprinted from the Op-Ed Page, Oct. 26, 1994, THE NEW YORK TIMES

Where Do You Go
When Judges Break the Law?

RCM THE Way the curment electoral races are
shaping up, you'd think judicial cormmption
isnL an dssue in Mew York, Ok, really?

On June 14, 1991, a New Yok State court
suspended an amomey’s license to practice law—
immediately, indefinitely and vocondidonally, The
attorney was suspended with no notice of charges,
no hearing, no findings of profgssional misconduct
and no ressons. All this violares the law and the
court's own explicic rules.

Today, more than thres years later, the sus-
pension remains in effect, and the court refuses even
o providea bearing as 1o the basis of the suspension.
Mo appellate review bas been allonaned.

Can this really happen bere in America? Ionot
oaly can, it did.

The atomey is Dords L. Sassower, renownead
nationally asa pioneerof equal mahts and family law
refiorm, with a distinguisbed 35-year career at the
bar. When the court suspended ber, Sassower was
pro hono coumsel in a landmark voting rights case.
The caze challenged a political deal involving the
“oross-endorsement’” of judicial candidares that was
implementedat illegally conducted nominating con-
veniions,

Cross-cndorsement s a banering scheme by
which opposing political parties pominate the same
candidates for poblic office, virtneily guaraniesing
their election. Thess “no comest”™ deals frequently
involve powerful judgeships and fum volers ioto a
rubber stamp, subverting the democmtic process. In
Mew York and otber zwaes, judicial cross endorse-
ment 15 a way of life,

Cine such deal was acmually putinto writdog in
1989, Democratic and Republican party bosses dealy
oul s&ven judgeships over a three-year perind. “The
Deal” also included & provision that one (ross-
endorsed candidate would be “elected”™ to a 14-yesr
judicial term, then resign eight months after @king
the benchin orderto be “elacted" woa different. more
patronage-rich judgeskip. The rezolt was a mogical-
chairs succezsion of new judicial vacancies for oiher
cross-endorsed candidares to fill,

Droris Sassower filed a suit to stop this scam,
bur paid a heavy price for her role as a judicial
whiste-blower. Judges who were themselves the
products of cross-endorsement dumped the case.

Other cross-endorsed brethren on the bench then
victously retaliated against ber by suspending her
Ly Lcense, purming her our of busingss overnight.

Clur state law provides ciizens a remedy o
ensure independent review of governmental mis-
conduct, Sassower pursucd this remedy by a sepe-
rate lawsoit against the judges who sospended ber
license,

That remedy was desiroved by those judges
who, ooce again, disobeved the Lw — thiz ume, the
law prohibitng a judge from deciding a casc o
which he is a pary and in which be has &n interest.
Predictably, the judoes dismissed the case aganst
themtselves,

Mew York's Atiomey General, whose job
includes defeoding state judges sued for wiongdo-
ing, argued o our staie’s highest court that there
should be no appellate review of the judges’ self-
intereziad decision in their pwn favor,

Last momth, our state's highest coart — o
which cross-cndorsed judges sit—denied Saszower
any right of appeal, noning s back on the mosthasic
lepal principle that “no man shall ke the judpee of bis
0Wwn canse,” In the process, that court gave its latest
demonstration that judges and high-ranking swage
afficials gre above the law,

Three vears seo this week, Doris Sassower
wrole 1o Govemnor Coomao asking him o sppoint =
special prosecutor to investipate the documented
evidence of lawlass conduct by judges and the retal-
atory suspension of ber license, He refuscd, Mow,
all stare remedies bave been exhansied.

There is still ime in the closing days before
the election i demand that candidates for Govemnar
and Amomey General address the issoe of judicial
cormupton. which is real and rampant in this stae.

Where do vou go when judges break the law?
Yoo go public.

Contact us with horror stories of vour own,

CENTER #
JupiciaL
A ccoUNTABILITY

TEL (214} 421-1200 » FAX [214) BR4-B5E4
E-MaIL probono@deiphicom
Box 28, Gednay Station = Whits Plains, NY 10605

The Center for Judieial Accounirbility, lno, i# a8 national, nan-gamisan, not-for-profit eiizens ' organizaiian
raising publis consciousness shout how judgss braak ne faw and gst away wilh i,
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DORIS L. BASSOWER, P.C.
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(a-1)

(A-2)

(A-3)

(A=4)

(A-5)

(A=6)

(A7)

