








o’ 3 :
August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

P ’roperty Address : Slgnature

20 Wastlakl Dy
V ‘SSM/,DZ&&M

: M Seuth ?ernuoHPL < MW
/4//“)0‘“ \/M% %hm?f p. Mo~ D07
Mﬁz 50//4/—&404/%&« oy o b 1/

‘L/s/# Grene. 135 Dbt (va-' ,, ,
Gewe C_E)\Q\Mw\ | 59 S Qr&&JL |
Tia Octurt  §7(Cpane P toza (5
.’)n’ﬂl’lf Zun R M 12%1 [9 CRS WL 3o %- :
Ve R \\"avv\ Gy 3y madv;o»\ NI ﬁb‘ (,(_)

MMM/% roed] AD>
M 4

‘QJ@QN* Notad \x Nansas De

Rexeos. Uson (53 O\é MJrUl

CHU(JL MMLW!W /b &zmﬂ./xvowf 7:1!,

Creo~ear 790 0,8 /;bedrﬁ |

e Ty e

W /Ibf/gﬂ/’ /JSW%f. pie P

Page 2




August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
freeholders held August 16th, 2007:

To Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F. Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Montauk Trustee
Corporation has humbly submitted appeals and petitions to the honorable governor and this

most honorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Montauk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a petition upon the court that attached our December 2000

resolution entitled The Articulated Rights and Constitution of the Township of Montauk.

That document set forth the basis and nature of our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpahl wherein our corporation was caused to intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
are pleased that the matter is now ripe for determination by you; our motion to this court will

be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

appeal will be allowed and that we shall have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Montauk taxpayers to be present.

Name " Property Address
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
Jreeholders held August 16th, 2007:

To Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F. Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Mentauk Trustee
Corporation has humbly submitted ajpeals and petitions to the honorable governor and this

most honorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Montauk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a petition upan the court that attached our December 2000

resolution entitled The Articulated Rights and Constitution of the Township of Montauk.

That document set forth the basis and nature of.our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of‘the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpahl wherein our corporation was caused to intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
are pleased that the matter is now ripe for determination by you; our motion to this court will

be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

The town board entity of the Town of Easthampton is unable show how it can claim to
make our laws, collect our taxes or control our {and use and police. We do pray that our
appeal will be allowed and that we shall have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Montauk taxpayers to be present.

Name ~ Property Address Signature
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
freeholders held August 16th, 2007:

To Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F. Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

~ Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Montauk Trustee

Corporation has humbly submitted appeals and petitions to the honorable governor and this

most honorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Montauk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a petition upon the court that attached our December 2000
resolution entitled The Articulated Rights and Constitution of the Township of Montauk.

That document set forth the basis and nature of our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpahl wherein our corporation was caused to intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
are pleased that the matter is now ripe for deterg}nination by you; our motion to this court will

be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

The town board entity of the Town of Easthampton is unable show how it can claim to
make our laws, collect our taxes or control our land use and police. We do pray that our
appeal will be allowed and that we shall have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Montauk taxpayers to be present.

Name | Property Address * Signature
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
freeholders held August 16th, 2007:

To Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F. Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Montauk Trustee
Corporation has humbly submitted appeals and petitions to the honorable governor and this

most honorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Montauk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a pctition upon the court that attached our December 2000

resolution entitled The Articulated Rights and Constitution of the Township of Montauk.

That document set forth the basis and nature of our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpahl wherein our corporation was caused to intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
are pleased that the matter is now ripe for determination by you; our motion to this court will

be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

The town board entity of the Town of Easthampton is unable show how it can claim to
make our laws, collect our taxes or control our land use and police. We do pray that our
appeal will be allowed and that we shall have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Montauk taxpayers to be present.
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Freeholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
freeholders held August 16th, 2007: |

To Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F. Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Montauk Trustee
Corporation has humbly submitted appeals and petitions to the honorable governor and this

most honorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Montauk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a petition upon the court that attached our December 2000

resolution entitled The Articulated Rights and Constitution of the Township of Montauk.

That document set forth the basis and nature of our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpahl wherein our corporation was caused to intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
are pleased that the matter is now ripe for determination by you; our motion to this court will

be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

The town board entity of the Town of Easthampton is unable show how it can claim to
make our laws, collect our taxes or control our land use and police. We do pray that our
appeal will be allowed and that we shzll have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Montauk taxpayers to be present.
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August 17th, 2007 Montauk Frecholders' Petition

At and subsequent to a noticed meeting of Montauk
freeholders held August 16th, 2007:

1o Honorable Governor Elliot Spitzer and the most
Honorable Chief Judge Judith S. Kaye, and Judges Carmen
Beauchamp Ciparick, Victoria A. Graffeo, Robert S. Smith,
Theodore T. Jones, Susan P. Read, and Eugene F, Pigott,
Jr. of the New York Supreme Court, Court of Appeals.

Over the past several years the Montauk Friends of Olmsted Parks / Montauk Trustec
Corporation has humbly submitted appeals and petitions to the hororable governor and this

most honrorable court grieving of illegal, unlawful and injurious government over Mom{auk.

In June of 2002 we did serve a petition epon the court that attached our December 2000

resolution catitled The Articulated Rishts and Constitution of the Towaship of Montaule.

That document set forth the basis apd nature of our claims and a lawful frame of government

under the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of the State of New York

A decision of significance was entered by this court in the fishing rights matter in re:
Stuart Bennett Vorpah! wherein our corporation was caused fo intervene as the Incorporated
Township of Montauk. The resulting clear and unambiguous decision of this court dated May
sixth, 2004, was much to our satisfaction (2 N.Y.3rd 781) and the corporation did then resolve
to properly bring Montauk freeholders’ cause from the trial court back up to this court. We
arc pleased that the matter is now ripe for determination by you; our motion te this court will
be filed in accordance with rule 500.22.

The town board entity of the Town of Easthampton is unable show how it can claim to
make our laws, collect our taxes or control our land use and police. We do pray that our
appeal will be allowed and that we shall have a hearing before you in open court with the

opportunity for all Monfauk taxpaycrs to be present.
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