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Meet the Historical Society
Of New York Courts’
New Executive Director

The Historical Society of the
New York Courts’ new execu-
tive director is Allison M. Morey,
promoted for deputy director as
of the Board of Trustees’ unani-
mous vote on Sept. 24,

Morey had served eight
years as the society’s program
director, and the past year as
its deputy director, and she
succeeds Marilyn Marcus in
her new role, the organization
said in a statement.

Morey is tasked with leading
and managing the legal history
organization’s programs, staff,
finances, membership, fund-
raising, and board liaisons and
committees

“I am deeply honored that
the Board of Trustees selected
me to be Executive Director of
this great organization,” Morey
said. “The Society’s mission is
more critical
than ever as
our under-
standing of
legal history,

the consti-

tution, and

what they _
mean contin-  Allison M.
uestorapidly Morey

evolve. | will use my wealth of
experience both with my past
eight years at the Society and
more broadly in the non-profit
field to further engage with our
members, the legal profession,
educators, and the general pub-
lic about these important topics
and bring our programming into
anew era.”

Retired Chief Judge Jonathan
Lippman, the society’s presi-
dent, called her promotion “one
of the easiest decisions we've
ever made as an organization.”

“Allison is a great choice to
lead the Society into the future
as a young and vibrant profes-
sional, having worked closely
with all of our board members
and stake holders for over eight
years in her previous roles.
We eagerly embrace this new
chapter of the Society,” added
Lippman, who is of counsel at
Latham & Watkins.

Robert J. Giuffra Jr., chair of
the Board of Trustees, saluted

The Legal Profession:
Obligations of
Constitutional
Proportion »6

Morey’s work and dedication to
the society.

“We’re confident Allison’s
multifaceted skills will help us
further our mission and goals,
especially when the rule of law
and democracy in general are
of such importance in today’s
world,” said Giuffra, who is co-
chair at Sullivan & Cromwell
LLP.

—Brian Lee

Amid Sexual Assault Suit,
New Netflix Series Focuses
On WWE’s Vince McMahon

Amid the pending sexual assault
and trafficking lawsuit against
Vince McMahon and World
Wrestling Entertainment, a
new Netflix documentary series
shines a light on McMahon and
his empire.

The federal lawsuit filed in
January in Connecticut federal
court by Janel Grant, a former
WWE employee who alleges
McMahon groomed, raped and
trafficked her, has been stayed
due to a pending federal inves-
tigation.

John Laurinaitis, former head
of talent relations and general
manager at WWE, was also
accused of sexually assaulting
Grant.

According to an article by
Time, the docuseries starkly
changed directions after alle-
gations of sexual misconduct
surfaced against McMahon in
2022.

The series was released
on Wednesday. However, on
Monday, McMahon took to
X, formerly known as Twitter,
and claimed the series con-
flated his public persona and
character at the WWE with his
“true self.”

“The producers had an
opportunity to tell an objec-
tive story about my life and
the incredible business [ built,
which were equally filled with
excitement, drama, fun, and a
fair amount of controversy and
life lessons,” McMahon said in
his statement posted on X.
“Unfortunately, based on an
early partial cut I've seen, this
doc falls short and takes the
predictable path.”

The series does mention the
Grant lawsuit, but one of her
attorneys, Ann Callis of Holland
Law Firm, said the docuseries
“only scratches the surface of
his criminal behavior and it fails
to tell the full story of his abuse,
sexual assault, and human traf-
ficking of Ms. Grant.” » Page 4

DECISIONS OF INTEREST

First Department

EMPLOYMENT LAW: Arbitration
stayed, relief sought would have been
violation of public policy. Supreme
Court, New York.

CONTRACTS: Summary judgment
granted, defendant did not waive exe-
cuted leasing commission. Supreme
Court, New York

REAL ESTATE: Documents, affidavits
enough to establish plaintiff’s right to
summary judgment. Matrix Fin. Servs.
Corp.v.Chang Tae Seo, Supreme Court,
New York.

LITIGATION: Claim dismissed, claim-
ant failed to show she was owner of
dog nor it was sick. Foster v. Lap of
Luxury Pet Grooming, Civil Court, Bronx.

Second Department

REAL ESTATE: Plaintiff sufficiently
pleaded causes of action against
defendant concerning property.
Levine v. Stellar 341 LLC, Supreme
Court, Kings.

INSURANCE: Questions of fact wheth-
er bus caused party’s injury, summary
judgment denied. Krasner Chiropractic

P.C. v. New York City Transit Authority,
Civil Court, Queens.

U.S. Courts

CRIMINAL LAW: Search of SD memory
card fell within warrant to search cell
phone. U.S. v. Tompkins, 2d Cir.

INSURANCE LITIGATION: Dismissal of
homeowners’ claims againstinsurer,
stemming from burst pipe explained.
Hartnettv. Liberty Ins. Corp., SDNY.

ENVIRONMENTAL LAW: Wind farm
opponent lacks standing to pursue
claims against ‘federal defendants’
Kinsella v. Bur. of Ocean Energy Mgmt.,
EDNY.

EMPLOYMENT LITIGATION: Claims
fail; remedies not exhausted; FMLA
retaliation sufficiently alleged in FAC.
Carillo v. Wildlife Conservation Society,
EDNY.

PERSONAL INJURY: Negligence,
wrongful death claims barred by
intramilitary immunity, ‘Feres’ doc-
trine. Ross v. U.S., NDNY.

DECISION SUMMARIES, Page 17
FULL-TEXT DECISIONS, nyli.com
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“Our U.S. [profits per equity partner] would land us around No. 39. Our goal is
to be playing in the top 25," said Colin Murray, the firm’s North American CEO.

Baker McKenzie Sets Profitability
Goals, Focusing on New York

BY MIMI LAMARRE

BAKER McKenzie has always been
known as an international firm,
but it’s now undergoing a North
American-focused growth strate-
gy, particularly in New York, with
a goal to recruit top lateral part-
ners and increase U.S. profits per
equity partner to be among the top
in Big Law.

This year, the firm’s average
profits per equity partner (PEP)
have grown to around $3 million
in the U.S., according to firm lead-
ership. (The firmwide average
PEP was around $1.98 million in
its last fiscal year, according to

Colin Murray, the firm’s North
American CEO, said the firm has
plans to grow its PEP and profits
per lawyer (PPL) to the same range
as the top Am Law 25 firms, around
$3.5 million to $8 million, and
$700,000 to $3 million, respectively.

“If you're going to go after the
best talent, you have to pay market-
level compensation. Our U.S. [PEP]
would land us around No. 39. Our
goal is to be playing in the top 25,”
Murray said.

Alan Zoccolillo, chair of the
North American transactional prac-
tices at Baker McKenzie, said that
the firm “would like to continue
to grow, especially in New York,”
and that it plans on doing so by
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Lawsuit Says Injured
Court Officer’s
Reassignment

Was Retaliatory

BY BRIAN LEE

ANEW YORK court officer alleges
his bosses failed to accommodate
his disabling line-of-duty injury, and
that they even went so far as to relo-
cate him to a distant courthouse,
as a means of retaliation, accord-
ing to a lawsuit filed on Friday.

James Tuttle of the Tuttle Law
Firm in Clifton Park, Saratoga Coun-
ty, filed the disability, discrimina-
tion and retaliation claim in state
Supreme Court of Warren County
on behalf of New York State Court
Officer Derrick Levac.

It alleges the defendant Unified
Court System reassigned Levac
from Warren County, which has
two courthouses that are within
10 minutes from Levac's home, to a
court jurisdiction 60 minutes away,
in Schenectady County.

The UCS hadn't filed an appear-
ance as of Monday. It doesn't com-
ment on pending litigation.

Levac had already won a deter-
mination from the U.S. Equal
Employment Opportunity Com-
mission in March 2023, which had
found the court system's reassign-
ment violated the Americans with

Levac's lawsuit states that in
October 2016, he was on duty in
the Warren County Courthouse,
where he was "obligated to pur-
sue a suspect attempting to flee
the courtroom."

Levac injured his right ham-
string and sciatic nerve, preventing
him from working for more than a
year, the lawsuit states.

Upon his return to work in April
2018, he said his doctor advised
him the condition would worsen
from standing, walking and driving.

Meanwhile, court officials reas-
signed him to Schenectady County,
an 88-mile roundtrip commute from
his home, according to the com-
plaint.

At the time of the reassignment,
Levac said he advised the UCS
he had a qualified disability and
requested a reasonable accom-
modation under the ADA and New
York's Human Rights Law, asking
to be assigned to a court in War-
ren County.

The request was denied, and in
June 2019, Levac claims he suffered
a recurrence of his injury while
walking up stairs in the Schenect-
ady County Courthouse.

Levac claims his leg and nerve
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BY CHRIS O’'MALLEY

THE BIDEN administration turned
the Federal Trade Commission into
the Tasmanian Devil of federal
agencies, one quick to ravage cor-
porate mergers and bare its fangs
to intimidate corporate leaders
into abandoning anticompetitive
behaviors.

But ahead of the presidential
election in November, a prominent
antitrust attorney says, perhaps
counterintuitively, that a Donald
Trump administration wouldn't
necessarily yank out all of the FTC's
teeth—and that a Kamala Harris
administration might even put a
leash on it.

Trump's prior presidential
administration was more aggres-
sive on antitrust enforcement than
most Republican administrations
have been, said Robin Adelstein,
global head of antitrust and com-
petition at Norton Rose Fulbright.
She spoke during a Norton Rose
Fulbright roundtable last week on
the possible regulatory implica-
tions of the presidential election.

"Trump's previous FTC and
Department of Justice applied
aggressive theories to mergers
focused on vertical challenges
and nascent competitors," Adel-
stein said. "His administration also
sued Google in a suit that the DOJ
recently won. And Trump's FTC
sued Facebook. » Page 4
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“That’s Disappointing’: Only
11% of MDL Appointments Went
To Attorneys of Color in 2023

BY AMANDA BRONSTAD

IN THE multidistrict litigation over
Juul electronic cigarettes, U.S. Dis-
trict Judge William Orrick asked the
lawyers to provide a demographic
breakdown of exactly which law-
yers were doing what in the cases.

Nine months ago, he got the
report: Of the 62 plaintiffs' firms
involved in the case, there were no
Black or Hispanic lawyers working
on the litigation. He told lawyers
at a hearing, "You have to do bet-

ter. The courts have to do better."

“I wanted to see who was tak-
ing the deposition, who was doing
the hard work in the case,” Orrick
told Law.com. “Although women
were doing a lot of the heavy lifting
and in the trial, the lead lawyers
were two extraordinarily talented
women, there were no Blacks and
very few Latinos that had done
any work.”

The Juul multidistrict litigation
was created in 2019, when only 7%
of leadership appointments went
to nonwhite attorneys, » Page 6

2021 Budget Cut

BY BRIAN LEE

NEW YORK Gov. Kathy Hochul
signed a bill on Friday allow-
ing Appellate Division, Second
Department Justice Joseph Mal-

Justice
Joseph
Maltese

tese to recoup 10 months' salary
he would have earned in 2021 while
sidelined from a short-lived, cost-
cutting measure.

Maltese, an elected state
Supreme Court jurist designated
to the Brooklyn appellate court in
2014, had been one of 46 judges
whom court officials declined to
certify or re-certify as part of the
effort to curtail spending.

However, by April 2021, then
Chief Judge Janet DiFiore had said
that those judges could apply for
certification and re-certification,
since the state budget and federal
aid restored $300 million that had
been cut.

However, legislative efforts to
award judicial compensation to
affected justices had left out Mal-
tese, according to the bill, which
said Maltese wasn't compensated
from Jan. 1, 2021, to » Page 4
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‘Fire All the Bullets Now’: EEOC Enforcements Surge

BY CHARLES TOUTANT

THE EQUAL Employment Oppor-
tunity Commission launched an
especially large crop of enforce-
ment actions Wednesday.

The agency filed at least nine
cases nationwide, which is far more
than its average of less than one
case filed per day.

Most of the cases focused on
gender discrimination, but two
of the suits alleged pregnancy
discrimination and two others
alleged mistreatment of transgen-
der employees.

The jump in volume of cases
filed could be related to the upcom-
ing election, said Douglas Diaz, a
labor and employment lawyer at
Archer & Greiner in Voorhees, New
Jersey.

“There is a presidential election.
Perhaps there’s some concern of
‘fire all the bullets now, in case
someone else gets elected’ that
they may not want to get elected,
and that person changes things,”
Diaz sald. “If Trump was to win,
and I don’t think this will happen,
but they would have to say to the
court, ‘we’re going to withdraw if
Trump was away,” and I don’t think
this will happen, but they would
have to then say to the court,
‘we’re now going to withdraw the

claim.’ I guess that could happen.
[ would doubt it,” Diaz said.

The surge in cases could also be
related to the arrival, in October
2023, of EEOC General Counsel
Karla Gilbride, Diaz said.

President Joe Biden selected
Gilbride after firing the agency’s
previous general counsel, Trump
appointee Sharon Gustafson.

‘Push Towards
Affirming LGBTQ Rights’

The prevalence of cases brought
by the EEOC claiming violations of
transgender rights is also notable,
said Diaz, since such cases were
rare a few years ago.

The new emergence of trans-
gender discrimination suits stems
from the 2020 U.S. Supreme Court
decision in Bostock v. Clayton
County, which said Title VII of the
Civil Rights Act protects employees
based on sexual orientation and
gender identity, Diaz sald. The
arrival of Gilbride is also a likely
factor in an uptick in discrimination
suits based on sexual orientation
and gender identity, he said.

“I think the EEOC has had, at
least in the past year, if not a cou-
ple years, more of a push towards
affirming LGBTQ rights,” Diaz said.

Diaz has noticed a similar uptick
in LGBTQ employment discrimina-

Douglas Diaz of Archer & Greiner and Adam Chotiner of Shapiro, Blasi

tion suits by private attorneys, he
said.

“We're seeing more of that in
the workforce, especially with
[claims that co-workers fail to
address transgender people with
their preferred] pronouns. It used
to be bathrooms—there was a big
issue for a while about gender-
neutral bathrooms, but now we're
seeing more and more cases with
pronouns,” Diaz sald. “There have
been some splits in the courts on
the issue, but the EEOC has affir-
matively come out and said that

if you refuse to use the pronoun
the person wants to use, that’s
discriminatory.”

Adam Chotiner, a labor and
employment lawyer at Shapiro,
Blasi, Wasserman & Hermann in
Boca Raton, Florida, said the one-
day uptick in filings might be a coin-
cidence, or it might be related to
the presidential election.

“It could be that they wanted to
sort of get the ball rolling on these
cases before the presidential elec-
tion—you know, an indication that
things might change,” Chotiner said.

COURTESY PHOTOS

As for the filing of pregnancy-
related suits, the EEOC has been
eager to pursue claims under the
Pregnant Workers Fairness Act,
which was signed into law in 2022
and prohibits discrimination and
ensures workplace accommoda-
tions for workers with known
limitations related to pregnancy,
childbirth, or a related medical
condition, said Chotiner.

“They want to get the word
out there—they want employers
to know what’s out there. They
want individuals to know they
have rights that they didn’t pre-
viously have under that law. So
the fact that there’s pregnancy-
related claims is not surprising
at all,” Chotiner said.

“I think the bigger takeaway is
not so much the timing, but I think
the subject matter is the takeaway;,
because those are definitely areas
the EEOC has made it a point to
focus on, particularly, the pregnan-
cy discrimination claims under the
new law has been undoubtedly a
point of significant focus,” Chotiner
said.

Gender Discrimination

In the Western District of Texas,
the agency brought gender-dis-
crimination claims against Benson
Enterprises, a holding company
that owns car dealerships. The
suit alleges that Rebecca Owen
and Tammie Faulkner-Taylor, who
worked as service advisers, were

subject to disparate treatment
based on their gender.

According to the suit, Owen,
who worked on commission, suf-
fered a loss of income because her
boss directed her clients to male
service managers and allowed
other service managers to say
Owens no longer worked there,
even while she was still employed,
the suit claims.

The suit also alleges Owen and
Faulkner-Taylor, the only women
service advisers, were excluded
from communications about mon-
etary bonus competitions that
circulated among other service
advisers.

In the Middle District of North
Carolina, the EEOC brought claims
of gender discrimination in hiring
against Battleground Restaurants
Inc., the operator of 19 restaurants
in North Carolina, Tennessee and
Virginia under the name Kickback
Jack’s.

The suit alleges about 3% of
servers at the restaurants are
male, and some restaurants did not
employ any male servers. The res-
taurant’s unlawful practices have
resulted in a pattern or practice
of failing to hire male applicants,
a protected class under Title VII,
the suit said.

In the Northern District of Illi-
nois, the agency sued Reggio’s
Pizza over its treatment of a trans-
gender employee at a location at
O’Hare Airport in Chicago.

The suit alleges that ~ » Page 9

Suspect in Courthouse Bombing Was Targeting Judge, Deputies, Say Prosecutors

BY CHERYL MILLER
SANTA MARIA, Calif.

THE SUSPECT accused of lobbing
a bomb inside the Santa Maria
courthouse and injuring five peo-
ple Wednesday was planning to
kill sheriff’s deputies and a judge
before his scheduled arraignment
on a weapons charge later that
morning, authorities said.

In a criminal complaint and
affidavit filed Thursday in Los
Angeles federal court, prosecu-
tors said Nathaniel James McGuire
told law enforcement officers he
wanted his homemade bomb to
kill deputies staffing the Santa
Barbara County Superior Court’s
security screening station so
he could then retrieve guns and
Molotov cocktails left inside his
car and return to “kill a judge.”

McGuire “stated his laptop
would contain a list of grievances
and goodbyes to his family and
friends,” the affidavit stated.

McGuire, a 20-year-old Santa
Maria resident, was scheduled to
make his first court appearance in

A photograph submitted with the criminal complaint against Nathaniel Mc-
Guire shows damage that law enforcement described as caused by an impro-
vised explosive device which detonated outside a courtroom in a Santa Maria

courthouse last week.

the explosion case Friday at the
Central District courthouse in down-
town Los Angeles. He faces a federal
charge of maliciously damaging a
building by means of explosive,
which carries a potential prison

sentence of seven to 40 years.
In a statement, U.S. Attorney
Martin Estrada called McGuire’s
alleged actions “chilling.”
“Not only did he injure five peo-
ple and traumatize many more, but

COURT DOCUMENTS

he possessed a cache of weapons
that would have allowed him to
wreak even greater destruction had
he not been stopped,” Estrada said.

Deputy Federal Public Defend-
er Iboh Umodu was listed as
McGuire’s attorney on a court cal-
endar. A message left with a spokes-
person for the federal defender’s
office in Los Angeles was not imme-
diately returned Friday.

The federal charge stems from
events that occurred Wednesday,
when McGuire had been scheduled
for arraignment on a July weapons
charge in Department 9 of the Santa
Maria courthouse. Authorities say
he arrived at the East Cook Street
court complex around 8 a.m.,
“lunged” at the courthouse doors
and tossed a bag containing the
bomb toward the courtroom while
yelling “liberty or death.”

The resulting explosion sent
five people—none of them a
court employee—to the hospital
with nonlife-threatening injuries.
All were treated and released the
same day.

After the blast, court secu-
rity and law enforcement officers

detained McGuire outside the
courthouse near his parked car.

McGuire “yelled that the govern-
ment had taken his guns and that
everyone needed to fight, rise up,
and rebel,” the affidavit stated,
adding that a sheriff’s deputy saw
ammunition, a flare gun and a box
of fireworks inside the Ford Mus-
tang investigators say belonged to
the suspect.

A search of McGuire’s residence
discovered a metal can with nails
affixed, a duffel bag containing
matches, black powder, used and
unused fireworks, and papers
“that appeared to be recipes for
explosive/energetic material,” the
affidavit stated.

In anews conference Wednesday,
Santa Barbara County Undersher-
iff Craig Bonner said the explosion
appeared to be “a local incident
committed by a local individual,
with a local grievance stemming
from his arrest,” with no connec-
tion to organized terrorist activity.

The Santa Maria courthouse
was scheduled to reopen Monday.
Court executive officer Darrel Park-
er vowed this week to review the

incident and security procedures
to “reduce the chance of this ever
happening again in the court.”

The courthouse where the
explosion occurred is among a
list of court facilities identified by
the Judicial Council in 2019 as war-
ranting replacement or renovation
due to various types of deficien-
cies. The Santa Maria building
renovation was deemed a low pri-
ority, however, in comparison to
other buildings in more dire need
of upgrades.

The courthouse was not flagged
for serious security shortcomings.

McGuire had been booked into
a Santa Barbara County jail on
Wednesday on felony counts of
attempted murder, manufacturing
an explosive device and using an
explosive device in an attempted
murder. Cieran McEvoy, a spokes-
person for the U.S. Attorney’s
Office, said the federal case against
McGuire will proceed first, although
local prosecutors could choose to
pursue charges at a later date.

I
@‘ Cheryl Miller can be reached at
cmiller@alm.com.

The Advisory Committee on Judicial
Ethics responds to written inquiries
from New York state’s approximately
3,600 judges and justices, as well as
hundreds of judicial hearing officers,
support magistrates, court attorney-
referees, and judicial candidates
(both judges and non-judges seeking
election to judicial office). The com-
mittee interprets the Rules Govern-
ing Judicial Conduct (22 NYCRR Part
100) and, to the extent applicable,
the Code of Judicial Conduct. The
committee consists of 28 current and
retired judges, and is co-chaired by
the Honorable Debra L. Givens, an
acting justice of the supreme court
in Erie County, and the Honorable
Lillian Wan, an associate justice
of the appellate division, second
department.
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Opinion: 23-232

Digest: Whether materials
sought by the Commission on
Judicial Conduct are shielded by
attorney-client privilege presents
a legal question beyond our juris-
diction.

Rules: CPLR 4503; 22 NYCRR
100.2; 100.2(A); 100.3(C)(1); Opin-
ions 20-72; 19-79; 08-62; 07-192;
04-123.

Opinion: A judge asks if it is
ethically permissible to respond
to an inquiry from the Commis-
sion on Judicial Conduct con-
cerning the judge’s prior legal

work as an attorney on a case
that settled before the judge
assumed the bench. The request-
ed information, as described by
the judge, “could require” the
disclosure of confidential and
privileged information about
the prior attorney relationship
(cf. CPLR 4503).

A judge must always avoid
even the appearance of impro-
priety (see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and
must always act in a manner that
promotes public confidence in the
judiciary’s integrity and impartial-
ity (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]). A
judge must “respect and comply
with the law” (id.) and “should
cooperate with other judges and
court officials in the administra-
tion of court business” (22 NYCRR
100.3[C][1D).

We have declined to address
an inquiry “where the ethical
issues raised within the inquiry
are couched within larger legal
issues which must first be deter-
mined by the inquiring judge”
(Opinion 08-62). In particular,
whether particular information
or materials are protected by
the attorney-client privilege “is
a legal question, not an ethical
one, and thus we cannot address
it” (Opinion 20-72; see also Opin-

Judicial Ethics

—nnenmn—

Opinions From the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics

ions 19-79 [“We do not address
any legal questions, including
whether there is any legal obsta-
cle to disclosing the requested
materials”]; 07-192 [judge should
not disclose information judge
deems falls within attorney-cli-
ent privilege]; 04-123 [issue of
attorney-client confidentiality
“presents a legal question, not
a question of judicial ethics”]).
Consistent with these prece-
dents, we decline to answer the
inquiry.