ITEMIZATTION

LETTERS AND EDITORIALS

10/24/91 LTR TO GOVENOR MARTO CUOMO
10/31/91 LTR TO GAVERNOR MARIO CUOOMO
12/19/91 LTR TO GOVERNOR MARIO CUQMO

l2/23/91 LTR TO JOHH FEERICK, CHATRMAN OF NEW YORK
STATE COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT INTEGRITY, with
copies to Commissicners

1/2/92 LTR To NEW YORE STATE COMMISSION OHN
JUDICTATL CONDUCT

"THE PARTIES [J THE WVOTIHGY, editorial, ALBANY
TIMES UNION, 9/26/93

"WHAT A WAY TO PICKE JUDGES", editorial, ALBANY
TIMES UNION, 8/13/95




CASTRACAN v. COLAVITA

Folder B: SUPREME COURT, COUNTY OF ALBANY, Index # 6056/90

{(B-1}#1  APPELLANTS' RECORD ON APPEAL, filed 10/17/90

(B=2)* APPELLANTS' APPELLATE BRIEF, filed 10/17/90

(B-3) % APPELLANTS' SUPPLEMENTAL RECORD ON APPEAL,
filed 11/16/90

1 Documents on behalf of the Castracan Petitioners-
Appellantes are indicated by an asterick.
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(C-1)*

(C=2)

(C-3) *

(C-4)

(C-5)

(C=6)

(C=7)

(C=8)

(C=9)

(C=10) *

(C=11)#

{c-12)
{C-13)

{C-14)

{C=15)+
{C-16)
(C-17)

{C-18)

APPETLIATE DIVISTOHN . Index 62134
FREFERENCE AFPPLICATION

l0/19/90 DLE LTR FAXED TO APPELLATE DIVISION, 3rd
LDEFT. .

Ltr of Appellate Division, 3rd Dept., dated
la/18/90, fawxad to DLS

APPELLANTS' ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE FOR A FPREFERENCE
OF APPEAL pursuant to Supreme Court ERules, 3rd
Dept., Sec. 800.16

Respondent HYS FBoard of FElections: Notice of
Cross-Motion (Clampoli)

Eespondent Millar: Netice af Cross-Motion
(Dranoff)

Respondent Westchester Co. Board of Elections:

Opposing Affirmation (Cascio)

Bespondent Emanuelli: Opposing Affirmation (Hall,
Dicklar)

Respondent Nicolai: Opposing Affirmaticon
(Abinanti)

Raszpondants Westchester Co. Det
Mehiel, and Weipogartsen: Opposing Affirmation
(Hashmall)

10/26/90 state-wide release of The Leaguse of Women
Voters of Hew York State: "Cross-Endorsement Case
Should Be Heard"

APPELLANTS ' AFFIRMATION IN REPLY AND IN OPPOEITION
TO RESPONDENTS' CROSS-MOTIONS (With Exhibits and
Supporting Affirmation)

10/30/90 Decision of Appellate Division, 3rd Dept.
10/31/90 Ltr of HYS Board of Elections to Counsel

11/2/90 Ltr of HYS Board of Election enclosing
proposad order

11/2/90 DLS LTR TO APPELLATE DIVISION, 3rd DEFT.
11/13/90 Ltr of Appellate Divisien, 3rd Dept.
11/14/90 Litr of Drancff to Appellate Division

11/23/90 Decision of appellate Division, 3rd Dept.
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(D=1)

(D=2)

(D=3)

{D-4)

(D-5)

(D-6)

(D=7)

(D-8)*

(D-9)*

OPPOSING ERIEFS ToO APPELIATE DIVISTON J REPLY

BERTEF

Brief of PResspondent NYS Board of Elections
(Ciampoli)

Ltr of Respondent Westchester Co, Poard of

Elections (Cascio)

Brief of REespondent Emanuelli (Hall, Dickler)

Brief of Respondept Miller (Dranoff)

Brief of Respondent Nicolai (Abinanti)

Brief of Respcndents Colavita and Parisi (Parisi)

Brief of Reszpcndents Westchester Deamocratic County
Commitiee, Mehiel, and Weingarten (Hashmall)

APEELLANTS'" REPLY BEIEF

ERRATA SHEET TC APPELLANTS' REPLY BRIEF (1/28/91
coverltr)



(E-1)*

(E-2)

{E=3)

(E~4)*

(E=3)

(E-6) *

(E-7) *

(E-8)

(E=9)

AMICUS APPLICATION/ORAL DECISTO

L]

2/8/91 Ltr of NAACP Legal and Educational Defense
Fund

2/11/91 ltr of Appellate Diwvision, 3rd Dept.

2/21/91 Decision of Appellate Division, 3rd Dept.

