


marriage-recognition rule does not apply to same-sex unions, this Court must
default to the general principles of comity jurisprudence outlined by the Court of
Appeals. See Langan, 2007 WL 4530994, at *2 (applying general comity
principles to determine whether New York should recognize a same-sex union
performed in another jurisdiction). And, as demonstrated in Plaintiffs’ initial brief,
New York comity jurisprudence establishes that Spano has acted unlawfully in
mandating the recognition of same-sex “marriages” performed in other
jurisdictions. See id. (declaring that under the general principles of comity
jurisprudence, “New York is not required to extend to [couples who have entered
into Vermont civil unions] all of the benefits extended to marital spouses”)."®
CONCLUSION
Plaintiffs have demonstrated that Spano violated Section 51 of the General

Municipal Law, and they request the relief identified in their initial brief.

'8 Both Cooney v. Osgood Machinery, 81 N.Y.2d 66, 78-80 (1993) (discussing the
choice-of-law public policy exception), and Welsbach Electric Corp. v. MasTec North America,
7 N.Y.3d 624, 628-29 (2006) (analyzing a contractual choice-of-law clause) — cases cited by
Defendants-Intervenors — involve choice-of-law principles not at issue here and, thus, these
cases are irrelevant.
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