— e un—
Opinion: 23-234

Digest: A judicial hearing offi-
cer may not voluntarily serve as
a character reference or submit a
letter attesting to the character of
a judge undergoing a pending or
impending disciplinary proceed-
ing.

Rules: 22 NYCRR 100.2;
100.2(A); 100.2(C); 100.6(A); Opin-
ions 16-41; 10-188; 05-34; 90-156;
89-73; 88-63.

Opinion: The inquiring judicial
hearing officer (JHO) asks if it is
ethically permissible to serve as
a character reference for a sitting

judge who is the subject of a pend-
ing or impending disciplinary pro-
ceeding. The JHO knows the judge
professionally.

As quasi-judicial officials,
JHOs must comply with the Rules
Governing Judicial Conduct in
performing their judicial duties
and otherwise use the Rules as
a guide to their other conduct
“so far as practical and appropri-
ate” (22 NYCRR 100.6[A]). Thus,
a JHO must always avoid even
the appearance of impropriety
(see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and must
always act in a manner that pro-
motes public confidence in the
judiciary’s integrity and impar-
tiality (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]).
In addition, a JHO must not lend
the prestige of judicial office to
advance any private interests
nor “testify voluntarily as a
character witness” (22 NYCRR
100.2[CD).

A judge may not provide a
character reference letter or
testimony on behalf of the sub-
ject of a disciplinary or criminal
proceeding on the judge’s own
initiative, or at the request of
the respondent or defendant, or
at the request of their counsel
(see e.g., Opinions 16-41; 10-188;
05-34; 90-156; 89-73; 88-63).

Rather, a judge may only do so
in response to a subpoena or at
the direct request of the disci-
plinary authority or other appro-
priate governmental agency
(seeid.).

Given that the judge may
respond to a direct inquiry from
a disciplinary authority about
a respondent attorney, we have
further advised that a judge “may
authorize the attorney to tell the
disciplinary committee that it
may contact the judge concern-
ing the matter” (Opinion 16-41).
Should the judge be subpoenaed
or contacted directly by the disci-
plinary committee, we cautioned
the judge to refrain from offering
an opinion regarding an appropri-
ate sanction “unless specifically
directed to by the disciplinary
committee or by subpoena”
(id)

Here, too, the inquiring JHO
may not voluntarily appear as
a character reference or offer a
letter in support of the respon-
dent judge. Accordingly, the JHO
must not submit a letter on the
facts described. The JHO may,
of course, appear in response to
a subpoena. The JHO may also
authorize the subject judge to
advise the disciplinary authority it

may contact the inquirer regarding
the matter; should the disciplinary
authority choose to do so, the JHO
may respond to the disciplinary
authority’s request.

—Inmneumn—
Opinion: 23-233

Facts/Issue: A full-time judge
asks if it is ethically permissible
to serve as an adjunct professor
at a law school.

Discussion: We have advised
that a full-time judge may teach
law-related classes for compen-
sation at a college or university,
provided that such teaching does
not conflict with the proper perfor-
mance of judicial duties.

Conclusion: A full-time judge
may serve as an adjunct profes-
sor at a law school.

Authorities: Opinions 19-143;
09-73; 92-05.
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Expert Analysis

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE

Pre-Impact Terror

amages for pre-impact ter-
ror are a species of emo-
tional distress damages
that may be awarded in
personal injury actions in
which victims, prior to sustaining
severe or fatal physical injuries,
are aware of the danger and that
it will likely result in them being
severely or fatally injured. Typi-
cally, pre-impact terror damages
have been sought in cases in which
the victims died from their injuries,
although they are not necessarily
limited to that circumstance.

Owing to the nature of these
damages, which contemplates
some form of “impact” that inflicts
physical injuries on the victim, they
are not typical in medical malprac-
tice actions. That is not to say they
can never apply in such actions,
but they would have to involve
factual scenarios in which the
malpractice caused a physical
injury, the danger of which the
patient was aware prior to being
injured. The Second Department
recently addressed the viability
of an award for pre-impact terror
in a medical malpractice action
in Molina v. Goldberg, ___ A.D.3d
___,215N.Y.S.3d 434 (2nd Dept.
2024), and determined that it was
unavailable on the facts of that
case. That decision is the subject
of this column.

Before addressing Molina, some
discussion of pre-impact terror
damages is warranted. The ele-
ments required to recover such
damages are set forth in New York
Pattern Jury Instructions, 2:320,
as part of the damages charge for
actions involving wrongful death
and conscious pain and suffering.
The portion of the instruction
addressing damages sustained by
the decedent before he or she died
includes the following paragraph
to be given when there is evidence
of pre-impact error:

“Plaintiff is also entitled to
recover the amount you find that
will fairly and justly compensate for
the emotional pain and suffering
actually endured by AB between
the moment AB realized that
(he, she) was going to be gravely
injured or die and the moment AB

THOMAS A. MOORE is senior partner and
MATTHEW GAIER is a partner of Kramer,
Dillof, Livingston & Moore.

By And
Thomas A. Matthew
Moore Gaier

sustained a physical injury. In order
to find that plaintiff is entitled to
recover for these damages, you
must find that (a) AB was aware
of the danger that caused (his, her)
grave injury or death, (b) AB was
aware of the likelihood of grave
injury or death, and (c) AB suffered
emotional distress as a result of
(his, her) awareness of (his, her)
impending grave injury or death.”

Notably, the above paragraph
from PJI 2:320 follows the para-

Owing to the nature of
these damages, which
contemplates some form
of impact’that inflicts
physical injuries on the
victim, they are not typical
in medical malpractice
actions.

graph addressing damages for the
decedent’s conscious pain and suf-
fering “from the moment of injury
to the moment of death.” This
implies that pre-impact terror is
a separate item of damage, which
would appear as a separate item
on the verdict sheet. However, the
charge is followed by several cave-
ats, the third of which indicates
that pre-impact terror is an element
of the decedent’s conscious pain
and suffering, which implies that
it is not a separate item. Neverthe-
less, the same caveat goes on to
state:

“Care must be taken in preparing
the charge to reflect the precise
conscious pain and suffering dam-
ages that the evidence supports,
as three possible scenarios exist:
(1) the evidence supports an award
only for pre-impact terror, (2) the
evidence supports an award only
for pain and suffering from the

moment of physical injury to the
moment of death, or (3) the evi-
dence supports awards for both
species of damages.”

Since precision is required in
the jury charge to identify those
three possible scenarios, it seems
equally important that where there
is evidence supporting the third
scenario, the verdict sheet should
itemize the award for each element.

This would provide assistance in
appellate review of awards under
CPLR 5501(c) to determine wheth-
er they materially deviate from
reasonable compensation. The
Court of Appeals rejected similar
reasoning in holding in McDougald
v. Garber, 73 N.Y.2d 246 (1989), that
injured plaintiffs may recover for
loss of enjoyment of life, but that it
is not a separate category of dam-
ages and is instead a factor to be
considered in awarding pain and
suffering. However, there is an
important distinction in that pain
and suffering and loss of enjoyment
of life are both consequences of the
injuries sustained and apply only to
the period after the injuries arise,
while pre-impact terror applies
only to the moments before the
injuries are inflicted and contem-
plate only fear and terror. There
are thus qualitative differences in
what is being compensated, as
well as different time periods. As a
result, there is no overlap between
pre-impact terror and post-injury
pain and suffering and emotional
distress, while there is significant
overlap between post-impact pain
and suffering, emotional distress
and loss of enjoyment of life. This
distinction justifies treating pre-
impact terror separately from post-
impact pain, suffering and distress.

For a long time, the decisions
addressing awards for pre-impact
terror involved verdicts that
treated them as part of pain and
suffering. See, e.g., Santana v. De
Jesus, 110 A.D.3d 561 (1st Dept.
2013); Lang v. Bouju, 245 A.D.2d
1000 (3rd Dept. 1997); Donoffrio v.
Montalbano, 240 A.D.2d 617 (2nd
Dept. 1997); Pullman v. Pullman,
216 A.D.2d 886 (4th Dept. 1995).
However, more recent decisions
involved separate awards for pre-
impact terror and post-impact
pain and suffering. See, e.g., Wil-
liams v. New York City Transit Auth.,
175 A.D.3d 581 (2nd Dept. 2019);
Simon v. Granite Bldg. 2, » Page 7
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Law Firm Leadership Stands
At Artificial Intelligence
And Litigation Data Crossroads

BY JARON LUTTICH
AND MIKE FERRARA

n the rapidly evolving legal land-

scape, law firm leaders know

that the intersection of litiga-

tion and artificial intelligence is

becoming increasingly crucial.
At the same time, litigation data
remains flawed and insufficient for
use with Al tools, because it often
doesn’t reflect what has actually
happened, what is happening, or
what may need to happen next
within any given case.

Five years ago, there was a
strong argument that litigation
data would never have its Money-
ball moment, or at least not until a
core problem was fixed. That previ-
ous article (authored by Jaron Lut-
tich and colleagues of his), detailed
how the market “continues to layer
new technologies on top of flawed
data, to parse and repurpose it into
marginally more useful constructs.”
These flaws remain today. More-
over, they are creating problems for
Al developers in need of organized,
useful case data, compounding the
pressure on law firms to clean up
what has been neglected for so long.

Predicted Consequences
Now a Catalyst for Change

Within the litigation industry,
the disorganized state of case data
is a persistent one, as the activi-
ties underlying these issues have
not changed. These include litiga-
tion data being “gathered using an
inconsistent set of instruments”
and “measured using a shifting
series of metrics.”

Indeed, if the generative “Al-Poc-
alypse: The Shocking Impact on Law
Firm Profitability” comes to pass,
eroding law firm profits to a shock-
ing degree, then law firms must be
prepared to leverage a future orga-
nizational Al One that can equip

JARON LUTTICH is CEO at Element Stan-
dard and MIKE FERRARA is a managing
director at FTI Technology.

leadership with the insights they
need to design and execute on a
more resilient law firm economic
model, one that is uniquely suited
for their practices and clients.
Reaching that future “Moneyball”
moment will require organized data
across the litigation lifecycle and
across the litigation practice group.
Today’s junk drawers of case
data aren’t especially useful, and
in an ironic twist, Al may now actu-
ally spur action that will drive and
enable systems that actually cap-
ture, structure, and display litiga-
tion case data based upon what'’s
happened, what'’s happening, and
what needs to happen next.
So, how will law firm leadership
actually take this next step?
Drawing inspiration from “Is
Your Company’s Data Ready for
Generative Al?” in Harvard Busi-
ness Review, it’s time to delve into
the specific challenges and oppor-
tunities that lie ahead on this issue.
Such exploration aims at harness-
ing the future of Al's transformative
potential in litigation practices while
simultaneously delivering immedi-
ate productivity gains to case teams,
effectively minimizing the cost
of necessary data preparedness.

The Al Revolution
In Legal Practice

New iterations of Al offer the
potential to redefine core functions
such as legal research, fact discov-
ery, and motions drafting. However,
the foundation of future success in
managing and measuring litigation
hinges not on the volume but on
the quality, usefulness, and gover-
nance of case data.

Despite a clear consensus on the
necessity of data readiness, a sig-
nificant gap persists. Many leaders
acknowledge the need for action,
yet few have achieved substantive
progress.

A Unique Perspective: The
Future of Data Management

Against the conventional wis-
dom advocating for a comprehen-

sive overhaul of historical data, a
nuanced strategy is more effec-
tive: prioritize the management
and organization of future data.
This approach is grounded in the
belief that better future data man-
agement not only solves current
problems but also sets the stage
for future gains. The argument
here is twofold:
Immediate Payoff: By focusing
on future data, legal practices
can address current inefficien-
cies, improving productivity
and streamlining operations
today.
Long-term Readiness: Simul-
taneously, this strategy posi-
tions firms to seamlessly inte-
grate Al technologies as they
mature, without the daunting
task and expense of retroac-
tively organizing past data.

Practical Steps law firms can
take to navigate this shift include:
Embrace Quality Over Quan-
tity: The emphasis should be
on the quality and organiza-
tion of data being collected
henceforth. This shift in
focus promises not just an
immediate enhancement in
operational efficiency but
also a smoother transition to
Al-driven practices without the
expense of recreating the past

from existing, flawed data.
Develop Data Management
Practices: Future data must
be collected and managed
with a clear map in mind,
making it readily usable for
Al applications. This involves
standardizing data formats,
ensuring accurate tagging and
categorization, and adopting
platforms that facilitate easy
data retrieval.

A good rule of thumb when
adopting any standard or plat-
form: if any intervention is required
between when an action is taken
in the normal course of practice
by a member of the case team and
the capturing or quality assurance
of that data, the solu- » Page 7
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people from “all of the high-quality
firms that we would consider our
competitors and from whom we
often sit across the table.”

“10 years ago, we were a small-
er, more middle market player in
M&A,” he said, but adding, "With
our focus on internal growth,
bringing on high-quality people,
and focusing on key clients and
key industries, we've substantially
changed our profile and are now
routinely advising on some of the
world's largest and most compli-
cated transactions.”

The firm guided Johnson &
Johnson last year on the spinoff
of its consumer product business,
Kenvue, which was valued at $50
billion and spanned 65 jurisdic-
tions. Deal lawyers also advised
KKR in late 2023 on a $1.4 billion
acquisition of an interest in FGS
Global, a public relations com-
pany, among others.

While the firm faces tough com-
petition in New York to grow, Zoc-
colillo said compensation "plays
a huge factor" in attracting talent,
and "part of our success has been
growing the profitability of our
practice in the U.S.”

For top lateral talent, the firm
offers two- to three-year guaran-
tees in cash or shares to laterals,
depending on the partner, accord-
ing to Zoccolillo.

“Typically we offer multiyear
cash guarantees in line with mar-
ket compensation for laterals, but
sometimes do combine that with
shares. It really depends upon the
specific situation,” Zoccolillo said.
The firm has not adjusted com-
pensation for other lawyers in
order to pay top performers, he
added.

Its move to become more prof-
itable in the U.S. follows other
steps, such as limiting the distri-
bution of pay info to partners. The
firm confirmed in 2019 that it no
longer distributes pay information
to partners "and instead makes it
available upon request."

Profits and International
Spread

On the West Coast, the firm
made waves in 2019 when it hired
Silicon Valley dealmaker Leif King
from Skadden, Arps, Slate, Mea-
gher & Flom. The firm also hired
17 attorneys from Munger Tolles
in Los Angeles, D.C. and Houston
in April this year.

So far, Baker McKenzie has
added just one lateral partner
in New York since January 2024:
Toby Knapp, the former head of
O’Melveny & Myers’ M&A and pri-
vate equity practice group, who
joined in May. The firm said it has
about 220 lawyers and business
professionals in New York now.

Zoccolillo said last month that
the firm is “close to landing” some
talent. Still, Baker McKenzie is fac-
ing fierce competition to grow in
New York, where every elite law
firm seeks to retain and attract top

talent and where the cost of pay-
ing the most productive partners
is reaching $20 million or more at
top firms.

Firms spread internationally
might have more of an uphill
battle in reaching profitability
goals, some observers suggest.

About 86% of Baker McKen-
zie's lawyers are outside the U.S.,
according to ALM data. In con-
trast, the top 10 firms in average
profits per equity partner have
at least three-quarters of their
lawyers inside the U.S. Generally,
more profitable firms have more
lawyers inside the U.S.

But while some international
firms have struggled to grow prof-
itability, Baker McKenzie operates
as a Swiss verein, a structure that
global firms have used to limit
profit sharing among regions.

Jannan
Crozier,
global
M&A chair

Alan
Zoccolillo
Jr.,

North
American
transactional
practices
chair

Arturo
Carrillo,
partnerin
transactional
practice
group

Tom Sharbaugh, a professor of
practice at Penn State Law and a
former managing partner of opera-
tions at Morgan Lewis & Bockius,
said that Baker McKenzie should
focus on their global reach and
personal relationships to reach
their profitability and revenue
goals.

“I think one of the things that’s
challenging when you’re as big as
Baker McKenzie is to stand out
everywhere—in every practice
area and every market,” he said.
“So, the firms that are really good
and stand out in a particular
practice area typically don’t do
everything—there are very few
exceptions to that, like Latham
and Kirkland.”

Still, he said the firm’s global
reach “is probably their value
proposition, while there may be
some firm that’s really well-known
for M&A work based in New York
that doesn’t have the global reach
that Baker McKenzie does.” He
added: "Baker could do very well
focusing on relationships versus
particular practice areas.”

Global Deals Approach

Focusing on its "differentiating
factor," Baker McKenzie is selling

its global reach to potential talent.

“You're not going to bring in
the very best talent just through
compensation. There has to be
a differentiating factor,” Murray
said, adding those factors include
the firm's "strong and collegial cul-
ture" as well as its "global foot-
print." Zoccolillo added the firm
believes its "global footprint and
practice depth is key."

Part of the firm’s plan to grow
its transactional practice lies in
expanding its international teams,
including adding a three-lawyer
team in New York from Paul
Hastings last year. One of those
lawyers, Arturo Carrillo, said
that part of the reason he came
to Baker McKenzie was to keep
his feet planted in New York while
having a global reach in Latin and
South America. Some of the most
recent international deals include
NSE listings in Mexico, M&A trans-
actions in Peru and bank financ-
ings in Colombia, according to
Carrillo.

“The global transactions we
work on often involve 50, 60,70,
sometimes 100 jurisdictions.
There really isn’t another firm
that has the global reach and
full-service transactional team
and that does it as well as we do,”
Zoccolillo said.

Jannan Crozier, the firm’s glob-
al M&A chair, agreed about the
firm’s global selling points. “Our
clients recognize that as a firm
we have really created something
special and particularly in the
transactional space and how we
approach complex transactions.”

Two of the firm’s jurisdictions
are London and Germany, where
Zoccolillo said the firm has plans
for expansion, too.

Baker McKenzie has a ways to
go, though, to get to the top of
the global deal scene. According
to LSEG league tables for the first
six months of the year, while the
firm is ranked in the top 10 for
both number of announced deals
and number of principal adviser
announced deals, the firm is not
within the top 20 for handling the
largest deals by value.

Overall, Baker McKenzie was
No. 23 in global completed M&A
deals for the first half of 2024 by
LSEG, up from No. 28 for the first
half of 2023. The firm completed
129 deals totaling $41.3 billion and
owned about 3.5% of the market
share, up by 0.4% from 2023.

Going forward, Baker McKen-
zie leaders are realistic that the
investment to grow in New York
will take buy-in from the partner-
ship.

As Crozier, the M&A chair, put
it, “Looking forward, it’s incred-
ibly important that we have strong
leadership and an aligned part-
nership that is forward-thinking
and willing to support investment
into the future. While no one has
a crystal ball as to what exactly is
going to happen in the future, we
remain confident in our strategic
growth.”

I
@‘ Mimi Lamarre can be reached at
elamarre@alm.com.

DOJ, FTC

« Continued from page 1

The Trump administration's
antitrust enforcers filed both of
those cases in the final weeks of
his presidency. The first, filed in
October 2020, alleged Google has
an illegal monopoly on search, a
case the DOJ won in August. The
other, brought in December 2020,
charged that Facebook, now Meta,
has illegally monopolized the
social media market. That remains
pending, with the parties await-
ing a ruling on Meta's motion for
summary judgment.

Adelstein noted that Trump
was willing to challenge "tradi-
tional Republican notions" on a
variety of fronts—taking actions,
for instance, to lower the prices
Medicare pays for drugs, and
import drugs from Canada and
other countries.

In contrast, "it's not a given
that a Harris presidency would
mirror the Biden administration's
aggressive approach to antitrust,
particularly when it comes to the
technology sector, although it may
not deviate too, too far," she said.

Consistent with current FTC
and DOJ themes, Harris has been
promising to crack down on price-
gouging, including intervening to
rein in families' grocery bills. She's
also promised support for small-
er businesses in grocers' supply
chains, such as grocers, meat
processors, farmers and ranchers.

The vice president also has
criticized landlords, saying they're
using algorithmic pricing software
to collude with one another to set
rents too high and said she favors
pharmaceutical price caps.

On the other hand, the for-
mer U.S. senator from Northern
California still has close ties to
many in the technology sector,
"who have called for FTC Chair
(Lina) Khan to be removed from
the role," Adelstein said.

"One big question is whether
Harris would alter the ongoing
tech antitrust cases at FTC and
DOJ and whether Harris would
remove" FTC Chair Lina Khan
or DOJ antitrust chief Jonathan
Kanter, Adelstein said.

"And while Harris would likely
come under pressure from her
party if she pulled support for the
aggressive antitrust efforts of the
Biden administration, the way we
may see this play out in practice if
Harris wins is more of a nuanced
shift in focus rather than a radical
change in that direction," she said.

Adelstein noted that many
Republicans believe the ,FTC
and DOJ have gone too far in
antitrust regulation. The two
Republican commissioners on
the FTC—Melissa Holyoak and
Andrew Ferguson—have opposed
the administration's aggressive
enforcement tactics.

"l am very concerned about
the commission's willingness
to assert novel legal theories in
settlements," Holyoak recently
told Law.com.

Ferguson has accused the Dem-
ocratic majority of de facto law-
making, by sliding untested legal
theories into settlements it strikes
with companies. Even though the
theories haven't received judicial
scrutiny, their repeated use can
lead courts to effectively view
them as precedents, Ferguson
has complained.

If Trump wins and appoints
Holyoak and Ferguson as chair, "it
might mean a retreat from the cur-
rent administration's aggressive
enforcement," Adelstein noted.

A wild card is how Trump's VP
pick, JD Vance, might influence
regulatory policy. In February.
Vance outraged some conserva-
tives by declaring, " guess I look at
Lina Khan as one of the few people
in the Biden administration that |
think is doing a pretty good job."

While Trump has said little
about the FTC, Vance has struck

a populist tone, even claiming
to be one of the few Republican
supporters of antitrust reform,
Adelstein said.

"According to Vance, the large
technology companies are too big
and he's called for the breakup
of Google over its monopolistic
control of information, which
sounds remarkably similar to the
current administration's rhetoric,"
she added.

Therefore, it might well be that
a Trump administration would
maintain the Biden administra-
tion's focus on large tech compa-
nies, "although it's not clear that
the remainder of the Biden admin-
istration's aggressive enforcement
agenda would remain intact,"
Adelstein said. "A lot may depend
on how much of a say Vance will
have in setting a Trump admin-
istration antitrust agenda."

Under Khan, the FTC has dra-
matically altered how it evaluates
proposed mergers, factoring in
such issues as how an acquisi-
tion might affect job prospects
and wages for employees work-
ing in the industry.

It also has passed a noncom-
pete ban in an effort to improve
the job-hopping opportunities
for workers. The ban currently is
bogged down in court challenges.

The commission also has res-
urrected use of the long-dormant
Robinson-Patman Act, Depres-
sion-era legislation aimed at pro-
tecting mom-and-pop grocery
stores from price discrimination
that put them at a disadvantage
from large retailers that could
seek volume discounts.

"The Biden administration's
FTC has created or at the very
least attempted to create a revo-
lutionary sea change in antitrust
enforcement. The big question is
whether these transformational
changes will stick," Adelstein said.

|
@ ‘ Chris O'Malley can be reached at
comalley@alm.com.

