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affirmed, without costs.

After an in camera inspection, we are
not persuaded that Speeding motorists
could use the information contained in
these Mmanuals, Primarily tgch_nic;ﬂ spec:
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evade detection by police officers using
radar equipment (see Matter of Fink v,

likely that a Speeder, upon realizing the
Possibility of tracking radar, would sim-
ply apply his or her brakes, as respon-
dents say they presently routinely do, In
addition, respondents yse Numerous
brands of these devices at any given
time, each with jts own frequencies and
other distinctive Specifications, such
that a speeder intent on evasion would
have to know which brand is going to be

als, Certainly, there isno expectation of
Secrecy concerning these manuals,
which come with devices that are freely
traded in public commerce. However,
we modily to dismiss ag against respon-
dent State, which is not a “body or offi-
cer” against whom an article 78
proceeding may pe brought (CPLR _
7802[a}; Ferrick v, State of New York, 198
AD2d 822, 823).

This constitutes the decision and
order of the Supreme Court, Appellate
Division, First Department,



