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In the ﬁhtter of the Application of

MARTIN AARON, FANNY Y. BECK and JOHN J.
MITCHELL, pyirsuant to CPLR 7803(1), on
behalf of themselves and all other note-
holders of the City of New York whose
applications for judgment have been or
shall be approved or whose judgments have
been entered with due notice to the City
Comptroller, pursuant to-the terms of
Section B-liof the New York State Court
of Appeals Remittitur in Flushing
National Bank, etc. v. MAC, et al., Index
No. 20 875, entered in the office of
the Clerk of New York County on Febru-

~ ary 10, 1977,
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¢ Index No.
Petitioners,
. ‘ , :  Trial & Special
For a judgment pursuant to Article Term, Part 28

78 of the C.P.L.R. :

~agalnst-

ABRAHAM D. BEAME, HARRISON J. GOLDIN,
PAUL O'DWYER, PERCY E. SUTTON, ROBERT
ABRAMS, HOWARD GOLDEN, DONALD R, MANES
and ROBERT {T., CONNOR, comnstituting the
Board of Estimate of the City of New York;
ABRAHAM D, BEAME, Mayor; HARRISON J.
GOLDIN, Comptroller; THE CITY OF NEW
YORK; NEW YORK STATE EMERGENCY FINANCIAL
CONTROL BOARD; MUNICIPAL ASSISTANCE COR- :
PORATION FQR THE CITY OF NEW YORK, to
compel the iperformance of a non-
discretiongry duty enjoined by law upon
ghekBoard af Estimate of the City of New :
ork, Lo
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Respondents.
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MEMORANDUM OF -LAW IN SUPPORT OF
- PETITION

A. LAWRENCE WASHBURN, JR.
Attorney for Petitioners
117 Pennsylvania Avenue
Brooklyn, New York 11207
Tel.: (212) 498-6300
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GENERAL MUNICIPAL LAW AND TO AVQID THE INCLUSION OF
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POINT III -~ TO THE EXTENT THAT THE MANDATORY WAITING
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OF TITLE 6-A OF THE LOCAL PINANCE LAW AND SECTION
394a-1.0 OF CHAPTER 16, TITLE A OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE
CODE OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK OPERATE TO OUST THE
GENERAL JURISDICTION QF THIS COURT OR TOQ RENDER PETI-
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CHARTER, AS AMENDED JANUARY 26, 1977, PROVIDES THAT IF
A BUDGET IS NOT ADOPTED, THE CURRENT BUDGET AND TAX
RATE SHALL BE DEEMED TO HAVE BEEN EXTENDED FOR THE NEW
FISCAL YEAR UNTIL SUCH TIME AS A NEW BUDGET IS ADOPTED
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