Serious Injuries Update

n order to bring a lawsuit under

Insurance Law §5102(d), a plain-

tiff must demonstrate they

sustained a “serious injury,”

meaning a personal injury
which results in “death; dismem-
berment; significant disfigurement;
a fracture; loss of a fetus; perma-
nent loss of use of a body organ,
member, function or system; per-
manent consequential limitation of
use of a body organ or member; sig-
nificant limitation of use of a body
function or system; or a medically
determined injury or impairment
of a non-permanent nature which
prevents the injured person from
performing substantially all of the
material acts which constitute such
person’s usual and customary daily
activities for not less than 90 days
during the one hundred eighty days
immediately following the occur-
rence of the injury or impairment.”

Significant Disfigurement

An injury becomes a significant
disfigurement when a reasonable
person viewing the person’s body
in its altered state would regard
the condition as objectionable or
as the object of pity or scorn. N.Y.
Pattern Jury Instr.-Civil 2:88B.

In De Diaz v. Klausner, 203
N.Y.S.3d 68 (1st Dept. 2024) the
court found that the defendant
failed to meet his summary judg-
ment burden regarding plaintiff’s
claim that her postsurgical scars
on her right shoulder constituted
significant disfigurement under
§5102(d), since the defendant’s
experts failed to note whether the
scars were well-healed or other-
wise “objectionable.”

In Loring v. Fifth Ave. Prouisions,
Inc., No. 612530/19 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.
2021) the court ruled in favor of the
defendant, dismissing the plaintiff’s
claims of serious injury under the
significant disfigurement category.
The court found that the plaintiff’s
claim lacked sufficient evidence,
pointing to the absence of an
adequate description of the scar
in his medical records. The plain-
tiff’s own doctors failed to describe

KENNETH E. PITCOFF and ANDREA M.
ALONSO are partners in the firm of Mor-
ris Duffy Alonso Faley & Pitcoff. BRIT-
TANY CARILLO, a paralegal, assisted in
the preparation of this article.

By And
Kenneth E. Andrea M.
Pitcoff Alonso

the plaintiff’s surgical scar in terms
of width, texture, density, or any
other characteristic, other than
noting the scar [located on the
plaintiff’s neck] was three centi-
meters in length.

The defendants’ examining
orthopedic surgeon additionally
noted that although the plaintiff’s
surgical scar was “well healed,”
because the surgery that resulted

An injury becomes a
significant disfigurement
when a reasonable person
viewing the person’s body
in its altered state would
regard the condition as
objectionable or as the
object of pity or scorn.

in the scar is not attributed to the
subject accident, the appearance
of the scar is not germane to the
plaintiff’s significant disfigurement
claim. The plaintiff further failed to
submit a photograph of the scar he
claims constitutes a significant dis-
figurement. The court found that the
plaintiff’s doctor’s lack of descrip-
tion as to the plaintiff’s surgical scar,
as well as the lack of photographic
evidence, rendered the plaintiff’s
evidence insufficient to support a
significant disfigurement claim.

Fracture

Under §5102(d) of the New York
State Insurance Law, a serious inju-
ry includes a personal injury that
results in a fracture. The definition
of serious injury only encompasses
afracture of bone and not soft tissue
injuries. Tears and damage to carti-
lage do not constitute serious injury
unless they were accompanied by
the fracture of a bone structure.

In Markiewicz v. Jones, 171
N.Y.S.3d 669 (4th Dept. 2022) the
plaintiff alleged serious injury to
his left knee, under the fracture
category, after the defendant ran
over his left foot with a vehicle.
The court found that plaintiff’s
medical records supporting his
serious injury claim under the
fracture category were speculative
and did not raise a triable issue
of fact based on statements made
by the plaintiff’s own orthopedic
surgeon who opined that the x-ray
revealed “[s]erpiginous curvilinear
lucency traversing the anterior
central aspect of the patella” that
“could conceivably represent a
nondisplaced fracture line” but that
there was “[n]o additional evidence
of fracture.” Often, the plaintiff’s
own medical records provide the
basis for a motion to dismiss. A
careful review of hospital records
and plaintiff’s physician’s medical
report is crucial to a summary judg-
ment motion.

Loss of Fetus

The “Loss of a Fetus” category
was incorporated into the No-Fault
Law in 1984, and the statute was
amended “in recognition that a
woman who is involved in an auto-
mobile accident that results in the
termination of her pregnancy has
suffered a serious injury.” In the
case of Leach v. Ocean Black Car,
122 A.D.3d 587 (2d Dept. 2014) the
plaintiff suffered a placental abrup-
tion that led to the premature birth
of her son via Cesarean section. Ini-
tially, the Supreme Court of Nassau
County interpreted “loss of a fetus”
to include any pregnancy termina-
tion due to an accident, regardless
of whether the fetus was born alive.
However, the Second Department
reversed this decision, clarifying
that “loss of a fetus” applies to cas-
es only where a viable pregnancy
is terminated and the fetus does
not survive.

In Agbelusi v. Finney, No.
24885/2017E (Sup. Ct. 2022) the
court held that the plaintiff failed
to establish a causal connection
between the motor vehicle acci-
dent and her miscarriage, which
she claimed to have suffered spon-
taneously one week following the
accident.

The court reasoned that the
defendant met the bur- » Page 8
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“The ‘Mr. McMahon’ docuse-
ries makes it clear there is no
difference between Vince McMa-
hon’s on-air persona and his true
self, they are one and the same,”
Callis claimed. “His ‘character,’
known for violent outbursts, sex-
ual deviance, and manipulation,
is the real Vince McMahon and
exactly what Janel Grant expe-
rienced behind closed doors at
WWE for years.”

In response to the lawsuit’s
presence in the series, McMahon
insisted that the producers used
the allegations to mislead view-
ers, and referred to “an affair I

ended” with Grant.

But opposing counsel had
another characterization.

“Vince McMahon physically
and emotionally abused, sexually
assaulted and human trafficked
Janel Grant for more than two
years,” Callis claimed. “Calling
his horrific and criminal behav-
ior ‘an affair’ is delusional and
nothing more than a sad attempt
to save his shredded reputation.”

The stay on Grant’s action
against the WWE is set to expire
on Dec. 11. The U.S. Attorney’s
Office for the Southern District
of New York took the reigns on
the investigation.

“Grant would like to see
McMahon, Laurinaitis and WWE

held accountable to the fullest
extent of the law and welcomed
the possibility of charges from
federal prosecutors,” Callis said.
“We hope that the U.S. attorney
for the Southern District of New
York will bring charges expedi-
tiously so that Grant’s proceed-
ings may resume.”

McMahon and his attorneys
have maintained the allegations
are false. Jessica Taub of Akin
Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld
claimed in early August that
the litigation Grant brought is
“frivolous and as a tool to pub-
licly harm Mr. McMahon'’s repu-
tation.”

—Emily Cousins

2nd Dept.
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Nov. 7, 2021, as a result of delays
in his return to service caused by
administrative processes.

The bill, A10263/S9295, which
was sponsored by Sen. Jessica
Scarcella-Spanton and Assembly-
man Charles Fall, both D-Staten
Island, remedied "the injustice
faced by Justice Maltese by pro-
viding him with the compensation
he rightfully deserves."

The legislation took effect
immediately upon Hochul's sign-
ing. It also authorized payment

to the state and Local Employees'
Retirement System for pension
credit Maltese accrued during the
10 months.

State Supreme Court Justice
Verna L Saunders, president of
the Association of Justices of the
Supreme Court of the State of New
York, said in a statement:

"We are pleased the Governor
signed the bill to make Justice Mal-
tese whole in the aftermath of the
unfortunate incident in which the
court system previously refused
to give justices turning 70 years
old the individual consideration
to which they were entitled under
the New York State Constitution.

We look forward to working with
the Governor and legislators to
underscore the importance of
maintaining the independence of
the Judiciary as a co-equal branch
of government."

Supreme Court Justice Carmen
Velasquez, president of the State
Supreme Court Justices' Associa-
tion of the City of New York, told
the Law Journal she is happy for
Maltese and thanked Hochul for
her leadership.

Efforts to reach Maltese on Mon-
day were unsuccessful.

|
@‘ Brian Lee can be reached at
blee@alm.com.

Reassignment

« Continued from page 1
he's lost a third of the use of his
right lower extremity, and his
doctors advise him the condition
continues to worsen from standing,
walking and driving.

Levac returned to work from
his second injury in September

2019, again requesting that he
be returned to Warren County, to
reduce his driving.

But he said the court system
denied him again.

He then won the EEOC determi-
nation, resulting in his return to
the Warren County Courthouse in
August 2023.

The lawsuit seeks nearly $50,000
for four years of accrued mileage

driving to Schenectady County,
$3,000 for what Levac said was
extra chiropractic care he wouldn't
have needed had he not had to
drive to Schenectady County, and
damages for pain and suffering,
Tuttle declined to comment
when contacted on Monday.

I
@‘ Brian Lee can be reached at
blee@alm.com.
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E-DISCOVERY

Court Allocates Costs for
Data Security in Discovery

n an era where data breaches

and cyberattacks are increasingly

prevalent, data security is often

top of mind. During discovery,

which can involve vast sets of con-
fidential or protected information, it
thus is hardly surprising that produc-
ing parties may expect recipients to
implement data security protections
to guard against data breaches. But
such protections can be expensive,
and parties may disagree on both the
level and type of protections required
and the allocation of related costs.

The recent decision in United States
v. Anthem, Inc., 2024 WL 2982908
(S.D.N.Y. June 12, 2024), marks a
significant development in this area.
Addressing the novel question of how
to allocate data security costs, the
court in Anthem highlights the impor-
tance of data security in discovery
and establishes a new test to deter-
mine when and whether cost-shifting
may be appropriate.

‘United States v. Anthem’

In Anthem, the United States alleged
that health insurance company
Anthem submitted inaccurate infor-
mation regarding Medicare-covered
service costs and that this resulted in
the government overpaying Anthem
millions of dollars. As a key part of
discovery in the matter, the gov-
ernment received protected health
information—the medical records of
Anthem’s members. While the parties
agreed that this electronically stored
information (“ESI”) should receive spe-
cial security attention, they disputed

H. CHRISTOPHER BOEHNING and DANIEL J.
TOAL are litigation partners at Paul, Weiss,
Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison. ROSS M. GOT-
LER, deputy chair and counsel, e-discovery,
and LIDIA M. KEKIS, e-discovery attorney,
assisted in the preparation of this article.

ADOBE STOCK

“the level of security needed to protect
the health data . .. and who should pay
for the costs of that security.” Id. at *1.

The government “proposed a
robust set of protections” for the
health information and was already
incurring a cost of “about $5,000/
month” for such measures. Id.
Anthem, though, sought additional
security measures, including protec-
tions in case of future data breaches,
that it described as “consistent with
industry standards and with appli-
cable regulatory guidance.” Id. Such
measures would add $4,300 a month
to the government’s expenses. The
government sought to shift those
security costs to Anthem.

Protective Orders
And Protecting ESI

The court began its analysis by
observing that the “issue of data
security in discovery and how costs
should be allocated for same is one

4 Considerations When
Buying or Building
Legal Technology

BY ELLA SHERMAN

WITH the legal technology market growing at a
rapid pace, it’s becoming more crucial for tech
developers to figure out what legal professionals
need and how law firms can proactively adopt
these systems, particularly generative Al.

Monday’s “Unlocking generative Al in legal
technology: A roadmap to $50 billion” webinar,
moderated by Burford Capital vice chair David
Perla, dug into Gartner’s May report predicting
that the legal tech market will hit $50 billion
by 2027.

It also discussed how legal roles could change
with growing gen Al adoption, whether firms should
build or buy software, and the importance of user
design.

The Evolution of Legal Roles

As generative Al develops, a common concern
across industries is how it will disrupt jobs. Last
year, a Goldman Sachs report found that genera-
tive Al was capable of performing almost half of
all legal tasks.

Knox Capital Holdings partner Mike Bryant said
he predicts the consequences of more law firms
adopting gen Al will look similar to the computer
revolution in the 1990s, in that more jobs will evolve
or be created.

“Even a few years from now in legal, there’s
going to be different roles and I think we need to
change the narrative to more of our own collab-
orative intelligence, where machines and human
beings are mashing up to create solutions,” he
said during the webinar.

The evolution of the legal role as a result of
growing gen Al adoption might involve the addi-
tion of new skills in order to manage technology,
while titles of certain positions could also change.

“I think Al displaces tasks, not jobs,” Six Parsecs
founder and executive director Jae Um said. “When
I say displacement, | am talking about a smaller
unit of measurement, I think Al is going to displace
alot of hours.”

Clients Willing to Pay for Firm’s Tech

Generative Al-powered tools have the potential
to lighten a law firm’s workload, but the cost of
these tools are considerable depending on their
use.

However, some clients have been willing to pay
higher rates to firms that use technology to boost
their productivity. Higher payments could help
firms offset the cost of procuring such technology
in the first place.

“Instead of building some sort of recurring rev-
enue, monthly or annually, we're seeing a lot on
a transaction basis, so every time you use some-
thing, you get charged for it,” Zach Posner, the
co-founder and managing director of The LegalTech
Fund, explained. “It seems like clients » Page 8

that does not appear to have been
addressed in any other court deci-
sion.” Id. at *2. And while under the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure
“there is a presumption that the
responding party bears the expense

By And
H. Christopher | Daniel J.
Boehning Toal

ing electronically stored information
produced in discovery.” Id. The court
pointed to its own model protective
order, which, in relation to personal
information, states, in part, “The pro-
ducing party may specify the minimal
level of protection expected in the
storage and transfer of its informa-
tion.” Id. And while the protective
order entered in this case contained
the court’s model language, it was
silent on “cost-shifting in the event
the receiving party disputes the level
of protection specified by the produc-
ing party.” Id.

Emphasizing the increased data
security risks in litigations and for
law firms, the court cited a 2022
report finding that 27% of law firms
experienced a data breach and a 2023
report that data breaches have an
average cost of $4 million. See Id.
And, given that “one of the govern-
ment’s vendors experienced a ran-
somware attack that compromised
some of Anthem’s data, . . . Anthem
is rightfully concerned about the pro-
tection of its data in this case.” Id.
Moreover, the court observed that
the U.S. Department of Health and

Addressing the novel question of how to allocate data security costs,

the court in ‘Anthem’highlights the importance of data security
in discovery and establishes a new test to determine when and
whether cost-shifting may be appropriate.

of complying with and responding to
discovery requests, . . . who should
bear the cost of maintaining the secu-
rity of data turned over in litigation
is a slightly different question.” Id.
(cleaned up).

Protective orders, noted the
court, are typical in discovery but
they usually focus on confidentiality
rather than “secure storage of data
or who bears the costs of protect-

Human Services “has recognized that
healthcare information is frequently a
target of cyberattacks and care must
be taken to protect health informa-
tion.” Id.

ATest for Cost-Shifting

Next, the court turned to the issue
of cost-shifting and the factors to
examine in determining » Page 7
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COMMENTARY

Behavioral Data
Is Driving Revenue
Roles in Law Firms

BY JENNIFER O’'DONNELL, PETER JOHNSON,
ELLE WALCH AND ADRIEN MAINES

IN THE dynamic landscape of modern law firms,
the pursuit of growth is the constant driver. This
was highlighted at the Legal Marketing Associa-
tion Southeast Regional Conference, which was
held on Sept. 11-13, in Charlotte, North Caro-
lina. Traditional strategies, such as networking
events and public relations initiatives, have long
been staples of business development. However,
the increasing complexity of the legal industry
demands a more precise approach to stay com-
petitive, refine training and coaching strategies,
maximize time spent on business development,
and meet clients’ evolving needs.

While the goal is to create a firm where rev-
enue generation is a collective effort, misaligning
talent or neglecting proper coaching can signifi-
cantly waste time and resources. To truly maxi-
mize potential, it’s crucial to place individuals
in roles that suit their strengths and provide
them with the targeted support they need to
excel. This strategic approach not only enhances
individual performance but also drives overall
firm growth and efficiency.

Assessing Attorney Strengths
And Opportunities Quickly

When billable hours are your product, pulling
attorneys away from client work can be challeng-
ing. However, firms see the need to make an invest-
ment in learning more about the roles lawyers
are best suited to help feed the growth of a firm.
Rapid behavioral assessments take little time
and provide data used to make quick  » Page 8

JENNIFER O'DONNELL is the chief marketing and busi-
ness development officer at Segal McCambridge. PETER
JOHNSON is the president of Law Practice Consultants
and a former managing partner of a midsized Boston law
firm. He was inducted as a Fellow in the College of Law
Practice Management. ELLE WALCH is a practice develop-
ment manager at Holland & Knight and ADRIEN MAINES
is a partner at Promova, an international PR and branding
agency, and co-founder of Find a Rainmaker, an online
behavioral assessment platform that helps companies
generate revenue.

FTC Fines DoNotPay
$193,000, Alleging
False Claims Over
‘Robot Lawyer’ Service

BY RHYS DIPSHAN

DONOTPAY, a do-it-yourself legal and consumer
services company that until recently advertised
itself as a “Robot Lawyer,” has agreed to a Fed-
eral Trade Commission order fining it $193,000 and
requiring it to warn consumers who used its service
between 2021 and 2023 about the limitations of its
legal products.

In addition, the order prohibits DoNotPay from
“making claims about its ability to substitute for
any professional service without evidence to back
it up,” according to the FTC.

The order followed an FTC complaint alleging
that DoNotPay made false claims about its legal
services to consumers, though according to the
order, the company “neither admits nor denies
any of the allegations” made by the federal agency.
The FTC action is the latest chapter in an ongoing
saga for DoNotPay over how it promoted its “Robot
Lawyer” image.

In the complaint, the FTC argued that DoNot-
Pay violated Section 5 of the FTC Act, specifically
alleging counts of “False or Unsubstantiated Per-
formance Claims” and “False Claims.” The agency
alleged that the company “represented, directly
or indirectly, expressly or by implication, that the
Service’s artificial intelligence and other technology
operates like a human lawyer,” which it said were
“false or misleading or were not substantiated at
the time the representations were made.”

In addition, the FTC alleged that DoNotPay’s
claims that it would “analyze a consumer’s small
business website for hundreds of federal and state
law violations” and that its general membership
subscription included “features that protect a
copyright and generate a customized cease-and-
desist letter for a defamation claim, non-compete
agreement, and residential lease” were false or
misleading.

In an email to Legaltech News, a DoNotPay
spokesperson said: “DoNotPay is pleased to have
worked constructively with the FTC to settle this
case and fully resolve these issues, without admit-
ting liability.

“The complaint relates to the usage of a few
hundred customers some years ago (out of mil-
lions of people), with services that have long been
discontinued. DoNotPay retained Maneesha Mithal,
former associate director at the FTC, as outside
counsel, who has been incredibly helpful in han-
dling this matter,” the spokesperson added.

Mithal is a partner at Wilson Sonsini Goodrich
& Rosati in Washington, D.C.

DoNotPay has garnered notoriety over the past
few years after CEO Joshua Browder made audacious
claims regarding how autonomous and advanced the
company’s “Robot Lawyer” could be. Since genera-
tive artificial intelligence entered the mainstream in
late 2022, Browder announced plans for a DoNotPay
chatbot to represent a defendant ina  » Page 7
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MDL

« Continued from page 1

according to Law.com’s statistics.
That number rose to 16% in 2021
but has been falling over the past
two years. In multidistrict litiga-
tion created in 2023, according to
Law.com’s exclusive data, only
11% of leadership appointments
went to nonwhite attorneys,
down from 13% in 2022. The eth-
nic makeup of 1% of lawyers in
the 2023 data could not be deter-
mined.

“That’s disappointing to me
to hear that,” Orrick said of the
declining numbers. “If you think
that diversity in all of its forms is
important in determining excel-
lence, equity, these MDLs are
great opportunities for people
to learn, have a practice.”

'Not An Easy Task'

The 2023 statistics remain
higher than the historic average
when it comes to attorneys of
color appointed in multidistrict
litigation. From 2016 to 2019,
white attorneys dominated with
95% of appointments, according
to Law.com’s statistics.

[falcon-embed src="embed_1"]

But the figures remain stub-
bornly low. In fact, of the 19
multidistrict litigation dockets
created in 2023 that had appoint-
ment orders, eight of them were
headed by all-white men and wom-
en. Those eight dockets made up
nearly 25% of the total number of
lawyers appointed to leadership
posts last year.

One glaring exception was the
multidistrict litigation over hair
straighteners, which lawsuits
have linked to reproductive can-
cers. Of the 35 lawyers appointed,
12 were attorneys of color. That
case alone, in which many of the
plaintiffs are Black women, might
have even caused a “spike” in the
numbers, Diandra “Fu” Debrosse,
who was appointed co-lead coun-
sel of the hair relaxer multidistrict
litigation, said.

“It’s the only one I've known of
with that many people of color,
that many diverse lawyers,” said
Debrosse, of DiCello Levitt in
Birmingham, Alabama. And that
includes not just the position of
lead counsel, which she shares
with three other lawyers including
Ben Crump, of Ben Crump Law
in Tallahassee, Florida, but the
plaintiffs’ steering committee,
plaintiffs’ executive committee
and the leadership development
committee. “It’s significantly
people of color."

Larry Taylor, of the Cochran
Firm in Houston, said 2021 and
2022 were “heavy years” for mass

torts. But he also noted that the
attorneys of color with the most
appointments in 2023 were man-
aging partners or namesakes at
their firms. Of the 30 lawyers
who got two or more appoint-
ments in 2023, only three weren’t
white: Taylor, Crump and Gregory
Cade, of the Environmental Litiga-
tion Group in Birmingham, Ala-
bama. Taylor was appointed to
plaintiffs’ executive committees
in the multidistrict litigation over
hair relaxers and C.R. Bard Inc.’s
implanted port catheter device.
Crump, in addition to the hair
relaxer lead counsel role, serves
on the plaintiffs’ executive com-
mittee in the antitrust multidis-
trict litigation over insulin pricing,
and Cade is on the plaintiffs’ steer-
ing committees of the same two
dockets.

“When you take a look at that,
part of the issue could be looking
at the financing of these firms,”
Taylor said. “To be in leadership is
not an easy task or a cheap task.”

And judges have increasingly
asked lawyers in their case man-
agement orders to provide infor-
mation on whether they have
accepted litigation financing in
the cases, he said.

“I'm not saying orders are being
handed down, but that is a way
to keep the entry of women and
minority firms from entering into
the market or, better yet, what’s
the term I'm looking for, continu-
ing to grow within the industry?”
he said. “And it’s lopsided. You
don’t ask someone about their
shareholders. You don’t ask some-
one about their corporate struc-
ture or where they’re getting their
financing from on the defense side
when you're representing John-
son & Johnson. And so things like
that could potentially weigh in on
the number of minorities you see
within the industry.”

That means many of the law-
yers getting the most appoint-
ments in 2023 remain at the
same “legacy firms” as they've
been for years: Hausfeld topped
the list with seven appointments,
including Washington D.C. partner
Swathi Bojedla’s lead counsel spot
in the RealPage software antitrust
multidistrict litigation. DiCello
Levitt, including Debrosse’s lead
counsel role, came in No. 2 with
six appointments.

