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Counsel for any party interested in pursuing an appeal to the Court of Appeals
should contact the Court of Appeals immediately upon receipt of this Court’s
decision.
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IN THE MATTER OF | RENE RI LEY, C Tl ZEN OBJECTOR,
PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT,

\% MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

ANTHONY M NEDDO, CANDI DATE FOR WATERTOVWN

Cl TY COURT JUDGE UPON | NDEPENDENT NOM NATI NG
PETI TI ON FOR THE LAW AND ORDER PARTY FI LED
AUGUST 16, 2017, AND JUDE R SEYMOUR AND
BABETTE M HALL, COWM SSI ONERS OF AND

CONSTI TUTI NG THE JEFFERSON COUNTY BOARD OF
ELECTI ONS, RESPONDENTS- RESPONDENTS.

DOUGLAS WALTER DRAZEN, BI NGHAMION, FOR PETI TI ONER- APPELLANT.

YOUNG LAW OFFI CE, PLLC, LOWILLE (M CHAEL F. YOUNG OF COUNSEL), FOR
RESPONDENT- RESPONDENT ANTHONY M NEDDO, CANDI DATE FOR WATERTOVW

Cl TY COURT JUDGE UPON | NDEPENDENT NOM NATI NG PETI TI ON FOR THE LAW AND
ORDER PARTY FI LED AUGUST 16, 2017.

DAVI D J. PAULSEN, COUNTY ATTORNEY, WATERTOWN, FOR

RESPONDENTS- RESPONDENTS JUDE R, SEYMOUR AND BABETTE M HALL,
COWM SSI ONERS OF AND CONSTI TUTI NG THE JEFFERSON COUNTY BOARD OF
ELECTI ONS.

Appeal from an order of the Suprenme Court, Jefferson County
(James P. M usky, J.), entered October 2, 2017 in a proceedi ng
pursuant to the Election Law. The order dism ssed the petition and
directed the Jefferson County Board of Elections to place respondent
Ant hony M Neddo on the Novenber ball ot under the Law and Order Party
designation for the office of Watertown City Court Judge.

It is hereby ORDERED that the order so appealed fromis
unani nously affirmed w thout costs.

Menorandum  Petitioner conmenced this proceedi ng pursuant to

El ection Law article 16 seeking to invalidate the independent

nom nating petition for Anthony M Neddo (respondent) for the office

of Watertown City Court Judge. On August 16, 2017, respondent filed

hi s i ndependent nom nating petition as a candidate for that office on
behal f of the Law and Order Party with the Jefferson County Board of

El ections. Insofar as relevant to this appeal, petitioner sought to

i nval i date respondent’ s i ndependent nom nating petition on the ground
that respondent hinself had inproperly witnessed the vast mgjority of
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si gnatures thereon because he had previously signed his own Republican
designating petition nam ng himas a candidate for that sane office.
Suprene Court denied petitioner’s requested relief and determ ned that
respondent could properly sign as a witness his “Law and Order Party
petition[] after he signed his own Republican Party petition.” W
affirm

El ection Law 8§ 6-140 (1) (b) provides that “[t] here shall be
appended at the bottom of each sheet [of the independent nom nating
petition] a signed statenment of a witness who is a duly qualified
voter of the state” (enphasis added). Contrary to petitioner’s
contention, the statute does not contain any prohibition against
respondent signing as a witness his own independent nom nati ng
petition after he had previously signed his own Republican designating
petition. W see no reason to “ ‘resort to extrinsic material’ ” to
interpret the statute inasmuch as the wording of the statute itself is
cl ear and unanbi guous (Matter of Harris v Seneca Pronotions, Inc., 149
AD3d 1508, 1510 [4th Dept 2017]; see Matter of Rochester Conmunity
Sav. Bank v Board of Assessors of City of Rochester, 248 AD2d 949, 950
[4th Dept 1998], Iv denied 92 Ny2d 811 [1998]; see al so McKinney’'s
Cons Laws of NY, Book 1, Statutes § 76).

Petitioner’s reliance on Matter of Rue v H Il (287 AD2d 781 [ 3d
Dept 2001], Iv denied 97 NY2d 602 [2001]) is misplaced. Rue was
deci ded before Election Law 8 6-140 (1) (b) was amended in 2009 and,
given the nature of the anendnent, we conclude that the hol ding of Rue
is not applicable to the case before us.

We have considered petitioner’s remai ning contenti ons and
conclude that they are without nerit.

Ent ered: Cctober 20, 2017 Mark W Bennett
Cerk of the Court
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