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The N in th  Jud ic ia l  D is t r i c t  compr ises  the  count ies  o f
westchester, Dutchess, putnam, Rockrand and orange. Alrnost a
ni l l ion registered voters.

THIS IS THB STORY

oF the three-year barter contract, put in writing, by the
Republican and Democratic party leadeis and their tiana-iicrea
judicial candidates to guarantee tneir no-contest election in the
Ninth Judic ia l  Distr ict .

oF the written pledge by the judicial candidates that, following
election, they wirr diwy up judicial appointnents on the
reconmendations of party readers, based on pilronage, not merit.

oF fraudulentry-run judicial norninating conventions

oF perjurious nomination certif icates and convention minutes
sworn to by prominent lawyers, f i led with the Board of Elections

oF a Board of Elections that refused to investigate evidence of
criminar misconduct by the party officiars involv-ed

oF a Lower cgurt Judge who rewrote the facts to cover up the
il legal polit ical deal and convention fraud
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S T A T E I , I R N T

oF an Apperrate court which has statred the process
despite its own rules requiring a preference uL given
cases--and set up roadblocks to prevent the matter
prior to the November 6, l_990 election;

of review--
to elect ion
being heard

oF the unrestrained perversion of constitutional voting rights
and erection _law safeguards by pubric officiars, governrnent
agencies and the courts themselves-land the challenge 6eing made
on behalf of the pubric in the case of castracan v. 6olavit i .

At issue are _not only the nominations for two Supreme courtjudgeships and the judgeship of westchester county surrogate
Court--but whether constj-tut ional voting r ights and nlection Law
safeguards wil l  be enforced by our courts.

An order to show cause, returnabre Monday, october 29,
L990,  in  Albany,  a t  the Appel la te o i -v is ion,  Thi rd
Department, wil l  decide whether this case should be
given the preferred attention that the raw and the
courtrs own rures require so that these issues can be
addressed on the merits before the November 6th
elect ion.