'A Failure of Will and Priority’'

Not all the lawyers who get
appointed need to have the same
level of financial resources, of
course. But Orrick acknowledged
that judges, who approve the
leadership teams, play a big role
in diversifying the plaintiffs’ bar
before them.

“The judge does the selection,

so the judge has the critical role
in doing that,” he said. “You have
to analyze the needs of the case,
the people who have applied,
whether there are people who
haven’t applied who you know
by reputation or otherwise who
would be good to add.

"And if you have a big products
case where people are going to be
affected around the country that’s
going to hit a wide swath of the
American public," Orrick added,
"then you ought to care about the
diversity, ethnicity, race, all those
things to create a team that will be
excellent and able to address the
problems of the communities suf-
fering from the alleged problem.”

Having judges speak out helps,
Debrosse said, because it moti-
vates a firm’s leaders to know
they’ll be held accountable.

But another factor, she said, is
that many of the older and more
experienced attorneys of color
already have appointments on
other multidistrict litigation cases.
The key, she said, it to have more
options.

“There’s a higher number of
white lawyers who've been in this
space to get appointed,” she said.
“Part of what we’re doing is have
that pipeline so it’s not the same
lawyers of color being appointed
over and over again.”

Debrosse and Crump are the
founders of Shades of Mass,
which held its annual meeting
last month in Houston. Shades
of Mass, founded two years ago,
aims to improve the number of
attorneys of color in mass torts.

Orrick said the findings of his
Juul demographic report, which
he plans to make public, show
that the plaintiffs’ firms “didn’t
have much depth in their bench.”

“And to me that’s a failure of
will and priority,” he said. “So,
[ think those firms ought to be
thinking and prioritizing hiring
lawyers who are not white to train
them and raise them up.”

That training also applies to
lawyers of color already estab-
lished in mass torts. Taylor said
he often picks up the phone, call-
ing prominent plaintiffs’ firms to
encourage them to put their non-
white attorney up for leadership.
Lawyers of color already in lead
counsel positions, he said, should
mentor younger attorneys. And
with enough of those discussions,
he hopes to boost the numbers
back up in 2025.

“I don’t think for the most part
it’s any ill will,” he said. “We just
need to have more discussions
to move the needle forward, and
diversity brings better results for
everyone.”

!
@| Amanda Bronstad can be reached at
abronstad@alm.com.
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Perspective

The Legal Profession: Obligations of
Constitutional Proportion

few months ago, | started car-
rying around the U.S. Consti-
tution, including the Bill of
ights. I carry it to remind
myself of the struggles, the brav-
ery, and the sacrifices of our fore-
fathers and foremothers, and the
vision that the Framers conceived
for what has become this resilient,
extraordinary country.

In September 1620, the Pilgrims
set sail on the Mayflower for what
was an exceedingly unpleasant
journey; they were searching for
a new life without, inter alia, reli-
gious persecution. The U.S. Consti-
tution was the framework for the
Founders’ vision and has
become the supreme law
of our nation. The Constitu-
tion embodies their dream
of a land with national
policy but without tyr-
anny, branches of govern-
ment with none being more
powerful than the rest, and
basic citizens rights to be
respected and protected.
It was that promise of lib-
erty, justice, security, and
tranquility that brought
my maternal grandfather
and his sister here when
they escaped from Austria,
where they had been faced with
certain death at the hands of the
Nazis during World War IL. It is that
promise that makes me proud to be
aU.S. citizen and a public servant.

Creating fundamental principles
for our land was a major undertak-
ing and hard won. Even though the
Pilgrims had fled British rule, the
British were still able to control the
American colonies. Some of the
colonists were, shockingly, loyal-
ists to England or neutral about
Great Britain’s dominance, but
most were Patriots who opposed
British governance.

April 19, 1775 marked the Patri-
ots’ rebellion with the commence-
ment of the American Revolution.
Alittle over a year later, on July 4,
1776, the Patriots announced their
separation from Great Britain when
the Continental Congress unani-
mously adopted the Declaration
of Independence. Thereafter, on
November 15, 1777, the Continen-
tal Congress adopted the Articles
of Confederation, considered to be
our first constitution, which named
us the “United States of America.”
The Patriots’ efforts toward free-
dom finally prevailed on Septem-
ber 3, 1783 when the Revolutionary
War was brought to a close with
Great Britain signing a peace treaty
recognizing the United States.

In 1786, James Madison and
Alexander Hamilton called upon
Congress to summon a constitu-
tional convention for the purposes
of meeting and discussing a cen-
tralized government to provide
for America’s order and stability.
At that constitutional convention,
held in Philadelphia, the Articles
of Confederation were revised with
the drafting of the Constitution that
exists today.

Nine of the then-thirteen states
were required to ratify the docu-
ment for it to take effect. Yet, many
delegates failed to support the
proposed Constitution since their
primary concern was safeguard-
ing citizens against a cruel and
oppressive government such as
the one from which they had fled.
Madison, Hamilton, and John Jay
penned the momentous Federalist
Papers, a series of essays explain-
ing the Constitution’s provisions,
and urging ratification.

The U.S. Constitution was signed
on Sept. 17,1787 (Sept. 17 has been
designated as Constitution Day)
with the necessary nine-state ratifi-
cation by June 21, 1788. On March
4, 1789, the new U.S. Constitution
government officially commenced.
While serving as a representative
in the nation’s Congress after
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ratification, Madison wrote and
introduced twelve amendments
to the Constitution, providing for
state powers where not delegated
to the Federal government, and
delineating individuals’ civil rights
and liberties.

Those rights and liberties includ-
ed entitlements to due process, a
speedy and fair trial, express ideas,
keep and bear arms, and freedom
of religion, from unreasonable
search and seizure, and cruel and
unusual punishment. Congress
adopted ten of those amendments
on Dec. 15, 1791, which are known
to us as the Bill of Rights. Since

The Constitution laid the groundwork for
the American legal system and its practi-
tioners. When the colonists arrived, having
suffered from English common law being
wielded as an instrument of subjugation,
they were resistant to the idea of lawyers.
After the Revolutionary War, with the
colonies beginning to thrive financially,
the idea of lawyers became attractive as
necessary.

that time, an additional 17 amend-
ments have been ratified for a total
of twenty-seven amendments, the
last of which was added in 1992.

The Constitution, our written
charter for government, is argu-
ably the most important and
influential United States docu-
ment. It has been interpreted by
lawyers, academia, commentators,
judges, and its final arbiter, the U.S.
Supreme Court. Such is a laborious
endeavor as our world constantly
evolves with advances in science,
medicine, and technology, and
shifts in societal norms that the
drafters could not possibly have
envisioned.

Despite time and change, one
thing remains the same—the core
aim of the ratifiers to establish a
foundational relationship between
our government and its citizens
free from abuse of power and
brimming with fairness for all. To
that end, the words “Equal Justice
Under the Law” grace the facade
of the U.S. Supreme Court building.
Although that specific language is
not found in the Constitution, the
phrase is based on the Fourteenth
Amendment and conveys the spirit
of our founding documents—the
Declaration of Independence, the
Articles of Confederation, and
the U.S. Constitution with its Bill
of Rights.

Such premise has been the impe-
tus for the creation and implemen-
tation of laws protecting citizens
from unequal and discriminatory
treatment and safeguarding per-
sonal freedoms. The Civil Rights
Act of 1964 is an example of such
legislation which, inter alia, ended
segregation in public places and
schools, banned employment dis-
crimination, and provided protec-
tion of voting rights.

The Constitution laid the
groundwork for the American legal
system and its practitioners. When
the colonists arrived, having suf-
fered from English common law
being wielded as an instrument of
subjugation, they were resistant to
the idea of lawyers. After the Rev-
olutionary War, with the colonies
beginning to thrive financially, the
idea of lawyers became attractive
as necessary. At the time, the legal
practice was not a profession, but
rather an undertaking by full-time
businessmen with little legal train-
ing, who had a grasp of the law by
watching court proceedings and
preparing through an apprentice-
ship system.

Eventually, the law gained rec-
ognition as a respected profes-
sion. A move emerged to formal-

ize legal training, including critical
thinking, practical skills, and legal
knowledge, to ensure adherence
to certain educational and ethical
standards. Although the Litchfield
Law School in Connecticut is rec-
ognized as the first independent
law school, the first American law
school attached to a college or uni-
versity is the College of William &
Mary in Virginia.

Following the appearance of
formal American law schools,
legal professional organizations
emerged. Founded in 1802, the
Philadelphia Bar Association is the
first bar association in the United
States. In 1876, the New
York State Bar Association
was established in Albany.

Two years later, the
American Bar Association
was formed in Saratoga
Springs. Since that time,
the U.S. legal profession
has expanded and flour-
ished. Thanks to the Con-
stitution, even in my little
corner of the world with
my limited scope, [ have a
wondrous job that means
something, in which [ am
able to help people.

We, as legal profession-
als, are all in this together. All of
us, in this exciting, interesting,
thought-provoking, challenging, yet
difficult and frustrating profession,
have legal and ethical obligations
to clients, the courts, and the pub-
lic. Judges are charged with main-
taining professional competence,
fairly and faithfully administering
justice, assuring due process,
treating all litigants courteously,
and giving the law the respect it
deserves. Legal professionals must
provide effective assistance to cli-
ents, seek improvements in the law,
and champion justice.

But we are defined by more
than just our professions and
have additional responsibilities.
As Former President Abraham
Lincoln stated during his iconic
1863 Gettysburg Address, ours is
a “government of the people, by
the people, for the people.” We, as
U.S. citizens, have obligations to
our country and each other—to
pledge our allegiance, support and
defend the Constitution, follow
laws, pay taxes, serve on juries
when called to do so, serve in the
armed forces when required, stay
informed, vote, be considerate of
the rights, beliefs and opinions of
others, and appreciate each other
for our unique differences that
make us special.

Prior to attending Hofstra Uni-
versity School of Law, [ had always
appreciated the power, gravity, and
impact of the Constitution’s inspir-
ing words. However, after taking a
course with Professor David Dia-
mond, akind soul who was devoted
to his students and loved the law,
I became truly passionate about
the document.

With its blueprint for democ-
racy, the Constitution continues
to be a beacon of hope for the
people that call the United States
home. Not too bad an achieve-
ment for a group of newcomers
who made their way to a strange
land and were forced to fight for
their independence and advocate
for a government that represents
the people. I am grateful for their
efforts.

Having just celebrated Consti-
tution Day and on the heels of a
major Presidential election, as
always, I hold the Constitution
dear and recognize the enormity
of my duty to make sure that l—as
an American citizen and a public
servant—uphold the principles
and ideals therein.

SONDRA MENDELSON-TOSCANO is a sup-
port magistrate sitting in Nassau County.
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MONDAY, OCT. 21

CUNY School of Law

“The Role of Public Defenders”:
Burns Chair James Forman Jr.
in Conversation With Paul Bul-
ter, Raj Jayadev, and Heather
Pinckney
6 p.m.-8:30 p.m.
CUNY School of Law
2 Court Square, Long Island City
Reception and book signing to
follow.
www.law.cuny.edu/event/burns-
chair-james-forman-jr-in-con-
versation-with-paul-bulter-raj-
jayadev-and-heather-pinckney-
the-role-of-public-defenders/

TUESDAY, OCT. 22
TUESDAY, NOV. 26

NY City Bar (CLE)

Contract Drafting - The Basics and
Essentials: (Parts 1-3)
Day 1:12:30 p.m. — 2:45 p.m.
Day 2:12:30 p.m. — 2:45 p.m.
Three Days CLE credits: 4
Day 1 Webinar Registration
Link: https://services.nycbar.
org/EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB102224 &mcode=NYLJ
Day 2Webinar Registration
Link: https://services.nycbatr.
org/EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB112624&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, OCT. 31
Federal Bar Council (CLE)

The China Initiative in Practice: A
Fireside Chat on the Challenges

and Pitfalls of International
Trade Secret and Economic Espi-
onage Enforcement

12:30 pm - 1:30 pm

Live Webinar, 1 CLE credit
https://fbc.users.membersuite.
com/events/a5720928-0078-
cb8f-6484-0b474a84a658/details

THURSDAY, NOV. 21
CUNY School of Law

“Excessive Sentences and Second
Chances”: Burns Chair James
Forman Jr. in Conversation
6 p.m.-8:30 p.m.

CUNY School of Law

2 Court Square, Long Island City
Reception and book signing to
follow.
www.law.cuny.edu/event/burns-
chair-james-forman-jr-in-conver-
sation-excessive-sentences-and-
second-chances/
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LLC, 170 A.D.3d 1227 (2nd Dept.
2019); Vatalaro v. Cnty. of Suffolk,
163 A.D.3d 893 (2nd Dept 2018); In
re 91st St. Crane Collapse Litig., 154
A.D.3d 139 (1st Dept. 2017). None of
those decisions contained any dis-
cussion of whether pre-impact ter-
ror should be treated as a separate
item of damage with a separate line
on the verdict sheet, as opposed to
simply being included in an award
for conscious pain and suffering.

The circumstances in the First
Department’s opinion in In re 91st
St. Crane Collapse Litig., represent
a quintessential example of those
warranting separate awards for
pre-impact terror and post-injury
pain, suffering and emotional dis-
tress. It involved an appeal from a
judgment on behalf of the estates
of two people who were injured
and died as a result of a crane col-
lapse. One of them was the crane
operator, who was in the glass cab
of the crane when it fell 200 feet
to the ground, and who survived
several minutes after the collapse.
The other person was a worker
on the ground who saw the crane
collapsing, was hit by debris and
survived for approximately four
hours after the collapse. The Appel-
late Division found that awards of
$2,500,000 for pre-impact terror
and $5,500,000 for pain and suf-
fering were reasonable compensa-
tion for the crane operator, while
awards of $2,000,000 for pre-impact
terror and $7,500,000 for pain and
suffering were reasonable for the
worker on the ground. For each
decedent, the damages for pre-
impact terror were distinct from
post-impact pain, suffering and
emotional distress.

Against this background, we
turn to in Molina, where the Sec-
ond Department addressed what
it described as “an issue of first
impression ... whether the plaintiff
was properly awarded damages for
the decedent’s ‘pre-impact terror,’
delineated on the verdict sheet
as emotional pain and suffering,”
and concluded that “the award of
damages for pre-impact terror is
inappropriate in this medical mal-
practice and wrongful death action
and that this award was duplicative
of the award of damages for pain
and suffering and loss of enjoyment
of life and should be set aside and
vacated.”

The plaintiff’s decedent in that
case was admitted to defendant
Westchester Medical Center

(WMO) in January 2008 with com-
plaints of coughing up blood, short-
ness of breath and mild burning in
his chest. During the admission he
suffered a heart attack, after which
a cardiac catheterization was per-
formed and revealed that one of the
vessels in the decedent’s heart was
completely obstructed. An effort
to insert a stent was unsuccessful.
The decedent was subsequently
seen at different hospitals over
the next three years for treat-
ment of congestive heart failure,
including placement of a left ven-
tricular assist device in June 2011
at Yale-New Haven Hospital, which
resulted in complications and he
died on Oct. 27, 2011.

An action sounding in medical
malpractice and wrongful death
was commenced against the WMC
and others, alleging that WMC’s
internal medicine residents and
cardiology fellow failed to timely
diagnose and treat the decedent’s
heart attack. The case went to trial,
and the jury was instructed that it
should consider damages both for
the emotional pain and suffering
the decedent endured between the
moment he believed that he was
going to die and the moment he
died, and for the decedent’s pain
and suffering and loss of enjoyment
of life from the moment of the heart
attack until the moment of death,
with the former being character-
ized by the plaintiff as pre-impact
terror. The verdict sheet provided
separate interrogatories for each
item of damage.

The jury found in favor of the
plaintiff and awarded damages
that included $1,000,000 for the
decedent’s emotional suffering
regarded as pre-impact terror, and
another $1,000,000 for the dece-
dent’s pain and suffering and loss
of enjoyment of life from the time
he had the heart attack until his
death. There was also an award
of wrongful death damages, and a
judgment was entered in the total
sum of $3,872,163.

The Second Department set
aside the award for pre-impact
terror damages, finding that it
“should not have been considered
as a separate category of damages”
from pain and suffering and loss
of enjoyment of life. Quoting the
opinion from In re 91st St. Crane
Collapse Litig., the court observed
that pre-impact terror damages
“‘are designed to compensate the
decedent’s estate for the fear the
decedent experienced during the
interval between the moment the
decedent appreciated the danger
resulting in the decedent’s death

and the moment the decedent sus-
tained a physical injury as a result
of the danger.’”” This illustrates
that the time period covered by
pre-impact terror terminates when
the decedent sustained physical
injury. It also indicates that a lit-
eral “impact” is not necessary, but
rather a “physical injury” that is
anticipated by the injured person.

Under the facts of the subject
case, the court recognized that
the impact or physical injury “was
the decedent’s heart attack.” If
pre-impact terror damages were
available, they would only cover
the period from the moment the
decedent perceived that his health
was in danger until the moment he
suffered the heart attack. There-
fore, the jury instruction describ-
ing the time period for this item
as from the moment the decedent

emotional distress, that rendered
them duplicative. The jury was
being asked to award damages for
the decedent’s emotional distress
up until the time of his death as an
aspect of two different items. In
this context, the temporal overlap
may result in substantive overlap
and, hence, duplication.

A decedent’s emotional distress
from the fear of impending death is
very much a compensable aspect
of post-injury pain and suffering.
As the court in Molina went on to
explain:

“The suffering that results from
serious illness can include fear and
anxiety that death may be likely or
imminent, and that fear of death
can affect an individual’s ability to
enjoy life. Therefore, fear of death
may be considered as a ‘permissi-
ble factor’ when assessing the pain

A decedent’s emotional distress from the fear of impend-
ing death is very much a compensable aspect of post-injury

pain and suffering.

believed he was going to die until
he died went beyond the time
period for pre-impact terror and
overlapped with the time period
applicable to post-injury pain and
suffering. Accordingly, the opinion
in Molina explains:

“PJI1 2:320 distinguishes the dam-
ages chronologically, by describing
‘emotional pain and suffering’ as
that which the decedent actually
endured between the moment he
or she realized that he or she was
going to be gravely injured or die
and the moment the decedent
sustained a physical injury, and
describing pain and suffering as
that which the decedent expe-
rienced during the subsequent
time period from the moment of
injury to the moment of death.
In contrast, the damages awards
here overlapped chronologically.
‘Emotional pain and suffering’ cov-
ered the time period between ‘the
moment [the decedent] believed
that he was going to die and the
moment [he] died,’ and ‘[p]ain and
suffering and loss of enjoyment of
life’ covered the time period from
‘the moment of the heart attack to
the moment of death.’ Thus, they
were duplicative (see McDougald v.
Garber, 73N.Y.2d 246, 538 N.Y.S.2d
937, 536 N.E.2d 372).”

[t is the temporal overlap
between the pre-impact or “pre-
injury” damages and the post-inju-
ry damages, as well as the fact that
both items of damages included

and suffering and loss of enjoyment
of life resulting from medical mal-
practice [citations omitted].”
This is actually a common
aspect of pain and suffering in
a broad array of medical mal-
practice actions involving fatal
injuries. For example, in Hyung
Kee Lee v. New York Hosp. Queens,
118 A.D.3d 750 (2nd Dept. 2014),
where the malpractice was a fail-
ure to timely perform gallbladder
surgery, the court found that
an award of $3,750,000 for pain
and suffering was not excessive,
commenting that “the decedent
experienced intermittent bouts
of agitation, sense of impending
death, pain, respiratory distress,
shivering, shaking, and chills.”
Similarly, in Mancuso v. Kaleida
Health, 172 A.D.3d 1931 (4th
Dept. 2019), where the decedent’s
condition deteriorated over the
course of several weeks as a
result of excessive medication,
the court found that the jury’s
award of “$1,000,000 for the dece-
dent’s pain and suffering, fear of
death and/or pre-death terror,”
was not excessive. Indeed, fear of
impending death is a significant
component of emotional pain and
suffering in most cases involving
failures to diagnose cancer.
However, the fear of impending
death experienced after an injury
has been sustained is different than
the terror which may be perceived
in anticipation of an injury. Medical

malpractice actions do not easily
fit into the latter, although there
may be factual scenarios which do.
Accordingly, the court in Molina
did not hold that pre-impact or
pre-injury terror can never apply
in a malpractice action. Instead,
it held only that “pre-impact ter-
ror delineated as emotional pain
and suffering as a separate item
of damages is inappropriate in this
medical malpractice and wrongful
death action and would represent
an inappropriate extension of the
law with respect to this issue.” The
court stated:

“Here, where the ‘impact’ was
the decedent’s heart attack, the
damages for emotional pain and
suffering cannot accurately be
characterized as damages for pre-
impact terror, because they were
intended to compensate for the
fear the decedent experienced after
the heart attack occurred in Janu-
ary 2008 at Westchester Medical
Center until his death more than
three years later on Oct. 27,2011, at
Yale-New Haven Hospital. Further,
unlike a motor vehicle accident
where the defendant driver causes
the impact, the WMC defendants
did not cause the decedent’s heart
attack.”

The potential for pre-impact
terror damages to be recoverable
in a medical malpractice action
depends upon the facts and evi-
dence, as well as the ability to
clearly differentiate between pre-
injury fear and post-injury emo-
tional distress. For instance, it is
conceivable that if there had been
evidence in Molina that the dece-
dent became agitated and anxious
based upon a sense that he was
having a medical emergency for
which nothing was being done,
and then he suffered a severe and
damaging heart attack, pre-impact
terror as a separate item of dam-
age may have been viable. In that
circumstance, if timely treatment
would have prevented the heart
attack, the malpractice would be
a proximate cause. However, it
would also require the ability to
clearly differentiate the pre-injury
terror from the pain, suffering, and
emotional distress, including fear
of impending death, experienced
subsequent to and a result of the
heart attack.

It should be noted that the Sec-
ond Department in Molina ended
the opinion, stating that “[t]o the
extent that the Appellate Division,
First Department, determined oth-
erwise in Small v. City of New York,
213 A.D.3d 475, 184 N.Y.S.3d 20, we
decline to follow that decision.” A

review of Small and the briefs sub-
mitted on that appeal reveals that
it was a medical malpractice action
stemming from the failure to prop-
erly monitor the decedent, who
was a prisoner, for toxicity caused
by tuberculosis medication he was
being administered. An autopsy
indicated he died from liver and
multi-organ failure caused by the
medication. There was no claim
of pre-impact or pre-injury terror,
but the verdict sheet did include
fear of impending death as an item
of damage separate from pain and
suffering, and the time period for
both items continued until death.
The First Department held, without
discussion, that “this separate line
item was properly included on the
verdict sheet.”

Submitting fear of impending
death and pain and suffering as
separate should not be prejudi-
cial to a defendant or result in
duplicative awards, provided the
jury instructions clearly delineate
the difference in the nature of the
damages contemplated by each.
Nor is there any risk of prejudice
to a plaintiff if the jury is submitted
a single item for both, so long as
the jury is instructed that fear of
impending death is a component
of pain and suffering.