3/1/91 Ltr of HNAACP Legal and Educatiocnal Defense
Fund

Appellate Division, 3rd Dept. "Day CalendarV,
3/25/91

3/235/91 ORAL ARGUMENT OF DLS

Gannett newspaper extracts handed up by
Appellants, with the Court's permissien, at oral
argument

5/2/91 Decision of Appellate Division, 3rd Dept.

Order with Hotice of Entry, 575718/91, s=ent by
Dranoff, 6720791
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(Frl)*

(F-2)*

(F=3)

(F-4)

(F~5)}

(F-6)

(F=7)

(F-8)

(F=8)*

{(F-10)

(F=11) *

(F=12)*

(F=13) %

(F=14)

MOTION FOR REARGUMENT, RECUSAL, OR, ALTERNATIVELY,
FOE LEAVE TO APPEAL TO COURT OF APPEALS

HOTICE OF MOTIOH, SUPPORTING AFFIDAVIT, and
EXHIBITS (7/25/31)

MEMORANDUM OF LAW (7/25/91)

Raspondant NYS Board of Elections (Ciampoli):
{a) Notice of Cross=-Motion, Affirmation (8/2/91)
(b) Compendium of Exhibits

Eespondent Emanuelli (Hall, Dickler):
(a) Notice of Creoss-Motion, Affidavit (8/12/91)
(k) Memorandum of Law

Eespondent Miller (Dranoff):
(a) Affirmation (8/8/91)
(k) Memeorandum of Law

Bespondent Hicolail (Abinanti): ltr of BS1E/91

Respondent Colavita (Parisi):
Notice of Cross-Motion, Affirmation (8/12/91)

Respandent Parisi (Vitagliano):
Notice of Cross-Motion, Affirmation (8/12/91)

APPELLANTS' AFFIRMATION (Vigliano) IN REPLY AND IN
OPPOSITION AND EXHIBITS (8/15/91)

B/22/91 Ltr from Appellate Divis=ion, 3rd Dept.

OMNIBUS AFFIDAVIT (Sassower) IN OPPOSITION TO
RESPONDENTS' CROSS-MOTION FOR SANCTIONS AND
EXHIBITS (8/6/91)

APPELLANTS' AFFIRMATION (Vigliano) IN REFLY AND IN
OFPOSITION TO LATER CROSS-MOTIONS BY RESPONDENTS
OTHER THAN N¥S BOARD OF ELECTIONS (9/6/91)
ATPPELLANTS' REPLY HMEMORAHDUM QF LAW

10/17/91 Decisien of Appellate Division, 3rd Dept.



FOLDER &1
(G-1) %
(G-2) %
(e-3) (a)
(G-3) (b) *
(G-3) (<)
(G-4)*
(G-5)*
(G-5)*
(G-7)

(G-8) *

(G=9)#

(G=10)

(G-11)
(G-12)
(G-13)
(G-14)

(G=15) %

(G-16)

COURT OF APPEALS

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER (6/21/91)

NOTICE OF APPEAL (6/21/91) (Sassower, P.C.)
628591 Ltr of Hashmall

7/5/91 LTR OF VIGLIANO

7/2/91 Ltr of Dranaff

CONSENT TO CHAMNGE ATTORNEY (7/11/91)

NOTICE OF APPEAL (7/11/91) (Vigliano)
JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

7/16/91 1ltr from Court of Appeals

8/1/91 VIGLIANO LTR TO CQURT OF APPEALSE WITH
ENCLOSURES

(a) MEMOERAWNDUM IN SUPFORT OF SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION

(b) APPENDIX TO CONSTITUTIOWAL REFERENHCES IN
THE RECCRD

(o) COHNTENTS QF DOCUMENT TRANSMITTAL

Haw York Iaw Journal, 8/8/91 "Cases Filed with the
court of Appeals!

Raspondent N¥S Board of Elections (Ciampoli):
{a) Moticn te Dismiss and for Sanctions
[8/1/791)
{b) Supporting Affirmation
{c) Compendium of Exhibits
(d) 8/2/3]1 coverltr
(e) 8/6/91 errata sheet

Respondent Miller (Drancoff): Affirmation (8/8/91)

Respondent Nicelai {abinanti): 8/15/91 ltr

Respondent Emanuelli (Hall, Dickler): 8/20/91 ltr

g/27/91 1ltr of HYS Bpoard of Elections

APPELLANTS' AFFIRMATION (Vigliano) IN OPPOSITION
(9/7/91)

10/15/91 Decision of Court of Appeals



{G-17) 10/15/91 Ordar of Court of Appeals

(G-18) 10/22/91 ltr of HYS Board of Elections



