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April 28, 1980

Mr. John Bove

Municipal Assistance Corporation
For The City of Wew York

One World Trade Center

New York, NY 10043

Dear John:

I enclose a copy of a notification with a petition for
writ of certiorari in the ammter of DelMilia v. State of New
York, et al. An appearance form to be filed by either our-
selves or other counsel who will represent the Municipal
Assistance Corporation was attached.

Please advise.

Very truly yours,

1d J. Robinson
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

SAMUEI, DeMILIA, President of the Patrol-
men's Benevolent Association of the City
of New York and all other Police Offi-
cers of the City of New York similarly
sitvated, . .
KppgHage—Petitioner —VS. -
THE STATE OF NEW YORK, LOUTS LEFKOWITZ,
Attorney General, HUGH CAREY, Governor No. 79-1575
of the State of New York, MAYOR EDWARD
KOCH, on behalf of the City of New York|,
CHAIRMAN ARVID ANDERSON, on behalf of
the Qffice of Collective Bargaining.
AP — Respondent

JOHN V. CONNORTON, JR., ESQ.,of
ToHawkins, Delafield & Waad _ , Counsel for Xﬂwﬁeﬁ—-_—l{espondent :

You Arr Herery Notiriep that xsoaypoet. —a petition for a writ of certiorari—in the abhove-
entitled and numbered case was docketed in the Supreme Court of the United States on the

. 8Bth  day of _April, 19_80

Al the request of the Clerk of the Supreme Court, we are sending attached hereto
an appearance form to be filed by you, or other counsel who will represent your party,
with the Clerk at or before the time you file your response to our petition or jurisdiction-
al statement. '

Only those counsel who file an appearance form can expect to receive notification

of the Court’s action(s) in this case.
- Mibaw J!ém/% —

"Counsel for Mypdiag—Detitioner
RICHARD HARTMAN

_ 100 Church Street

Number and Street

New York, New York 10007

7(7{3'_,@&(3 rmd—?:ip CO&T

NOTE: Pleasc indicate whether the case is an appeal or a petition for certiorari by crossing out the
inapplicable terms. A copy of this notice should not be filed in the Supreme Court.

CO-75



APPEARANCE FORM

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. __79-1575
_SiamueiiD_gJVIilia, ete., _ s New York, et. al.

(Petitioner or Appellalﬁr {Respondent o;' Appellee)_gk_i

The Clerk will entey My appearance as Coungel for e ——

(Please list names of all parties represented )

Petitioner (s L] Respondent (s
who IN THIS COURT js (] Petitioner (s) L] Respondent(s) [} Amicus Curige -
[ Appellant (s) L7 Appelloe (s) -

L certify that T am g member of the Bar of the Supreme Court of the United States:

Signature .
(Type or print) Name _
Firm .
Address __

City & State __

Phone ¢

NOTE: When more than one attorney represcnts a single party or group of parties, counsel
should designate a particular individual to whom notification is to he sent, with the
understanding that if other counsel should be informed he wij) perform that funetion,
The person to he hotified in this case is:

(Type or print)  Name

Firm -
Address _

City & State S

ONLY COUNSEL WHO FILE THIS FORM CAN EXPECT TO BE NOTIFIED

C0-73
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20543

June 16, 1980 I N\

Allen G. Schwartzr Esq.
Corporation Counsel

1000 Church Street
New Yorks NY 10007

RE:z Samuel DeMilias, etc.
v. New Yorks et al.
NOo. 79-1575

Dear Mr. Schwartz:

The Court today entered the following order -in
the above~entitled case:

The petition for a writ of certiorari is denig

Very truly yourts

Micha:l Rodaks ., clerk




IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 79-1575

SAMUEL DE MILIA, President of the Pakrol-
men's Benevolent Association of the (ity
of New York and all other Police QOfficers
of the City of New York similarly situated,

Petitioner,
-against-

THE STATE OF NEW YORK, LOUIS LEFKOWITZ,
Attorney General, HUGH CAREY, Governor
of the State of New York, MAYCR EDWARD
KOCH, on behalf of the City of New York,
CHAIRMAN ARVID ANDERSON, on behalf of
the Office of Collective Bargaining,

Respondents.

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTICRARI
TG THE COURT CF APPEALS
OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

RESPONDENT KOCH'S BRIEF IN OPPOSITION

ALLEN G. SCHWARTZ
Corporation Counsel of
The City of New York
Attorney for Respondent Koch
130 Church Street
New York, New York 10007
{212) 566-4338/2413
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