The more pertinent issue
involves pre-injury terror as a sepa-
rate item from post-injury pain and
suffering, where there is evidence
to support awards for both. As
demonstrated by In re 91st St. Crane
Collapse Litig., having separate
items for such damages can be criti-
cal in assessing the reasonableness
of the awards. However, to treat
them as separate items, there must
be a clear demarcation between the
pre-injury fear, and that which is
experienced as a result of, and after,
the injury. In a medical malpractice
action, this would require evidence
that the patient was aware of an
act or omission by a health care
provider that would likely result in
a grave injury, that it subsequently
caused such an injury, and that the
patient suffered emotional distress
from that awareness prior to suffer-
ing the injury. Potential scenarios
might include the administration
of the wrong medication of which
the patient becomes aware, a delay
in treating anaphylaxis that results
in cardio-respiratory arrest, or a
delay in diagnosing and treating
severe symptomology that ulti-
mately results in a catastrophic
event, like a ruptured aneurysm.
The opinion in Molina should be
instructive as to the viability of
such claims.

Discovery
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when it would be appropriate.
Under Federal Rule of Civil Pro-
cedure 26(c)(1)(B), courts have
discretion to allocate discovery
costs when there is a showing of
“good cause.” The court referenced
a leading case on the topic, the
e-discovery landmark Zubulake
opinion from 2003, which “set forth
various factors to aid courts in ana-
lyzing which party should bear the
cost of electronic discovery.” Id.
at *3. But given that “[t]hese fac-
tors were developed over twenty
years ago in the infancy of elec-
tronic discovery,” prior to even the
2006 amendments to the Federal
Rules that addressed discovery
of ESI, the court concluded that
the factors “are informative, but
are not all directly relevant to the
question of whether a producing
party who wishes a certain level of
data security be provided for data
produced in discovery can require
the receiving party to bear the full
cost of such data security protec-
tions for the duration of the litiga-
tion until the data is destroyed or
returned.” Id.

The court acknowledged that
the receiving party typically

shoulders “the costs of maintain-
ing the security of data and the
risk of a data breach, as each side
will receive data and will need to
protect that data pursuant to the
terms of any protective order and
the level of security and costs will
be similar for both sides.” Id.
Moreover, the financial and repu-
tational risks associated with data
breaches incentivize parties and
attorneys in safeguarding produc-
tions received during discovery.
Even so, the court also recognized
that “there may be some instanc-
es when it is appropriate to shift
certain costs of data security” and
that “there may be different levels
of security needed for different
types of information produced in
a litigation.” Id.

With this in mind, the court set
forth a new test for cost-shifting
for data security measures in dis-
covery:

After careful consideration, the
Court has identified the following,
non-exclusive factors as relevant to
determining whether there is good
cause to shift all or a portion of
costs of data security measures
from the receiving party to the
producing party: 1) the nature of
the information to be protected
and risks and costs associated
with unauthorized disclosure of

such information; 2) the reason-
ableness of the security measures
requested by the producing party
(which can include an evaluation
of the degree of risk mitigated by

quences - including already hav-
ing been breached in this matter,
“Anthem’s concern for the secu-
rity of the data is reasonable and
this factor weighs against shift-

In this latest decision, Judge Parker addressed a critical
aspect of managing data in discovery, and in doing so
raised important considerations for parties, the bench, and

the bar.

the security requested relative to
less costly security measures);
3) the cost of the data security
requested relative to the overall
costs of discovery and amount in
controversy; and 4) relative abil-
ity of the parties to pay the costs
of the security requested by the
producing party. These factors are
not necessarily entitled to the same
weight in every case and should be
balanced based on the particulars
of each case.

Id. Applying these factors, the
court determined that, as to fac-
tor one, since the nature of the
information to be protected is
“medical information and related
personally identifying informa-
tion” of non-parties and that such
information carries a high risk of
cyberattacks with costly conse-

ing the costs of that security to
Anthem.” Id. On factor two relat-
ing to the reasonableness of the
measures, the court stated that
only Anthem provided a techni-
cal opinion as to the importance
of the additional measures and,
as such, it could “not rely on
the representations of lawyers
for the government to conclude
that their proposed safeguards
are sufficient.” Id. at *4. Thus, the
court found that this factor also
weighed against shifting the costs
to Anthem. The court reached
the same conclusion with factor
three concerning the proportion-
ality of costs, finding that the
added annual cost to implement
Anthem’s requested measures
was minimal relative to the mil-
lions of dollars at stake. See Id.

And regarding factor four, the rel-
ative ability of the parties to pay
the costs, the court found that
after comparing the resources
of the parties, this factor slightly
weighed in favor of shifting the
costs to Anthem. See id.

Having reviewed and analyzed
the four factors, the court con-
cluded “that the additional security
measures requested by Anthem
are proportionate to the nature
of the information sought to be
protected, reasonable in light of
the only evidence provided on the
level of security required, and pro-
portionate to the total amount in
controversy and the overall costs
of litigation.” Id. Balancing the fac-
tors, it determined that “the gov-
ernment has not shown good cause
to shift the burden to Anthem to
pay for the additional security
requested” and directed the gov-
ernment to implement Anthem’s
added security measures and bear
the additional costs. Id.

Moving the Law Forward on
Data Security in Discovery

Magistrate Judge Katharine
Parker has issued several key
e-discovery decisions during her
tenure, including a prior ruling in
this matter (frequent readers may

recall our June 4, 2024 column,
“Clone Discovery Must Meet Rel-
evance, Proportionality, Particu-
larity Requirements”). In this lat-
est decision, Parker addressed a
critical aspect of managing data in
discovery, and in doing so raised
important considerations for par-
ties, the bench, and the bar.

First, Anthem underscores the
importance of addressing data
security as part of discovery
practice, emphasizing the need for
parties and judges to be guided by
technology experts to protect sen-
sitive data from potential breaches
and other cyberattacks.

Second, the decision promotes
the inclusion of data security
provisions in protective orders
between parties, highlighting
this as a key issue alongside more
traditional topics often covered
in such agreements. Many prac-
titioners and parties, particularly
those who have experienced data
breaches, may find this approach
beneficial.

Third, by introducing a new test
for cost-shifting of data security
measures in discovery—grounded
in the principles of reasonableness
and proportionality—Judge Parker
provides valuable precedent and
guidance, advancing the law on this
important and timely topic.

Leadership

« Continued from page 3
tion will not bear fruit or it will
balloon in costs. There must be a
process match between the actual
practice activities and the data
being collected so that the result-
ing data set is precise and does
not require additional resources
and spend to remedy qualitative
failures.
Cultivate a Data-centric Cul-
ture: Encouraging a culture
that values data management
as a cornerstone of legal prac-
tice is essential. Training and
resources should be allocated
to ensure that every member
of the team understands the
importance of and contributes
to this collective effort, and
how it will not only benefit the
law firm but their own produc-
tivity and sense of control over
their tasks and work product.

Leverage Technology Strate-
gically: Investing in the right
technology solutions today
can yield significant dividends
if firms, as the saying goes,
“skate to where the puck is
headed.” While Al technology
is developing at a rapid pace,
investing in data solutions will
pay dividends no matter how
Al evolves because the qual-
ity of the data underpins Al
effectiveness.

Redefining the Value of
Data in Litigation

The proposal to focus on future
data management is not merely a
theoretical exercise; it’s a practi-
cal solution that aligns with the
realities of the legal profession.
By eschewing the conventional
wisdom that calls for an exhaus-
tive reorganization of past cases,
law firms can achieve a dual objec-
tive: enhancing today’s productiv-

ity while preparing for tomorrow’s
technological advances.

This strategy offers a path for-
ward that is both cost-effective and
less daunting than the perceived
need to overhaul existing data
repositories. It demystifies the pro-
cess of preparing for Al, making it
an achievable goal rather than an
insurmountable challenge.

Conclusion: A Call
To Action for Litigators

The integration of Al across the
litigation lifecycle is not a distant
future; it’s an imminent reality. Five
years ago, the practice of litigation
did not have such an ardent cata-
lyst for change. But today, the liti-
gation profession stands at a true
crossroads, with the opportunity
to lead in the digital transformation
race by adopting a forward-looking
data management strategy:.

By focusing on the quality
and structure of future data, law

firms can not only improve their
current operations and ben-
efit from increases in productiv-
ity today but also ensure they
are poised to leverage the full
potential of Al and capitalize on
the Moneyball moment on the
horizon.

Law firms shouldn’t view the
preparation for Al as an expen-
sive, daunting task. Instead, it’s
an opportunity to revolutionize
practices, enhance productivity,
and future-proof the profession.
The time to act is now, and the path
forward is clear: prioritize future
data management to unlock the
transformative potential of Al in
litigation.

Daily columns in the Law Journal report devel-
opments in laws affecting medical malpractice,
immigration, equal employment opportunity,
pensions, personal-injury claims, communica-
tions and many other areas.

DoNotPay

« Continued from page 5

New York traffic court case, and
offered $1 million to any lawyer who
would repeat a DoNotPay chatbot’s
outputs verbatim in arguing a case
before the U.S. Supreme Court.

The offer was widely panned
by the legal market, with many
pointing to the high court’s poli-
cies on electronics and the well-
documented limitations of genera-
tive Al chatbots.

By late January 2023, DoNotPay
announced that it would discon-
tinue the nonconsumer legal rights
products it offers, including those
that help users draft demand let-
ters and certain agreements, and
focus on nonlegal tasks such as
helping consumers cancel sub-
scriptions and handle bills.

The company’s troubles, how-
ever, did not end there. In March
2023, DoNotPay was hit with a class

action complaint under California’s
Unfair Competition Law alleging
that it engaged in the unauthor-
ized practice of law. The company
settled the case a few months later.

According to the FTC complaint,
The State Bar of California also
sent a cease-and-desist letter to
DoNotPay in June 2023, arguing
that its service was an unauthor-
ized practice of law. In response,
the company erased mentions to
a “Robot Lawyer” and the phrase
“sue anyone” from its websites and
social media, and removed all prod-
ucts that generate legal documents.

However, the FTC complaint
noted, “Notwithstanding these rep-
resentations to the California Bar, the
DoNotPay website and social media
account continued to promote the
Service as the ‘World’s First Robot
Lawyer’ and advertise ‘sue anyone’
claims.”

I
@ ‘ Rhys Dipshan can be reached at
rdipshan@alm.com.

Questions? Tips? Contact our news desk: editorialnylj@alm.com




8 | TUESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2024

Nen Pork Late Jouenal | NYLJ.COM

Outside Counsel / Technology Today

Injuries
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den of establishing that the plain-
tiff did not sustain a serious injury
under the “loss of fetus” category
by submitting the plaintiff’s medi-
cal records and deposition testi-
mony, which provided extremely
limited evidence and failed to
prove any causation between the
accident and the plaintiff’s miscar-
riage, especially in light of other
health risk factors, such as her his-
tory and current condition of head-
ache, hypertension and fatigue.
Plaintiff’s claim of atypical
chest pain, benign hypertension
and exacerbation of any and all
pre-existing conditions as a result
of the accident was never diag-
nosed by any doctor, specialist,
medication or treatment plan, and
her medical records included no
mention whatsoever of any treat-
ment recommendations of these
claims. Moreover, there was no
specific record of the plaintiff
being treated for fatigue, depres-
sion or anxiety by a psychiatrist
or psychologist as a result of the
accident.

Permanent Loss of Use

Under §5102(d) of the New York
State Insurance Law, to qualify as a
serious injury the “permanent loss
of use” must be total. Injuries that
are partial, regardless of being per-
manent, do not qualify as “serious
injuries” under the “permanent loss
of use” category.

In Ott v. Gonzalez, No. 1:20-
CV-497 (W.D.N.Y. 2022) plaintiff
claimed she sustained serious inju-
ries including “a twisted muscle in
her left shoulder that affects her
arm, a blood tumor on her spine,
psychological injuries, including
anxiety, and persisting substantial
pain in her arm,” as a result of the
accident.

Plaintiff further alleged a perma-
nent and significant loss of the use
of her left arm, claiming she was
unable to lift her arm to a position
that is above her head or higher
than her shoulders since the acci-
dent; and that her left hand suf-
fered a permanent loss of strength
and ability to grasp items for any
time longer than extremely short
periods. As a result of these alleg-
edly severe injuries, she was even-
tually “forced” to undergo carpal
tunnel surgery, which proved inef-
fective, as her problems of weak-
ness and loss of use of her left hand
continued to persist.

The plaintiff’s own treating chi-
ropractor concluded that plaintiff
“should not be considered dis-
abled at this time,” and stated
plaintiff’s injuries would “not
result in significant disfigurement
or permanent disability.” Accord-
ingly, the court found that because
there was no evidence that plain-
tiff suffered a total loss of use of
her left arm or hand or any other
body part, defendants demon-
strated plaintiff did not suffer a
total loss of use of a body organ,
member, function, or system.
Again, plaintiff’s own physician
report provided the basis for the
defendant’s summary judgment
motion on serious injury.

In Diaby v. Rodriguez, No.
609758/20 (Sup. Ct. 2023) plain-
tiff claimed he sustained serious
injuries to his right knee, bilateral
shoulders, right hip, neck, and
back as a result of an incident
where defendants, who owned
and operated a truck, “caught”
and “dragged” a shopping cart into
plaintiff, and the impact “pushed”

or “squeezed” the plaintiff into his
Minivan, as he was loading his gro-
ceries. The court found that the
plaintiff failed to raise a triable
issue of fact as to the permanent
loss of use category, considering
there was no evidence that plaintiff
sustained a “total loss of use” of
any affected body part.

The defendant’s expert witness,
an orthopedic surgeon, opined in
his affirmed report that there was
no objective evidence of ongoing
disability, impairment, permanen-
cy, or residuals related to the sub-
ject accident, noting that the plain-
tiff “exhibited full range of motion
of the affected areas except for the
right shoulder, which revealed a
mild 6% restriction.”

Permanent Consequential
Limitation of Use

In order to prove a claim of seri-
ous injury under the “permanent
consequential limitation of use of a
body organ or member” category,
a plaintiff must present evidence
that she suffered a permanent limi-
tation that, though not total, is of
sufficient severity to be deemed
consequential in comparison to
her prior non-injured condition.
Ruffin v. Rana, No. 11 CV 5406
(MHD) (S.D.N.Y. 2013). A claimed
limitation is “consequential,” if a
plaintiff has demonstrated that
it is “important or significant.”
Vega v. Gomez, No. 11 CV 212 (VB)
(S.D.N.Y. 2012).

In Alim v. United States, No.
21-cv-2234 (LJL) (S.D.N.Y. 2023) the
taxicab driver plaintiff brought suit
against the United States, alleging
he sustained permanent conse-
quential limitations to his cervical
spine, lumbar spine, right knee, and
left knee when he was rear-ended
by a USPS truck. Though plaintiff’s
own treating physician measured
plaintiff’s ranges of motion of his
cervical spine and noted irregulari-
ties within his flexion, extension,
and rotation range(s) of motion,
these measurements were con-
ducted through visual inspection,
rather than measured through a
goniometer, which is a more accu-
rate method of measuring ranges
of motion.

In contrast to the plaintiff’s doc-
tor’s findings, the government’s
expert witness, an orthopedic sur-
geon, characterized the ranges of
motion recorded by the plaintiff’s
doctor as “slightly limited, not sub-
stantial.” “[N]ormal to near-normal
range of motion [does] not qualify
as serious injury.” See Rose v. Tall,
52 N.Y.S. 3d 339 (1st Dept. 2017).
The government’s expert wit-
ness’ examination revealed that
the plaintiff was neurologically
intact, had full strength in his arms
and legs, and could walk and get
on and off of the exam table nor-
mally. The court thus disregarded
the plaintiff’s doctor’s testimony as
not credible or convincing, giving
weight to the government’s expert
witness and concluding there was
no evidence plaintiff suffered any
consequential limitation to his cer-
vical spine.

The court found that the plain-
tiff did not sustain consequential
limitation of his lumbar spine as a
result of the subject accident, con-
sidering the plaintiff’s own treating
physician diagnosed plaintiff with
a sprain/strain to his lumbar spine
and traumatic myofascitis, neither
of which qualify as a consequential
or permanent limitation. “A spinal
sprain/strain—which is identical
to traumatic myofascitis—is col-
loquially known as whiplash; it is
not an injury to the structure of
the spine.”

The government’s expert fur-
ther testified credibly that there
were no disc bulges on the lumbar
spine and that plaintiff has “a very
healthy, normal lumbar spine,”
thus concluding that plaintiff did
not suffer any limitations on his
lumbar spine whatsoever. Although
one of the medical experts found
some minor limitations in the plain-
tiff’s spinal range of motion, the
court held that those findings did
not undermine the expert’s con-
clusion that the plaintiff suffered

ered significant within the mean-
ing of a serious injury claim under
§5102(d).

In Wright v. Wilson, 182 N.Y.S.3d
438 (4th Dept. 2022) the court
found the plaintiff to have suf-
fered merely “minor, mild or slight
limitation[s] of use” with respect to
her left shoulder and cervical and
lumbar spine; concluding that the
plaintiff failed to satisfy the signifi-
cant limitation of use category of
her serious injury claim when she
suffered only temporary muscle

Under §5102(d) of the New York State Insurance Law, to
qualify as a serious injury the “permanent loss of use” must
be total. Injuries that are partial, regardless of being perma-
nent, do not qualify as “serious injuries” under the “perma-

nent loss of use” category.

only resolved sprains and that his
injuries did not amount to a per-
manent or significant limitation of
use of his spine.

Lastly, the court found that the
plaintiff suffered no consequen-
tial limitation to his right nor left
knee. The court again disregarded
the testimony of one of the plain-
tiff’s treating physicians, finding
his opinion was not credible and
deserving of no weight, consider-
ing he relied on visual inspection
and “eyeballed it” when conduct-
ing range of motion testing on
plaintiff’s right knee. In regards
to examination of the knees, the
only expert the court deemed both
credible and deserving of signifi-
cant weight, based his findings on
areview of the MRI images, which
showed “only chronic injury to the
right knee and no clinically signifi-
cant structural injuries, concluding
there was no objective evidence
that there were any structural
injuries sustained” in plaintiff’s
right knee as a result of the sub-
ject accident.

Significant Limitation

Where a plaintiff claims that
they sustained a serious injury aris-
ing from “significant limitation of
use of a body function or system,”
the determination of whether the
limitation is “significant” involves a
determination of the degree of qual-
itative nature of an injury based on
the normal function, purpose, and
use of the body part.

In Fils-Aime v. Hossan, 172
N.Y.S.3d 718 (2d Dept. 2022) the
plaintiff’'s own doctor found plain-
tiff had decreased range of motion
in his left knee and left shoulder
as compared to the right knee and
right shoulder, concluding that
plaintiff had sustained significant
limitations of several planes of his
left knee and left shoulder motion,
continuing from the date of the
accident. The plaintiff’s doctor fur-
ther classified these limitations as
permanent and significant in their
effect on plaintiff’s ability to per-
form any activities requiring any
significant movement of his arm
above his head, such as “reach-
ing for an object on a high shelf
or combing his hair, or significant
bending or flexing of his left knee,
such as tying his shoes or picking
something up off_the floor.”

However, plaintiff’s doctor did
not provide plaintiff’s normal rang-
es of motion; and comparison to
normal range of motion is required
to establish whether decreased
range is significant under the no-
fault statute. The court held the
plaintiff had not demonstrated
the alleged decreased ranges of
motion were more than “minor,
mild or slight” so as to be consid-

strains, rather than any signifi-
cant injury to her nervous system,
shoulder, or spine as a result of the
subject accident.

In Dinc v. Shalesi, 172 N.Y.S.3d
713 (2d Dept. 2022) the defen-
dant provided competent medi-
cal evidence establishing, prima
facie, that the alleged injuries to
the plaintiff’s cervical and lum-
bar spine and right knee did not
constitute serious injuries under
either the permanent consequen-
tial limitation of use or significant
limitation of use categories. The
report conducted by the plain-
tiff’s chiropractor was insufficient
considering it failed to identify the
method utilized to measure range
of motion, as well as failed to pro-
vide the normal range of motion,
which is necessary for the plaintiff
to show in raising a triable issue
of fact under the significant limita-
tion category. The necessary key
language in the plaintiff’s physician
report is a comparison to the “nor-
mal range of motion.”

Gap in Treatment

The court of Appeals has held
that dismissal is warranted when
gaps in medical treatment interrupt
the chain of causation between the
accident and the claimed injury.
Pommells v. Perez, 4 N.Y.3d 566
(2005). Under precedent, the plain-
tiff has the burden to explain these
gaps in treatment. Following the
establishment of the Pommells rule,
the Court of Appeals has clarified
that this burden is not a very dif-
ficult one to satisfy as a bare asser-
tion of fact explaining the gap in
treatment, even without eviden-
tiary proof, is likely sufficient. See
Ramkumar v. Grand Style Transp.
Enters., 21 N.Y.3d 923 (2013).

In Osorio v. Punjab Enterprise
Inc., 187N.Y.S.3d 35 (1st Dept. 2023)
the First Department held that an
unexplained gap [over a year]
“between completion of physical
therapy and the time [plaintiff]
next saw a doctor for her neck
injury” was pertinent in establish-
ing defendant’s prima facie case.

In Biondo v. Ornoch, 200 N.Y.S.3d
757 (2023) although the plaintiff
submitted a medical report that
supported her claim of serious
injury to her lumbar spine, includ-
ing an annular tear at L2-1.3, L3-L4
and a disc herniation at L5-S1, the
court found this report was ren-
dered speculative due to plaintiff’s
unexplained two-month delay in
seeking treatment following the
subject accident, and two signifi-
cant several-year gaps between
treatment.

The plaintiff’s second gap in
treatment, though not supported
through evidentiary proof, was suc-
cessfully explained by the plaintiff

who stated she had to care for her
terminally ill mother, which suf-
ficed under the Pommels / Ram-
kumar standard. The duration of
the second gap in treatment was
unaccounted for, as the exact date
of plaintiff’s mother’s death was not
provided but indicated in plaintiff’s
Affirmation in Opposition, to have
occurred “shortly after” plaintiff
took on her caregiver role.

Plaintiff’s third gap in treatment,
which began after her mother’s
death, marking the end of her
responsibility to care for her moth-
er, was not adequately addressed.
The plaintiff provided no explana-
tion as to why she failed to resume
treatment for her alleged persisting
injuries following the termination
of her caregiver responsibilities,
thus amounting to a “cessation of
treatment.”

In Rodriguez v. Moss, 204 N.Y.S.3d
95 (1st Dept. 2024) the defendant
identified an eight-year gap in plain-
tiff’s treatment after ceasing all con-
servative treatment nine months
post-accident, shifting the burden
to the plaintiff to offer a reasonable
explanation for the discontinuation
of treatment.

The court held that the plain-
tiff failed to adequately explain
her eight-year gap in treatment,
starting nine months after her
accident, and considered the gap
to render the opinion of plaintiff’s
medical expert, who examined
plaintiff nearly eight years after the
accident, to be speculative “as to
the permanency, significance, and
causation of the claimed injuries.”
The court granted the defendant’s
motion for summary judgment
dismissing the complaint on the
ground that plaintiff did not sustain
a serious injury under Insurance
Law §5102(d).

90/180 Days

Insurance Law §5102(d) also
defines serious injury as an injury
that prevents the injured person
from performing substantially all of
the material acts which constitute
such person’s usual and customary
daily activities for not less than 90
days during the 180 days immedi-
ately following the occurrence of
the injury.

