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Pursuant to a Meror.m1um of u~ sul:rnitted to the Appellate 
Divisiorl in the VarshavskY case, this is to r:emi.rd yoo o~ the necessity to 
maJ<e sure that the appellant has receIved a copy of the documents presented 
by the agency before proceecl.in;J with a telephone hearinq. '!he appellant 
should also l;e asked if he or she requestOO al1f ot.her documents fran the 
agency, am wbe:t:l'ler they were l:'eCeived. nus l.S especially ilIpartant in 
light of cur representations to the Court in a.rgu.irxJ that the statutory stay 
of the preliminary injunction in vaJ:SbaysJs;y ~d not be vacated. 

If an appellant. has not received any of the dOCUII'ents presented by the 
agency at a hP..arirq, or other relevant ~ts requested fran the casa 
record prior to the. hear.i.n3', the rratter should be adjourned, generally or to 
a date certain as appropriate. 