In Burgess v. Avignon Taxi, LLC,
181 N.Y.S.3d 39 (1st Dept. 2022) the
court found the plaintiff motorist
did not suffer serious injury to
his cervical or lumbar spine with
regard to his 90/180 day claim
after the plaintiff indicated that
he returned to work two weeks
after the accident and was never
confined to bed or home. The
plaintiff lacked medical records
that substantiated his claim that
he was unable to perform activities
of daily living during the relevant
time period, as required under the
90/180 day category.

In Flores v. Bergtraum, No.
22-260-cv (2d Cir. 2023) the court
found there was an absence of
evidence supporting a 90/180 day
injury or long-term serious injury
as a result of the accident, the
plaintiff alleged to have suffered
serious injury to her neck, back
and knees, after she was struck
by the defendant’s vehicle as she
was crossing the street.

On appeal, the court affirmed
the judgment of the District Court,
citing the lack of evidence support-
ing plaintiff’s claim of a 90/180 day
injury when plaintiff testified that
she returned to work one day
after the accident and was able to
continue some household tasks
immediately following the accident.
These facts indicated, at most, a
“slight curtailment” of plaintiff’s

daily routine in the first six months
following the accident, which is
insufficient in satisfying a prima
facie claim of a 90/180 day injury.

In Howell v. Merced, 168 N.Y.S.3d
678 (Sup. Ct. 2022) the plaintiff
failed to meet the criteria required
for the 90/180 day category, where
she claimed to have allegedly suf-
fered serious injury(s) to her left
knee, right knee, left shoulder and
right shoulder following a motor
vehicle accident. The defendant
made a prima facie showing by
referencing plaintiff’s testimony
that immediately following the
subject accident she missed one
week of work, where she was
employed as a cashier; returning
to work within the first 90 days fol-
lowing her accident. “[T]he ability
to return to work may be said to
support a legitimate inference that
the plaintiff must have been able
to perform at least most of [her]
usual and customary daily activi-
ties.” Correa v Saifuddin, 95 AD3d
407 (1st Dept. 2012).

A motion to dismiss for failure
to establish a serious injury under
Insurance Law §5102(d) requires a
solid evidentiary basis. Often times
the factual basis of the motion can
be found in the plaintiff’s medical
records and in their own expert
physician’s reports. As in all sum-
mary judgment motions, a careful
review of the plaintiff’s history,
deposition, prior accidents and
preexisting conditions is essential
to the success of these motions.

Previous Accidents,
Preexisting Conditions

Where defendants present evi-
dence of preexisting degenera-
tive conditions causing the same
injuries alleged by the plaintiff,
the plaintiff bears the burden of
showing that the injuries were not
caused by the preexisting condi-
tion. A serious injury is not proxi-
mately caused by an automobile
accident where the injured plaintiff
had been involved in a prior acci-
dent that was proven to cause the
injuries claimed as a result of the
subject accident.

The plaintiff in Lemieux v. Horn,
176 N.Y.S.3d 737 (3d Dept. 2022)
failed to provide objective medi-
cal evidence distinguishing his
preexisting back condition from
its purported exacerbation as a
result of the motor vehicle acci-
dent. The plaintiff failed to tie his
diminished ranges of motion five
years post-accident to the sub-
ject accident. The plaintiff’s prior
degenerative back problems fur-
ther evidenced the absence of a
causal link between any exacer-
bation of his preexisting injuries
and the self-reported limitations on
his activities as documented in his
90/180 day claim.

The Third Department affirmed
the Supreme Court’s ruling, finding
that the plaintiff’s alleged dimin-
ished ranges of motion five years
post-accident were not shown to be
caused by the accident as opposed
to plaintiff’s prior degenerative
back problems, and thus he had
not sustained a serious injury as
required under §5102(d).

The court in lannillo v. Felber-
baum, 156 N.Y.S.3d 500 (3d Dept.
2021) found that the plaintiff
motorist did not suffer serious
injury caused by the subject motor
vehicle accident after medical evi-
dence indicated that the plaintiff
had preexisting conditions in her
cervical and lumbar spine, including
disc herniation and bulging, result-
ing from her involvement in a prior
automobile accident that caused
injuries to her whole back.

Revenue
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decisions. Traditional personal-
ity and behavioral assessments,
while long-standing tools in the
business world, often fall short
in delivering actionable insights.
Modern organizations need more
than just data; they require clear
guidance on optimal role place-
ment, targeted training and coach-
ing strategies, and effective team
compositions.

Leveraging Data to Maximize
Your Training Investment

Behavioral assessments have
gained traction recently as firms
seek to identify individuals with
the skills and attributes needed to
generate revenue. These platforms
can quickly give firms an informa-
tional leg up on placing attorneys in
the right revenue-generating roles.

They can quickly identify strengths
and opportunities that feed train-
ing and customized continuing
education.

Analyzing Training and
Coaching to Expose Gaps

Analyzing training and coach-
ing programs is vital for exposing
and addressing performance gaps
within a firm. Research under-
scores that thoroughly evaluating
these programs can reveal dis-
crepancies between current skills
and required competencies, lead-
ing to more effective coaching pro-
grams. As an example, an attorney
may be an outstanding business
developer and excellent in front
of the media. However, a behav-
ioral assessment tool may expose
they are not ideal as a closer. This
data helps firms decide to pair
this person with someone who
demonstrates traits of a closer,
complimenting their natural skills

and making both people more
efficient at bringing in business.

As another example, a firm may
spend $50,000 to send 20 people
to a conference. But if their behav-
ioral traits do not indicate they are
a strong fit for lead generation and
closing deals, chances are the ROI
for the $50,000 will fall markedly
short.

In today’s competitive legal
landscape, law firms are looking
to maximize business development
and growth while keeping attor-
neys engaged with client demands
and billing hours. Firms must
embrace data-driven technologies
to fuel efficiency and remain com-
petitive. By leveraging behavioral
assessments and other data-driven
tools, they can improve employee
performance and enhance client
satisfaction. As the legal industry
continues to evolve, the firms that
can effectively harness the power
of data will be best positioned for
long-term success.

Buying
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are glad to pick up the bill where
historically, the law firm is picking
up the bill.”

Focusing on User Design

The webinar speakers said
they’'ve seen law firms have the
most success with, and are most
interested in, legal technology that
is highly specialized for a firm and
designed specifically for lawyers.

“The companies that we're
seeing that are in-market, that are
[doing successfully] right now is
focusing on a spectacular user
experience that’s very tailored to a
specific role, to a specific project,”
Posner said.

Um added that the best solu-
tions she has seen are pointed at
specific problems lawyers face
and executed holistically. If other

please contact: Shawn Phillps
Phone: 215-557-2340 - sphillips@alm.com

companies take this process into
account, she said, “we’re going
to see experimentation with lots
of different kinds of ways to plug
in or layer Al onto human work-
flows.”

The Building Versus Buying
Software Determination

When it comes to deciding
whether to buy or build gen Al pow-
ered solutions, firms must consider
the cost, the capabilities, and the
time spent adopting and building,
among other factors.

However, the different costs of
building vs building software are
hard to determine because met-
rics are limited. Still, LegalTech
Hub COO Jeroen Plink is a firm
believer that there is “very little
competitive edge” law firms gain
when they invest millions of dollars
into building a product that hasn’t
been used and tested among the
masses.

LITIGATION SUPPORT SERVICES

To advertise Litigation Support Services and to receive advertising information,

Posner added that many firms
do not realize that once they build
their software, it requires regular
upkeep and updates which can go
unnoticed or add up in cost.

On the contrary, Um argued
that in order for legal profession-
als to become “future-proof” and
well-informed buyers, they should
experiment first with building tech-
nology products if their firms can
afford it.

“[Firms] need to build sandbox-
es, they need to build safe spaces
for lawyer-adjacent teams and
practicing lawyers to understand
how to plug in technology to their
work,” Um said.

I
@ ‘ Ella Sherman can be reached at
esherman@alm.com.

Have a Move to Announce?

E-mail potential “On the Move” items to
pkane@alm.com
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EEOC

« Continued from page 2

the aggrieved individual com-
plained to the company that a man-
ager revealed to other employees
that she is transgender. After she
was outed, co-workers repeatedly
referred to her as a male and used
male pronouns. The suit claims
that the co-workers’ conduct by
prompted a customer to comment
about the aggrieved individual,
who is also Black, with offense
terms for Blacks and gays. She was
fired after complaining to a man-
ager about the harassment, the
suit claims.

In the Western District of New
York, the EEOC brought suit
against hotel operators Boxwood
Hotels, Sandalwood Hotels, Star
Hotels, Bradford Hotel, Hamburg
Hotel, Hamburg Lodging, Falls
Hotel and Rosewood Hotels.
The companies, which operate
properties under names such as
Holiday Inn Express, Hampton Inn
& Suites and La Quinta Inn, sub-
jected employee Dylan Bringuel
to a hostile work environment
because of Bringuel’s transgender
status.

Bringuel, who worked as a
housekeeper, was subject to
slurs, antitransgender state-
ments and misgendering and
Bringuel’s manager laughed and
terminated Bringuel after Bringuel
reported the harassment, the suit
claims.

In Minnesota federal court,
the EEOC sued the St. Cloud-area
YMCA over alleged sexual harass-
ment of female employees. The
suit says a manager repeatedly
propositioned an employee for

sex, which was unwelcome, and
subjected others, including teen-
agers, to offensive and inappropri-
ate sexual comments about their
bodies.

In Maryland federal court, the
agency sued DR Horton over
alleged disability discrimination
against a worker with neuropathy
that made it uncomfortable for her
to drive a car. The employee, Afiya
Watkins, a sales representative for
new homes, sought accommoda-
tion of her disability in the form of
an assignment to a worksite close
to her home. But the company
assigned Watkins to a worksite
that was a two-hour drive from
her home, subjecting her to severe
pain from the long commute, the
suit claims.

In Oklahoma Northern District
Court, the EEOC sued Urologic
Specialists of Oklahoma on behalf
of Juliann Walling over its failure
to accommodate her pregnancy-
related limitations. Walling, a
medical assistant, had a job that
required her to spend most of
her time on her feet, but while
pregnant she experienced swell-
ing in her legs and feet, the suit
claims.

On June 27, 2023, when the
PWFA went into effect, Walling
again asked her bosses for an
accommodation but was placed
on unpaid leave. Later, after she
delivered her baby, Walling dis-
cussed returning to work but when
she asked for lactation breaks
every two hours, she was told
she could not be guaranteed she
would be provided breaks, the suit
says.

In Alabama Northern District
Court, the agency sued Polaris
Industries over alleged preg-

nancy discrimination. The charg-
ing party worked on an electric
vehicle assembly line and noti-
fied her employer that she was
pregnant when she was hired, the
EEOC said.

During the employee’s 60-day
probationary period, she was not
allowed to take sick leave, but
she missed time from work due
to nausea, swelling feet, aching
joints and gestational diabetes,
the suit claimed. Anyone with more
than two unexcused absences
during the probationary period
was subject to termination, the
suit said.

She asked to have her work
schedule limited to 40 hours per
week, and a company occupational
nurse approved the request, but
the human resources manager
refused to accommodate that
request, the suit claimed.

In the Eastern District of Ten-
nessee, the EEOC sued Shimmick
Corp. over allegedly retaliating
against an employee for participat-
ing in an investigation into gender
bias. The company gave a woman
employee, Lindsey Potts, fewer
hours and ultimately terminated her
for participating in an investigation
that was prompted by complaints
from another woman employee, the
suit claims.

Shimmick is a construction
company that is the prime con-
tractor on the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers Chickamauga Lock
Replacement Project in Chatta-
nooga, Tennessee, the suit says.
Potts was subject to gender-based
slurs from male employees at the
jobsite, the suit claims.

|
@ ‘ Charles Toutant can be reached at
ctoutant@alm.com.

Disciplinary Proceeding

Matter of Ethan Ruby,
an attorney
and counselor-atlaw

Motion No. 2024-03093

Appellate Division,
First Department

Kennedy, J.P, Shulman,
Pitt-Burke, Higgitt, Levy, JJ.

Decided: September 19, 2024

Jorge Dopico, Chief Attorney,
Attorney Grievance Committee,
New York (Jun H. Lee, Esq., of
counsel), for petitioner.

Michael S. Ross, Esq., for respon-
dent.

—lnnenm—

Per curiam—Respondent Ethan
Ruby was admitted to the practice
of law in the State of New York
by the First Judicial Department
on March 28, 2022. At all times
relevant to this proceeding, he
maintained an office for the prac-
tice of law within the First Judicial
Department.

In February 2024, petitioner
Attorney Grievance Committee
(the Committee) filed a notice of
petition and petition of charges
alleging that respondent was guilty
of professional misconduct, in vio-
lation of the Rules of Professional
Conduct (22 NYCRR 1200.0) rules
8.4(b) and 8.4(h), based on his
conviction for assault in the third
degree, a class A misdemeanor (see
Penal Law §120.00[1]), and request-
ing that respondent be disciplined
pursuant to Judiciary Law §90(2)
and Rules for Attorney Disciplinary
Matters (22 NYCRR) §1240.8.

The Committee and respondent
now jointly move under 22 NYCRR
1240.8(a)(5) for an order imposing
discipline by consent. The parties
request that respondent be sus-
pended from the practice of law
for nine months and participate in
the New York Lawyer Assistance
Program for one year.

The Rules for Attorney Dis-
ciplinary Matters provide that,
at any time after the Committee
files a petition alleging profes-
sional misconduct against an
attorney, the parties may file
a joint motion requesting the
imposition of discipline by
consent, which must include a
stipulation of facts, the respon-
dent’s conditional admission of
acts of professional misconduct
and specific rules or standards
of conduct violated, any relevant
aggravating and mitigating fac-
tors, and an agreed-upon disci-
plinary sanction (see 22 NYCRR
1240.8[a][5][i]). If the motion is
granted, the Court must issue
a decision imposing discipline
upon the respondent based
on the stipulated facts and as
agreed upon in the joint motion.

In support of the motion, the
parties have submitted a joint
affirmation containing a stipula-
tion of facts and an affidavit from
respondent in which he condition-
ally admits that he violated the
above-mentioned Rules of Profes-
sional Conduct, and consents freely
and voluntarily to the agreed-upon
discipline, without coercion or
duress and with his full awareness
of the consequences of consenting
to such discipline.

The parties have stipulated to
the following facts.

After a night out fueled by
alcohol and cocaine, respondent
repeatedly struck his then-girl-
friend and threw a glass vase at
her, causing injury.

Respondent pled guilty to
assault in the third degree, and
received a conditional discharge
that included a full and final order
of protection in favor of respon-
dent’s girlfriend for a period of
five years and monitoring by the
court for a minimum of 12 months.
Respondent has complied with
the conditions of his plea agree-
ment, which included successful
completion of a 26-week Abusive
Partner Intervention Program; 12
months of individualized counsel-
ing, sexual behavior treatment,

and substance abuse treatment;
and refraining from posting about
or referring to the girlfriend on
social media.

With respect to factors in mitiga-
tion, the parties agree that respon-
dent was a young, newly-admitted
attorney with no prior disciplinary
history; that he has a history of
attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder; that he has completed
a six-month Abusive Partner Inter-
vention Program and has consis-
tently seen a therapist; that he has
expressed remorse and contrition;
that he timely self-reported his con-
viction; and that he has cooperated
with the Committee’s investigation.

With respect to factors in aggra-
vation, the parties agree that
there were previous incidences of
domestic violence involving injury
and the threat of physical violence
to the former girlfriend.

While this court has imposed
far lengthier terms of suspension
for assault convictions involving
the domestic abuse of a romantic
partner (see Matter of Zulandt, 93
AD3d 77 [1st Dept 2012]; Matter
of Jacoby, 86 AD3d 330 [1st Dept
2011]), respondent’s conduct here
was not as egregious as and did not
persist for as long as the conduct
underlying those matters. Further,
it cannot be said that respondent’s
conduct was truly aberrational,
so as to warrant a sanction lesser
than that proposed by the par-
ties (see Matter of Cherkasky, 183
AD3d 42 [1st Dept 2020]; Matter
of Walker, 181 AD3d 62 [1st Dept
20207]). We therefore find that the
sanction proposed by the parties
is acceptable, considering all facts
and circumstances in aggravation
and mitigation.

Accordingly, the parties’ joint
motion for discipline by consent
should be granted and respondent
is suspended for a period of nine
months, and until further order
of this Court, with supervision by
the New York Lawyer Assistance
Program for one year. The Commit-
tee’s petition of charges should be
denied as moot.

All concur.
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court
Calendars

First Department

—ANEEpEEEE—

APPELLATE
DIVISION

CALENDAR FOR
THE OCTOBER TERM

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

2P.M.

19/5417 People v. Vincent
Hanemann

24/2941AIG Property v. MTS Power
Systems

23/5645 H., Tyra v. Tariq M.

23/6793 Giuffre v. Oh

23/3425 Rodriguez v. Riverside
Center

23/5024 Koretz v. 363 East 76th St

22/5792 People v. Jose Perez

23/3172 State Farm v. Equinox
Physical Therapy

23/3968 Landa v. Friedman

24/640 Marshall v. City of NY

19/5058 People v. Angel Ramos

24/2623(2) Bapaz NYC v. Assa
Properties

24/3704 Porter v. Bachner

24/370(2) U.S. Bank v. Mave Hotel

23/5605 609 Realty v. NYS Division
of Housing

24/1878 Allen v. Allen

23/3967N Timoyanis v. Zhongmeng
(US.A) Co.

24/408N Acosta-Romero v. Fong

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

2 P.M.

22/1872 People v. Domingo Rivera

24/1577 Mehmeti v. Karlin

24/920A., Khiara

24/1853 Juman v. Cape Church

23/3690 Employers Insurance v.
Dominion Insurance

22/3365 People v. Junior Colin

23/4487 Patterson Belknap v.
HoganWillig, PLLC

23/5417ACP Housing v. ABJ Milano

24/1110 Spicer v. Garda World

23/3854 De Souza v. Hudson Yard
Construction

23/4475 People v. Deashae Calhoun

24/335 Espinal v. MPI Management

23/4912 Bertram v. Metropolitan
Transportation

24/2812(2) Jones v. Jacobs

23/6521 Perez v. City of NY

23/2379N Dziura v. Human
Development Association

23/6019(2)N Barons Media v.
Shapiro Legal Group

THURSDAY, OCT. 3

2P.M.

19/2561 People v. Harvey
Zimmerman

23/2252 East 85th Garage v. NYC
Dept. of Buildings

23/4511(2) L., Tashawnda v.
Ladarius P.

23/2724 Orenstein v. 301 E. 78 St.

23/3676 Krohn v. Reyes

19/5232 People v. Ibrahim Bah

24/950 French v. NYS Dept. of Labor

24/2787Macauley v. New Line
Structures

23/5274 Zhong Lun Law Firm LLC v.
Zhong Lun Law Firm

23/4499 People v. Lockett Curtis

23/4867 Yarusso v. Sewell

24/1881 Noyack Medical v. Osk IX

24/2610Rivera v. F & S Contracting

23/5329 Tibbs v. De’Longhi America

23/5368N Parker v. Trustees of the
Spence School

24/710N Bey v. City of NY

23/3953N Grgurev v. Licul

TUESDAY, OCT. 8

2P.M.

22/5122 People v. John Curtis

23/3150 Anonymous v. Anonymous

23/6072 0., Olivia

24/1465DeOleo v. 90 Fifth Owner

18/2149 People v. Jamie Guerrero

23/4115 Protetch v. Jocar Realty

23/4432 Starnella v. Ganti

23/448 People v. Miracle Wilkins

23/6390(2) Gilchrist v. Your First
Home

24/2447 Innovative Securities v.
OBEX Securities

22/2008 People v. Austin Johnson

24/169 Ocean Trails v. MLN TopCo

23/6456 Commissioners State Ins.
v. Z Builders Assoc.

24/743 Pena v. Rhodes 2

23/2802 Wykstra v. 304-306 East
83rd

23/4804N Messer v. Hughes

24/1005N Orellana v. 115
Enterprises Group

24/869(2)NAntoniello v. Santelmo

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 9

2P.M.

23/1425 People v. Darren
Cassanova

24/105 Good Gateway v. Thakkar

22/4782C., Stephanie v. Ricardo E.

24/27 Adebanjo v. Johnson

23/6237 Jera-Salazar v. 250 Park

23/163 People v. Jair Garcia

23/5694 Ganieva v. Black

23/6575 Williams v. Mount Sinai
Health System

24/3079 OH 126th St. Housing v.
Berkley Insurance

23/3946 Melikov v. 66 Overlook
Terrace

18/2387 People v. Feliks Kayumov

23/2984 Ingram, Yuzek v. McCullar

23/5509 Davis v. YMCA

24/2729Fouad v. Milton Hershey
School

23/5010 ARCPE1 v. Public Service
Mutual

23/4477 People v. Elik Johnson

23/5414N Aristocrat Plastic v. Silva

23/2865N Farrell Limousine v.
Macro Consultants

THURSDAY, OCT. 10

2P.M.

19/3962 People v. Marcos Cruceta
Castillo

23/4935 Saquisili v. Harlem Urban
Dev.

23/1803 M., Denim

23/3728 H. W., by Guardian v. NYC
Dept. of Housing

23/2172 Ortiz v. Country Beer

23/3771 People v. Eli Kirlew

23/5190 Thorobird Grand v. M.
Melnick & Co.

23/2419 Delcid v. Park Ave

24/3815Ruiz v. BOP 245 Park

23/4857 People v. Christopher
Hernandez

24/3740 International Business v.
GlobalFoundries

23/4712 Celestine v. Bonte

23/5700 Adler Windows v.
Freidheim

23/4022 Snazzi Reporting v.
Veritext

23/6409 ARK644 Doe v. Archdiocese
of NY

18/3135 People v. Hockeem Smith

23/3651N Vaccaro v. ESRT Empire
State Building
24/3826N Wasserstein v. McCarthy

TUESDAY, OCT. 15

2P.M.

17/3013(1) People v. Corey King

23/6470 Ramirez v. 34-10
Development

23/4902D., Muhamede v. Shanice
M.

23/3450 Smith v. City of NY

23/3819 Arel Capital Partners v.
HFZ RES Portfolio

21/4139 People v. Calvin Lili

23/5620 AL Infinity v. Innovative
Concepts

23/5507 Bonilla v. Vaszer

24/290(3) A&A Management v.
Khassidov

23/4037 Polymetcor Trading v.
Traxys North America

19/4777 People v. Hamidou Diallo

23/6016 Chiarovano v. 237 Park
Owner

23/4810 Cioppa v. ESRT 112 W 34th
St

24/34 Legal Aid Society v. Records
Access Officer

23/5559 Fatty v. City of NY

19/5397 People v. Kevin R.

24/259N Ogando v. 40 X Owner

23/3367N Marcus v. Marcus

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 16

2P.M.

23/5178 People v. J. Ledesma

23/4630 Shanghai Pearls & Gems v.
Paul

23/3982 M., Children

24/2438 Dali NYC v. Shay

24/261 Newson v. Vivaldi Real
Estate

18/4545 People v. Jose Urena

24/1692(2) Regions Bank v.
Vativorx LLC

23/4940 Rysiejko v. City of NY

23/6079 Pressley v. 535 Greenwich
LLC

23/6225Howard v. NYC Police
Department

23/4055 People v. Larick Micheaux

23/5919GIT, Inc. v. Quinn

24/2510 Cartagena v. Hansford

23/4006 Zatizabal v. City of NY

23/25 People v. Mamadou Diallo

23/5599(2) 333 Johnson v. Maple
333 Johnson

23/4145N Amcojor Realty Corp. v.
Butter Management

23/5707N Bacon v. Nygard

THURSDAY, OCT. 17

2P.M.

19/5568 People v. Shakim Pierce

23/6200 NYCTL 2019-A Trust v.
Opulski

23/4301D., Leyda v. Richard L.

24/164 A. M. v. Sconzo

23/2259 Lind v. Tishman
Construction

23/3035 Antonio v. VS 125 LLC

23/5421(1) *PHC William v. 156
William St

23/5561(1) *PHC William St v. 156
William St

23/1262 Ymaj v. Empire State

22/2667 People v. Maurice Hill

23/3739 Onofre v. 243 Riverside
Drive

22/4563 People v. Royce Corely

23/4957(2) CSN Realty Corp v. 2252
Third Ave

20/1800 People v. Thurston Stewart

23/3585N HSBC Bank v. Proctor

23/4126(2)N 361 Broadway Assoc.
v. Foundations Group

23/5581N Wilmington Savings v.
Moretta

24/196N Chen v. 215 Chrystie
Venture

TUESDAY, OCT. 22

2P.M.

22/5128 People v. Alexander Carno

24/2176 Clarke v. NYC Transit
Authority

24/8181., Jahir v. Sharon W.

23/4281Kim v. Francis

23/3209ROC-Le Triomphe v.
Concept Salon

23/3177 Kalaf v. PSEG Long Island

23/1437(1) *People v. Malik Branch

23/4114(1) *People v. Malik Branch

23/4605 Martinez v. Partnership 92

23/2990 Stuyvesant Town v. NYS
Division Housing

24/1605 Atlantic Center v. City of
NY

23/5468 Lauren v. Hotel
Pennsylvania

24/3(2) AC 31, LLC. v. Fawer

23/4968(2) Gama v. 2001 Story
Tower

23/3832 Doxiadis v. Triborough
Bridge

21/2099 People v. Donald Davis

24/712(2)NQuik Park v.
Bridgewater Operating

23/4333N Cadwalader v. Mod
Champagne

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 23

2P.M.

23/4974 People v. Antoine Galloway

24/410 Pierre, an Infant v. City of
NY

23/4149E., Ardes v. Stephane S.

23/5006 Betancourt v. ARC NYC123

23/3860(1) *Kosachuk v. 9197-5904
Quebec

23/3869(1) *Kosachuk v. 9197-5904
Quebec

23/716 People v. Abraham
Hernandez

23/3788 Caminiti v. Extell West
57th St.

24/908 Largo 613 v. Stern

23/38141rvine v. City of NY

19/1453(1) People v. Robert Ortiz

23/4650(3) Pepen v. Lascano

23/5034 2497 Realty Corp. v.
Fuertes

23/6113 Jenkins v. Gina B.

20/2115People v. Ross Campbell

23/3342N Robert Marson
Testamentary v. 4 W. 16th St

24/2698(2)N Guerra v. Munoz
Corporan

24/3621N Duncan v. United Capital

THURSDAY, OCT. 24

2P.M.

18/2647 People v. Robert Hinton

24/4527 Hendricks v. Fennel

22/3611 People v. Jabon Walker

24/1101(2) Bayview Loan v. Dalal

23/3759 Escolastico v. Rigs
Management

23/2886 Orr v. Vornado Realty

23/4633(2) People v. Kiron
Ritchens

23/3571 Santana v. San Mateo
Construction

23/6037 Doe v. Young People’s
Chorus

23/4148 Starr Indemnity v. Monte
Carlo

24/488 People v. Terrance Graham

23/6520(2) HMC Assets v. Tsimmer

23/6265 Schmidt v. Board of
Directors

23/4936 Fishman v. Isales

23/6382 Travalja v. 135 West 52nd
St.

23/3179 Yakte Properties v. Milner

23/6761(3)N Rayv. Ray

23/1831(2)N Cumma v. Menkes

* kK

The following cases have been
scheduled for pre-argument confer-
ence on the dates and at the times
indicated:

Renwick, P.J., Manzanet,
Kapnick, Webber
and Kern, JJ.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

10 AM.

159627/22 Emmanual Associates

v. Cullinan

11:30 A.M.

150293/20 Gould v. OTG

Management

1P.M.

654796/23 Owens v. New Empire

Corp.

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

10 A.M.
35469/18 Wells Fargo Bank v.
Guzman
11:30 A.M.
157465/21 Wyper v. Irani
THURSDAY, OCT. 3

10 AM.
653772/23 Barger v. Malkin
FRIDAY, OCT. 4

10 AM.
650126/23 Penn Hotel v. JCMC W.
34 Mezz
MONDAY, OCT. 7

12P.M.
652140/24 Lifshitz v. Brody
2P.M.
653661/20 Simon Property v. Tahari
WEDNESDAY, OCT. 9

10 AM.

653023/2021 Pavarini McGovern,
LLC v. VBGO Collegiate

THURSDAY, OCT. 10

10 A.M.

655311/23 Arena Limited v. Chalets
LLC

FRIDAY, OCT. 11

10 AM.

656758/22 Triple 555 v. United
Garment Group

TUESDAY, OCT. 15

10 AM.
650698/22 CLSA Americas v. Mayo
THURSDAY,, OCT. 17

10 A.M.

651076/23 Great Rock Capital v.
Banmiller

655306/18 American Infertility v.
Kushnir

MONDAY, NOV. 4

10 A.M.

650693/21 Pardee v. Mercury
Capital Advisors

APPELLATE
TERM

60 Centre Street
Room 401

10 AM.

The following cases are on for
submission. No appearance is
necessary.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1
Tisch, J.P., James, JJ,

Perez, JJ.

17/176 People v. Balla, Tounkara

18/275 People v. Doli, Isaac
Longmore,

18/340 People v. Marlando

19/237 People v. Jimenez Vasquez,
Wilhim

19/246 People v. Marte/Flores, Jefry

19/253 People v. Johnson, Willie

20/174 People v. Lopez, Placido

21/012 People v. Quist,Andrew

21/013 People v. Balmos, Jonathan

22/084 People v. Jacobs, Cleveland

23/036 People v. Encarnacion,
Franklin

23/063 People v. Muller, Victoria

23/065 People v. Quiroz, Richard

24/081 Chew v. Mckenzie, Michael
P

Eddie

24/093 1711 Boone Avenue
Alhudais, Eisa Dba

24/094/096 Vno Lf 50 West 57th v.
Mangia 57 Inc

24/097 Pentagram Design v.
Change Of Heart

24/104/106 Aryeh Realty v. 18 E.
69th St Tenant Llc

24/107 Corp. v. T Mobile Wolt,
Danna Gal

New York
County

SUPREME COURT

Ex-Parte
Motion Part
And
Special Term
Part

Ex-Parte Motions
Room 315, 9:30 A.M.

Special Term Proceedings
Unsafe Buildings
Bellevue Psychiatric Center
Kirby Psychiatric Center
Metropolitan Hospital
Manhattan Psychiatric
Center
Bellevue Hospital

The following matters
were assigned to the Justices
named below. These actions
were assigned as a result of
initial notices of motion or
notices of petition return-
able in the court on the date
indicated and the Request for
Judicial Intervention forms
that have been filed in the
court with such initial activ-
ity in the case. All Justices,

assigned parts and courtrooms
are listed herein prior to the
assignments of Justices for the
specified actions. In addition,
listed below is information

on Judicial Hearing Officers,
Mediation, and Special
Referees.

IAS PARTS

2 Sattler, J.: 212 (60 Centre)

3 Cohen, J.: 208 (60 Centre)

4 Kim: 308 (80 Centre)

5 Kingo: 320 (80 Centre)

6 King: 351 (60 Centre)

7 Lebovits: 345 (60 Centre)

8 Kotler: 278 (80 Centre)

9 Waterman-Marshall: 355 (60
Centre)

11 Frank: 412 (60 Centre)

12 Stroth: 328 (80 Centre)

13 Silvera: 422 (60 Centre)

14 Bluth: 432 (60 Centre)

15 James, T.: 438 (60 Centre)

17 Hagler: 335 (60 Centre)

18 Tisch: 104 (71 Thomas)

19 Sokoloff: 540 (60 Centre)

20 Kaplan: 1227 (111 Centre)

21 Tsai: 280 (80 Centre)

22 Clynes: 136 (80 Centre)

23 Schumacher 304 (71 Thomas)

24 Katz: 325 (60 Centre)

25 Tingling: 1254 (111 Centre)

26 Perry, P.: 684 (111 Centre)

27 Sharpe: 1045 (111 Centre)

28 Headley: 122 (80 Centre)

29 Ramirez: 311 (71 Thomas)

30 McMahon: Virtual (60 Centre)

32 Kahn: 1127B (111 Centre)

33 Rosado: 442 (60 Centre)

34 Ramseur: 341 (60 Centre)

35 Dominguez: 289 (80 Centre)

36 Saunders: 205 (71 Thomas)

37 Engoron: 418 (60 Centre)

38 Nock: 1166 (111 Centre)

39 Adams: 623 (111 Centre)

41 Moyne: 327 (80 Centre)

42 Morales-Minera: 574 (111
Centre)

43 Reed: 222 (60 Centre)

44 Pearlman: 321 (60 Centre)

45 Patel: 428 (60 Centre)

46 Latin: 210 (71 Thomas)

47 Goetz: 1021 (111 Centre)

48 Masley: 242 (60 Centre)

49 Chan: 252 (60 Centre)

51 Chesler: 543 (60 Centre)

52 Johnson: 307 (80 Centre)

53 Borrok: 238 (60 Centre)

54 Schecter: 228 (60 Centre)

55 d’Auguste: 103 (71 Thomas)

56 Kelly: 204 (71 Thomas)

57 Kraus: 218 (60 Centre)

58 Cohen, D.: 305 (71 Thomas)

60 Crane: 248 (60 Centre)

61 Bannon: 232 (60 Centre)

59 James, D.: 331 (60 Centre)

62 Sweeting: 279 (80 Centre)

MFPKahn: 1127B (111 Centre)
MMSP-1: 1127B (111 Centre)
IDV Dawson: 1604 (100 Centre)

PART 40TR
JUDICIAL MEDIATION

On Rotating Schedule:

Kaplan 1227 (111 Centre)
Silvera 422 (60 Centre)

EARLY SETTLEMENT

ESC 1 Vigilante 106(80 Centre)
ESC 2 Wilkenfeld 106 (80 Centre)

SPECIAL REFEREES
60 Centre Street

73R Santiago: Room 354
75R Burzio: Room 240

80R Edelman: Room 562

82R Wohl: Room 501B

83R Sambuco: Room 528
84R Feinberg: Room 641

85R Shamahs: Room 324
88R Lewis-Reisen: Room 324

JHO/SPECIAL REFEREES
80 Centre Street
81R Hewitt: Room 321
87R Burke: Room 238
89R Hoahng: Room 236

SPECIAL REFEREE
71 Thomas Street

77R Bahr: Room 300
Judicial Hearing Officers
Part 91 Hon. C. Ramos

Part 93 Hon. Marin
Part 95 Hon. Edmead

SUPREME COURT
Motion Calendars
Room 130, 9:30 A.M.
60 Centre Street

SUPREME COURT
Motion Dispositions
from Room 130
60 Centre Street

Calendars in the Motion
Submission Part (Room 130)
show the index number and cap-
tion of each and the disposition
thereof as marked on the Room
130 calendars. The calendars in
use are a Paper Motions Calendar,
E-Filed Motions Calendar, and APB
(All Papers By)Calendar setting
a date for submission of a miss-
ing stipulation or motion paper.
With respect to motions filed with
Request for Judicial Intervention,
counsel in e-filed cases will be
notified by e-mail through NYSCEF
of the Justice to whom the case
has been assigned. In paper cases,
counsel should sign up for the
E-Track service to receive e-mail
notification of the assignment and
other developments and schedules
in their cases. Immediately fol-
lowing is a key that explains the
markings used by the Clerk in
Room 130.

Motion Calendar Key:

ADJ—Adjourned to date indi-
cated in Submission Courtroom
(Room 130).

ARG—Scheduled for argument for
date and part indicated.

SUB (PT #)—Motion was submit-
ted to part noted.

WDN—DMotion was withdrawn on
calendar call.

SUB/DEF—Motion was submitted
on default to part indicated.

APB (All Papers By)—This
motion is adjourned to Room
119 on date indicated, only for
submission of papers.

SUBM 3—Adjourned to date indi-
cated in Submission Court Room
(Room 130) for affirmation or so
ordered stipulation.

S—Stipulation.

C—Consent.

C MOTION—Adjourned to
Commercial Motion Part
Calendar.
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FINAL—Adjournment date is final

850241723 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
440 B'way. Rlty. Associates
153241/24Whga Garvey Housing

Court Calendars

60 CENTRE Dev. Fund Co., Inc. v. 136 West
129 LLC
STREET _
— E-Filing
Submissions Part Submission Part
TUESDAY, OCT. 1 Adjourned for
Submission W(_)rking
1100716/24 Knights v. City Univ. of Copies Part
NY Part 2

Paperless Judge Part
TUESDAY, OCT. 1

850138/23 57th St. Vacation Owners
Assoc., Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Gilson

850345/23 57th St. Vacation Owners
Assoc., Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Tauscher

151041/24 670 River Rity. Corp. Et
Al'v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal

850233/18938 St. Nicholas Ave. v.
936-938 Cliffcrest Housing

320665/23 Aguiar v. Soares

154638/24 Aharoni v. Kaymak

654286/24 Akf Inc v. Sassy Engines
Inc. Et Al

654289/24 Akf Inc v. Wagers Trailer
Sales, Inc. Et Al

653893/23 Akf Inc. v. Louisa Ridge
Adult Day Services, Inc., Et Al

152580/24 Alvi v. S.M.G. Supply Inc.
EtAl

655226/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Puente Enterprises, Inc.
D.B.A. Sky Canyon Love

656155/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Puente Enterprises, Inc.
D/b/a Sky Canyon Love Et Al

653845/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Margarita Taxi Inc

950051/19Ark59 v. Archdiocese of

NY

651372/24 Atlantic Specialty Ins.
Co. v. Irws

950499/21B. v. NYC

155493/22 Baerga v. NYC Et Al

653565/19 Baratov v. Trubitsky Esq

151637/21Barba v. F. J. Sciame
Const.

113795/11 Beverley Hotel
Associates v. Ramos De Almeida

157377/23 Bldg Mgt. Co., Inc. v.
Sureka

152565/23 Board of Mgrs. of Towers
on The Park Condominium v.
Williams

157149/22 Brache-Moran v. Stf 247
Audubon Ave. Hidg. LLC

190328/23 Calabrese v. Pfizer, Inc.,
Et Al

152050/22 Calderoni v. 260 Park
Ave. South Condominium Et Al

154986/24 Castagliola v. Safepan
Scaffolding LLC Et Al

156065/22 Cianfrone v. 590
Madison Ave.

155983/24 Coburn v. NYC Dept. of
Investigation

155441/22 Colon v. Chesapeake
Owners Corp. Et Al

952052/23 Crawford v. Ratner

651485/24 Crews Vineyard v. Cp3
Hldgs.

950246/21D. v. NYC

653231/24 Dist. Council 37 v. The
Board of Education of The City
School Dist. of NYC Et Al

652895/24 Dolgopolov v. Dronsky

654099/23 Empire State Diving
Services LLC v. Endurance
American Ins. Co.

805045/24 Estate of Judith Brook Et
Alv. Ruotolo Esq

158777/22 Eusebio v. Figueroa

653563/24 Family Funding Group
LLC v. The Chosen Vision Group
LLC Et Al

152524/23 Fanas-Rojas v. Cylear

158166/24 Fecteau v. NYC Human
Resources Admin.

653626/23 French v. NYS Dept. of
Labor Et Al

150063/24 Garvin Const. Prods. v.
Mastro Brothers, Inc. Et Al

950759/21 Goldberg v. City of New
York Et Al

153213/23 Gresseau v. NYCTA Et Al

157942/21 Guayara v. H.PS.O.N.Y,,
Inc.

153181/18 Gumersell v. Port Auth.
of NY

157326/22 Gutenbrunner v. Neue
Galerie NY

190026/22 Hall v. Aerco Int’l, Inc. Et
Al

153653/21 Hernandez Pena v.
Metro. Transportation

850141/20 Hilton Resorts Corp. v.
Mitchell

157677/24in The Matter of The
Application of Michael Mojtahedi
v. Christopher Craddock

653274/24in The Matter of The
Petition of State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Laycock

156313/24Infinity Standard Ins. Co.
v. Triborough Asc

653644/24 Itria Ventures LLC
v. Westech Security And
Investigation Inc Et Al

450432/23J.v. NYC Et Al

656912/20Jds Const. Group LLC v.
Copper Services

155276/24 Kavasutra 6th St. Inc. v.
NYC Bd. of Ed. of Health Et Al

651885/24 Khca Funding LLC Et Al
v. Versity Invest

652722/24 Knightsbridge Funding
LLC v. Detroit Environmental
Solutions

805428/17 Labby v. Cummings Md

652201/23 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al v. Champagne

654755/17 Lissner v. Erenberg

152245/24 Lozada v. NY Developers
& Mgt. LLC Et Al

160927/20 Martucci v. 500 W25th
Owner LLC

159209/18 McCallum v. Westchester
Ambulette

155370/20 Mejia-Devaldez v. NYC

400286/14 Moore v. NYC

151379/22Napoli v. 50 Hymc Owner

152720/24 Nishida v. Energy Plus
NY Inc.

158319/22 Ordinary Faces LLC v.
David Turner Architect

651471/22 Owen v. Array Us, Inc. Et
Al

100726/23 Partridge v. Authentic
Brands Group LLC

153276/19 Perrone v. Suez Water
Westchester, Inc.

850663/23 Popular Bank Fka Banco
Popular North America v. Regan

652451/24 Prod. Spring LLC Et Al v.
Baby Brezza Enterprises

805326/23 Rich v. Andrew Lo M.D.

160751/21Ritorto v. 1350

150904/22 Robinson v. Fifth Ave.
Sadc Inc. D/b/a/ 5th Ave. Social
Adult Day Care

653022/24 Rossi Marketing Group,
Inc. Et Al v. McGuigan

160347/15Rubin v. NYC

951039/218S. v. NYC

650582/24 Samson v. 91st St.
Tenants Corp. Et Al

452136/18 Sanchez v. Con Ed Co.

155544/19 Sanseverino v. Empire
Outlet Builders

190225/21 Schwartz v. Aerco Int’l,
Inc. Et Al

155231/23 Sentinel Ins. Co. Ltd.
As Subrogee of Manhattan
Institute, Inc. v. Gfp Real Estate

151950/23 Shaver Law Group v.
Corinthian Partners

950096/20 Sirignano v. Archdiocese
of NY

805279/19 Sragow v. Jaffin

150820/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Nazario

159073/23 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Ace Med
Supplies, Inc. Et Al

159253/22 Sutton v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

150582/22 Sylvan Hosp.ity Group,
Inc. v. St. Giles Hotel

805169/22 Tapia v. Falguni Patel

653233/24 Tfk First Ave. v.
Diguiseppe Architect

451094/24NYC Et Al v. Big John’s
Roofing LLC Et Al

158516/16 Torres v. NYC

Justice Lori S. Sattler
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3852
Room 212

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

651345/23118 St. Marks Rlty. Corp.
v. 118 St Marks LLC Et Al

655329/2112 East 46th LLC v. Nat.
Medical Fellowships, Inc.

655580/21 Chung v. Abad Jr.

652010/23 Flagstar Bank v. Zebian
Int’l Facades Solutions New
York, Inc. Et Al

657512/19 Henick-Lane, Inc. v.
American European Ins.

654503/22 Hml Ins Inc. v. Genworth
Life Ins. Co. of NY

159084/22Inm Zv v. Schwartz

452627/20Int’l Business v. Nhk
Cosmomedia America, Inc.

653632/23 Kanari v. 246 East 77th
St. Associates

651993/23 Kmr v. Pinson

654888/22 Marius Spada Living
Trust v. Spada

153469/22 Ortiz v. Nerves Los Tres
Preservation

656473/21 Rosemex, Inc. Et Al v. Srs
Enterprises, Inc.

154705/23 Schoenkin v. Harbor
House Owners Corp.

654291/23 Stoncor Group, Inc. v.
Eg Munoz Const. LLC D/b/a Egm
Builders Et Al

652670/16 Win Win Advisory Group
LLC v. U Studios LLC

Part 3

Justice Joel M. Cohen
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3287
Room 208

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

651815/24 H.1.G. Realty Financing II
v. Kuperwasser

652271/23 Manhattan Beer
Distributors LLC D/b/a NY Wine
& Spirits v. Onebev USA Ltd Et Al

651471/22 Owen v. Array Us, Inc. Et
Al

160665/18 Shagalov v. Paul Kasmin
Gallery, Inc.

651743/23 Steinberg v. Tanico

652863/23 The Royal Promotion
Group, Inc. v. Xylyx Bio Inc. Et Al

650622/23 Zapfel v. Xerox Corp.

Motion
651815/24 H.1.G. Realty Financing II

v. Kuperwasser
651743/23 Steinberg v. Tanico

Part 6

Justice Kathy J. King
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3312
Room 351

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

805330/18 Funicello v. Stavropoulos
805018/18 Song v. Marn
805169/22 Tapia v. Falguni Patel

Motion

805330/18 Funicello v. Stavropoulos
805018/18 Song v. Marn

Part 7

Justice Gerald Lebovits
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3746
Courtroom 345

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

653626/23 French v. NYS Dept. of
Labor Et Al

651011/23 Mezzatesta v. Pivar

650582/24 Samson v. 91st St.
Tenants Corp. Et Al

151950/23 Shaver Law Group v.
Corinthian Partners

159073/23 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Ace Med
Supplies, Inc. Et Al

153241/24Whga Garvey Housing
Dev. Fund Co., Inc. v. 136 West
129 LLC

Motion
651011/23 Mezzatesta v. Pivar

Part 9

Justice Kathleen C.
‘Waterman-Marshall
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3848
Room 355

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

365181/24 Anonymous v.
Anonymous

365879/23 Femenella v. Myatieva

320024724 Lackwood v. Lackwood

303515/21 Thomas v. Thomas

Motion

365181/24 Anonymous v.
Anonymous

320024/24 Lackwood v. Lackwood

303515/21 Thomas v. Thomas

Part 11

Justice Lyle E. Frank
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3314
Room 412

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

654968/231779 81st St. LLC v.
Mohamed

654009/222386 Hempstead, Inc. v.
Wfg Nat. Title Ins. Co. Et Al

151041/24670 River Rlty. Corp. Et
Al'v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal

654286/24 Akf Inc v. Sassy Engines
Inc. Et Al

656155/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Puente Enterprises, Inc.
D/b/a Sky Canyon Love Et Al

156217/22 Battery Park City Auth.
D/b/a The Hugh L. Carey Battery
Park City Auth. v. Pier A Battery
Park Associates

656267/23 Bungalow Living v. 302
East 3rd St. Associates

155983/24 Coburn v. NYC Dept. of
Investigation

952052/23 Crawford v. Ratner

651842/23 Dental Recycling North
America, Inc. v. Mid--Atlantic
Topco

654871/22Ecosafety Consultants
Inc. v. Stepping Stone Const.
Mgt. Inc.

654099/23 Empire State Diving
Services LLC v. Endurance
American Ins. Co.

653793/22 Hutcher v. Madison
Square Garden Entertainment
Corp. Et Al

157677/24in The Matter of The
Application of Michael Mojtahedi
v. Christopher Craddock

156313/24 Infinity Standard Ins. Co.
v. Triborough Asc

654920723 Monticello v. Cacace

656174/23 Olshan Frome Wolosky
LIp v. Louis Kestenbaum Et Al

100726/23 Partridge v. Authentic
Brands Group LLC

653233/24 Tfk First Ave. v.
Diguiseppe Architect

451094/24NYC Et Al v. Big John’s
Roofing LLC Et Al

151815/23 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Hasegawa

Motion
157677/24in The Matter of The
Application of Michael Mojtahedi
v. Christopher Craddock
151815/23 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Hasegawa

to appointment.

rience.

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT

Applications Being Sought for Bankruptcy
Judgeship

Application Deadline is Oct. 11

The United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit invites applications from qualified candidates
for a 14-year appointment as United States Bank-
ruptcy Judge for the Eastern District of New York,
with a duty station in Central Islip, New York. The
selection process will be confidential and competi-
tive. Applicants will be considered without regard to
race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, sexual
orientation, or disability.

The current annual salary of a United States Bank-
ruptcy Judge is $223,836.

The Second Circuit uses an open and competitive
selection process. All applications are screened by
a Merit Selection Committee. The Committee will
review applicants using the following criteria: legal
competence evidenced by experience with com-
plex legal issues; an aptitude for legal scholarship
and writing; familiarity with the courts and court
processes; commitment to equal justice under the
law; characteristics indicative of a sound judicial
temperament; a reputation for integrity, good char-
acter and ethical behavior; and physical and mental
health sufficient to meet the demands and tenure
of the position. The Merit Selection Committee will
select a limited number of applicants for interview
and will conduct appropriate due diligence inquiries
into the candidates’ backgrounds and qualifications.
Upon a majority vote of the Second Circuit Judicial
Council, the Council will forward the Merit Selec-
tion Committee’s Report with any recommendations
or comments to the active judges of the Court of
Appeals. The selected nominee will be required to
satisfy FBI and IRS background investigations prior

Basic qualifications for consideration include:

1. Membership in good standing of at least one
state bar, the District of Columbia bar, or the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico bar, and never other than
membership in good standing of every bar of which
the applicant has been a member; and

2. A minimum of five years of legal practice expe-

Application forms are posted on the Court’s
website at http://www.ca2.uscourts.gov or may be
obtained by calling (212) 857-8700.

Completed application packages must be in the
format required by the Second Circuit and received
no later than October 11, 2024

compensation.

TIME: 12:00 Noon

NEW YORK STATE COMMISSION
ON LEGISLATIVE,
JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE
COMPENSATION

Hearing Notice: October 10
WHAT: The New York State Commission on Leg-

islative, Judicial and Executive Compensation will
hold a public hearing on Legislative and Executive

WHEN: Thursday, October 10, 2024 B Public Hearing

WHERE: New York State Bar Association, 1 Elk
Street, Albany, New York 12207. City View Room

This hearing will be viewable online via a live web-
cast. Information on remote reviewing will be posted

at: http://www.nyscommissiononcompensation.org

on the day of the meeting.

If you would like to testify, please contact the Com-
mission in advance by email, at: nyscompensation@
gmail.com or by regular mail, at: NYS Commission on
Legislative, Judicial and Executive Compensation, 64
Beaver Street, Box 454, New York, NY 10004. Inter-
ested parties and members of the public may also
submit written submissions to nyscompensation@
gmail.com or by regular mail (address above). Writ-
ten submissions will be posted on the Commission=s

website.

In March of 2015, Part E of chapter 60 of the Laws
of 2015 was enacted, providing for a quadrennial
commission to Aexamine, evaluate and make rec-
ommendations with respect to adequate levels of
compensation and non-salary benefits@ for judges,
members of the Legislature and certain Statewide
elected officials and Executive Branch officers named
in Executive Law ‘ 169. The Commission was charged,
first, with issuing Afindings, conclusions, determina-
tions and recommendations@ to the Governor, the
Legislature and the Chief Judge with regard to judicial
compensation. That report was released on Decem-
ber 4, 2023. A separate report, relating to legislative
and executive compensation, is due by November
15, 2024. Any recommendations would take effect

on January 1, 2025.

Chapter 60 sets forth a number of factors to guide
the Commission=s work of determining appropri-
ate salary levels, including, but not limited to, the
overall economic climate in New York; rates of infla-
tion; changes in public sector spending; levels of
compensation and non-salary benefits received by
professionals in government, academia and private
and nonprofit enterprise; and the state=s ability to
fund increases in compensation.

As prescribed in chapter 60, the Commission con-
sists of seven members appointed by the leaders of
all three branches of New York State government.
Three members are appointed by the Governor; two
(including the Chair) by the Chief Judge; and one
each by the President Pro Tem of the Senate and the
Speaker of the Assembly. The findings and recom-
mendations require a majority vote but they must
also be supported Aby at least one member appointed
by each appointing authority.@ The Commission=s
Chair shall preside but not vote on matters relating
to legislative and executive compensation.

The Commission may recommend up to two adjust-
ments in legislative and executive salary levels, each
commencing on January first, following a November
general election of members of the Legislature. The
Commission is deemed dissolved following issuance
of the report due no later than November 15, 2024.

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
Eastern District

Applications Being Accepted for
Magistrate Judge Positions in Brooklyn
Deadline is Oct. 23

Chief Judge Margo K. Brodie announced today that
the Judges of the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of New York have appointed a Merit
Selection Panel composed of attorneys and residents
of the district. (See Administrative Order No. 2024-14
on the district’s website.) The Panel will consider
candidates for three United States Magistrate Judge
vacancies in Brooklyn, New York, for eight (8)-year
terms, to be created by the retirement of U.S. Magis-
trate Judges Lois Bloom and Cheryl L. Pollak, effective
May 17, 2025 and August 1, 2025, respectively, and
by the appointment of U.S. Magistrate Judge Sanket
J. Bulsara as United States District Judge, effective
on the date of the signing of the Presidential Com-
mission in December of 2024.

All applications for the magistrate judge vacan-
cies must be received by October 23, 2024. The
application form can be accessed online at the
district’s website: https://www.nyed.uscourts.gov/
forms/application-us-magistrate-judge-vacancy-docx.
Please see the attached public notice for instructions
on how to submit applications for the magistrate

judge vacancies.

Part 13

Justice Adam Silvera
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Room 422

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

190041/19 Alvarez Ubinas v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co.

190088/19Bassier v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190328/23 Calabrese v. Pfizer, Inc.,
EtAl

190296/20 Casaravilla v. Avon
Prods.

150150/18 Casillas v. Port Auth. of

453187/23NYC v. Joseph M Kaaied

155077/23 Cuellar v. Christie’s Inc.
Et Al

650773/24 Cummo v. Kerzner

160227/23 Dassie v. Wilmer Cutler
Pickering Hale And Dorr

190166/19Donovan v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co.

190018/21 Festa v. A.O. Smith Corp.

190093/16 Fogel v. American Int’l
653269/20 Frank Recruitment
Group Inc. v. Titus Group, Inc.
190245/21 Gottlieb v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co., Et Al
190026/22 Hall v. Aerco Int’l, Inc. Et

Al

656028/23 Huang v. NY Food And
Drink Gravesend, Inc. Dba
Popeyes-Popeye Louisiana
Kitchen Et Al

190063/17 Jackson v. 3m Co.

157179/23 Kenny v. Catholic
Charities Community Services
EtAl

190065/24 Kmiotek v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

151513/24 Mangone v. Brown
Harris Stevens Dev. Marketing

190219/21 Mata v. Air & Liquid
Systems Corp.

157316/12Michael Zola v. Ek
Triangle

190063/20 Munoz v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

653128/22 Nanodx, Inc. v. Tdk
Electronics, Inc.

157452/23NY Communities For
Change Et Al v. NYS Unified
Court System/office of Court
Admin.

151610/23 Papacosta v. Fiscardo,
Inc. Et Al

109488/11 Perrone v. Metro.
Transportation

154923/18 Perry v. Lighting Group

160903/23 Petersen v. Empire
Hldgs. & Investments

190273/23 Prestia v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co., Et Al

190322/23 Rajcevich v. Mrc Hldgs.,
Inc. As Successor To Primerica
Corp.

159454/23 Ramirez v. Proud
Moments Licensed Behavior
Analysts Pllc

190207/21Ras v. A.O. Smith Water
Prods. Co., Et Al

650593/24 Reliable Exports Ltd. Et
Alv. Haselson Int’l Trading, Inc.

101253/23 Richardson v. Twu Local
100

190150/19 Rosemary Torio v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co

190040/20 Savianeso v. Aerco Int’l

652173/24Scher v. LJ. Peiser’s
Sons, Inc.

190270/19 Scheriff v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190225/21 Schwartz v. Aerco Int’l,
Inc. Et Al

151787/20 Shon v. Humble Tv
Postal Et Al

152609/23 Sonaike v. The Fortune
Society, Inc.

190125/23 Spinelli v. A.O. Smith
Corp. Et Al

190049/19 Tirado v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

162005/23 Tractel Ltd. v. 20 Tsq
Groundco LLC Et Al

190071/19Vincifora v. 3m Co.

159691/23 Wallace v. Cheng

650256/24 Waverly Real Estate v.
Peretz

652131/24Wdf, Inc. v. NYCHA

654329/23 Welkin Mechanical v.
NYC

160232/23 Whitfield v. Institute For
Community Living, Inc.

190037/23 Woitovich v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

Motion

190245/21 Gottlieb v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co., Et Al

190065/24 Kmiotek v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

190219/21 Mata v. Air & Liquid
Systems Corp.

190273/23 Prestia v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co., Et Al

190322/23 Rajcevich v. Mrc Hldgs.,
Inc. As Successor To Primerica
Corp.

190207/21Ras v. A.O. Smith Water
Prods. Co., Et Al

190037/23 Woitovich v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

Part 14

Justice Arlene P. Bluth
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3219
Room 432

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

650580723 Aicon Art LLC v. Aicon
Contemporary LLC

651398/21 Definitions Private
Training v. Lutke

153181/18 Gumersell v. Port Auth.
of NY

652826/22 Pro Camps v. Public
Services Mutual Ins. Co. Et Al

Part 15

Justice Ta-Tanisha D. James
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4462
Room 438

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

320243/21Baksh v. Baksh

322821721 Foster v. Foster

321584/23 Pena v. Pichardo
Dominguez

Part 17

Justice Shlomo S. Hagler
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3283
Courtroom 335

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

155420/19 Cunnane v. Mastermind
Towing Inc

159154/21 Echeverre v. 125 West
End Associates LLC Et Al

152305/20Hall v. Msg Arena

156273/20 Harkins v. Board of
Mgrs. of 99 John

156171/19 Hylton v. Wtc Tower 1
LLC

153437/17 Lucky of 195 Madison St.

v. Creif 109 LLC

156417/17 Squillace v. Mbh 185
Malcolm LLC

150536/20 Trustees of Columbia v.
Rael Automatic Sprinkler

Motion

153437/17 Lucky of 195 Madison St.

v. Creif 109 LLC

Part 19

Justice Lisa A. Sokoloff
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3979
Room 540

Part 24
Matrimonial Part

Justice Michael L. Katz
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3285
Courtroom 325

Part 30V

Justice Judith N. McMahon
60 Centre Street
646-386-3275

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

805394/18 Ai Juan Cheng v. Lau
805288/18C. v. Jaffe
805022/20 Segal v. McCance

Part 33

Justice Mary V. Rosado
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3894
Room 442

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

154638/24 Aharoni v. Kaymak
150376/23 Trienis v. New Tsi Hldgs.
Inc. Et Al

Part 34

Justice Dakota D. Ramseur
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4370
Room 341

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

150418/23 Barrios v. 125 West End
Associates

113795/11Beverley Hotel
Associates v. Ramos De Almeida

159692/19 Bowman v. NYC

158760/23 Bretl v. 581 Hudson St.

151143/23 Briones v. Ryl Group LLC
EtAl

155554/21 Burns v. The Vincent
M. Ponte Trust U/a Frank Ponte
2003 Fa.

152336/23 Butler v. Menon
Investments

159229/22 Castillo v. Edgecombe
Parc Condominium Et Al

161525/21 Cedillo Cedillo v. 170
East 83rd St. LLC Et Al

156065/22 Cianfrone v. 590
Madison Ave.

152279/22 Ciccotto v. The
220 Central Park South
Condominium Et Al

805146/22 Compagnucci v. Central
Park South Associates

160888/21 Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. v. Alanric Food Distributors,
Inc. Et Al

159612/23 Davis v. NYC Et Al

952202/23 Doe v. Venetis

152884/21 Doyle v. Waterworks Jv
Judlau Contracting, Inc.

153772/23 Esquivel v. Bes 2 LLC Et
Al

158777/22Eusebio v. Figueroa

155509/22 Fuentes Gutierrez v. 26
Sherman Residence LLC Et Al

154037/23 Furtado v. Equinox
Hudson Yards, Inc., D/b/a
Equinox Fitness Club Et Al

156080/22 Gamberg v. Cubesmart

158948/22 Garcia Carballeira v. The
Claridge Owners, Inc. Et Al

152272/23 Gelder v. Terence
Cardinal Cooke Health Care
Center Et Al

161024/20 Ginestri v. NYC

155705/19 Goldman v. Le Chambord
Condominium

157326/22 Gutenbrunner v. Neue
Galerie NY

158230/22 Halligan v. St. Marks
Bros. Inc. Et Al

155304/22 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Accelerate Radiology

153397/23 Huma v. Terrastone
Ellwood Hldgs. L.P. Et Al

154985/221Irigoin Baca v. 225 East
Rity. Partners

151376/23 Jacinto Pucha Ochoa v.
Cauldwell-Wingate Co.

154463/22 Jarde v. Gilbane, Inc. Et

Al
160484/22 Johnson v. Bre 44 Wall
Owner
155188/21Jordan v. Court Officer
Anthony Pisano
154001/23 Lewis v. 181st
Washington Heights Associates
154389/23 Lika v. Saks Fifth Ave.
654755/17 Lissner v. Erenberg
158545/22 Little v. 11 W 32, Inc. Et
Al
154068/23 Longfellow v. Barney
154807/22 Macas Aguilar v. Ab
Capstone Builders Corp Et Al
158685/22 McKinley v. NYCHA
157869/21 Milner v. Mlg 904
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al
159244/22 Mizgala v. Repi
Landmark Properties
159878/21 Morris v. Sternberg
154565/22Nancy Bass Wyden v.
Davidson Dawson & Clark Llp Et
Al
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154550/23 Olar v. Hudson River
Park Trust

153412/22 Oliver v. Leonard

158541/23 Paguay v. Schulman

158776/22 Pan v. Harlem Urban
Dev. Corp. Et Al

159889/22 Pastuna v. F.G. Interior
Renovation Corp. Et Al

150722/23 Perez Guzman v. 500 W
170 LLC Et Al

154525/22 Pine v. Motivate LLC Et
Al

150049/22 Potts v. Hp 360
Preservation Housing Dev. Fund
Co., Inc. Et Al

159723/23 Powers v. Empire City
Subway Co. (Itd.) Et Al

159596/22 Rawley v. Paramount
Group Inc Et Al

151338/23 Reinoso v. Times Square
Hotel Owner

158285/22 Rhodes v. Flower World
EtAl

153744/23 Rivera v. 55th Clinton
Associates

158844/22 Rosario v. 161 Hldg. Ltd

654219/22 Salas v. Equinox Hldgs.
Inc.

152852/22 Sampson v. 203 Henry
St. Rlty. Corp. Et Al

154907/16 Singh v. NYC

159910/22 Sledge v. Rochdale
Village

160296/22 Soon-Osberger v. Wien

158968/22 Staley v. Marriott Int’l,
Inc. D/b/a Marriott Marquis Et Al

150829/23 Tolchinsky v. Castaneda

150837/22 Tracey v. Verizon New
York, Inc. Et Al

160960/18 Tucker v. NYC

153967/22 Velaj v. Elvanian

160620/21Vij v. Mercedes-Benz
Manhattan

157496/23 Wissa v. Rodriguez

653569/20 Zimmerman v. 410-57
Corp.

160398/22 Zumba Malan v. Petretti
& Associates LLC Et Al

Motion

154001/23 Lewis v. 181st
Washington Heights Associates

Part 37
1AS Part

Justice Arthur F. Engoron
60 Centre Street
646-386-3222
Room 418

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

152177/24319 Bway LLC v. Finley
Jr.

654289/24 Akf Inc v. Wagers Trailer
Sales, Inc. Et Al

654341723 Bldg Mgt. Co., Inc. v. Hen

653563/24 Family Funding Group
LLC v. The Chosen Vision Group
LLC Et Al

158046/24in The Matter of Easy
342, Inc. v. NYC Et Al

805428/17 Labby v. Cummings Md

652201/23 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al v. Champagne

654575/24 Riley v. McEvoy

653022/24 Rossi Marketing Group,
Inc. Et Al v. McGuigan

150820/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Nazario

Motion

152177/24319 Bway LLC v. Finley
Jr.

158046/24in The Matter of Easy
342, Inc. v. NYC Et Al

654575/24 Riley v. McEvoy

Part 43

Justice Robert R. Reed
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3238
Room 222

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

155123/20 Bagatelle Little West
12th LLC v. Jec II

650794/21 Everseal Bags Corp. v.
NYU Langone Hosps.

652094/21J.P. Morgan Ventures
Energy v. Miami Wind I

650203/22 Miller v. 22 Ericsson
Owner LLC Et Al

452353/18 People of The State of v.
Fischman

651686/23 Reigo Securitization
Sponsor 2021-1 v. Northwind
Financial Corp. Et Al

451533/19 State of NY v. Austin

Motion

650203/22 Miller v. 22 Ericsson
Owner LLC Et Al

Part 40TR
Administrative
Coordinating Part

60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 422

Part 44

Justice Jeffrey H. Pearlman
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-636-3370
Room 321

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

653845/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Margarita Taxi Inc
320523/22 Georgiadis v. Georgiadis
365320/22 Liu v. Buckley
365421/20 Owen v. Johnson
365328/20 Summers v. Castelli

Part 45
Commercial Div.

Justice Anar Rathod Patel
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3632
Room 428

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

155771/242000 Cr Aquisitions v.
Wep Real Estate Fund Iv

652801/24 Acrisure v. Woodruff-
Sawyer & Co.

653931/24 Ancoris Securities LLC
Et Al v. Hardee Fresh LLC

651314/24 Oberon Securities v.
Glaam Co., Ltd.

Part 48
Commercial Div.

Justice Andrea Masley
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3265
Room 242

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

652451/24 Prod. Spring LLC Et Al v.
Baby Brezza Enterprises

655783/23 Ts Falcon I v. Golden
Mountain Financial Corp. Et Al

Part 49
Commercial Div.

Justice Margaret A. Chan
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4033
Room 252

TUESDAY, OCT. 1
652895/24 Dolgopolov v. Dronsky

Part 51
Matrimonial Part

Justice Ariel D. Chesler
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3846
Room 543

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

320665/23 Aguiar v. Soares
365629/23 Brooks v. Brooks
365743/23 Cesbron v. Terny
365523/22Denham v. Hagie
365092/21 Laurie v. Laurie
365696/23 Neumann v. Crichton
365658/23 Pineiro v. Herrera
365518/23 Ramos v. Mills
365499/22 Saad v. Mishy
309892/15 Schechter v. Schechter
365400/22Wang v. De Carvalho-
Wang

Motion

365518/23 Ramos v. Mills
309892/15 Schechter v. Schechter

Part 53
Commercial Div.
Justice Andrew S. Borrok
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3304
Room 238

TUESDAY, OCT. 1
651485/24 Crews Vineyard v. Cp3
Holdings
656912/20Jds Const. Group LLC v.
Copper Services
Part 54
Commercial Div.
Justice Jennifer G. Schecter
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3362
Room 228

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

655780/23 Chan v. Ho

653286/24 Eichner v. Rtw
Retailwinds Acquisition LLC Et
Al

652044/24 Korean American
Physicians Ipa, Inc. v. Seoul
Medical Group, Inc. Et Al

451637/20NYCHA v. Cowi
Consulting Inc.

Motion

653286/24 Eichner v. Rtw
Retailwinds Acquisition LLC Et
Al

Part 57
Justice Sabrina Kraus
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-636-3195
Room 218
TUESDAY, OCT. 1

950039/19Ark13 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950079/19Ark14 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950040/19Ark19 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950036/19Ark4 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950051/19Ark59 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950839/21 Calandrino v. Manhattan
Bible Church, Inc. Et Al

950090/21 Candace Ballard v.
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

950017/19 Caramanno v.
Archdiocese of NY

950821/21 Dietsch v. The Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

950721/20 Doe Xxv v. Archdiocese
of NY

950431/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

950433/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

950158/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

950260/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950254/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950256/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950066/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950064/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950065/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950178/19 Guerrero v. The Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

950054/20 Jas#1 Doe v. Brandeis
School

950052/20K. v. Archdiocese of NY

950087/19Mendoza v. The Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

950735/20S. v. NYC

Part 59

Justice Debra A. James
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3351
Room 331

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

850011/13938 St. Nicholas Ave. v.
936-938 Cliffcrest Housing

653565/19 Baratov v. Trubitsky Esq

651660/21 Gabriela v. Chrislex
Staffing Ltd D/b/a

Part 60
Commercial Div.

Justice Melissa A. Crane
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3310
Room 248

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

654008/24 Chabad of Gramercy
Park v. Lesches

652359/22 Chan v. Havemeyer
Hldgs. LLC

652077/23 Li v. Fyli Tribe, Inc. Et Al

652873/23 Medex Diagnostic And
Treatment Center v. Hudson Ins.
Co.

652155/23 Oppenheimer & Co. Inc.
v. Terminal One Group Assoc.
655503/23 Rotenstreich v. Lesches

654318/23 Spicer v. Garda World
Consulting (uk) Ltd.

452784/23 The People of The State
of NY v. Gemini Trust Co.

Motion

654008/24 Chabad of Gramercy
Park v. Lesches

655503/23 Rotenstreich v. Lesches

452784/23 The People of The State
of NY v. Gemini Trust Co.

Part 61
Commercial Div.
Justice Nancy M. Bannon
60 Centre Street

Phone 646-386-3169
Room 232

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

654395/22 Daiwa Corporate
Advisory LLC v. T-Rex Group, Inc.

651885/24 Khca Funding LLC Et Al
v. Versity Invest

Motion

654395/22 Daiwa Corporate
Advisory LLC v. T-Rex Group, Inc.

Transit Authority
Settlement Part
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3281
Room 408

Med Mal Settilement
Part 1
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5758
Room 325

80 CENTRE
STREET

Part 4

Justice Judy H. Kim
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3580
Room 308

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

150904/22 Robinson v. Fifth Ave.
Sadc Inc. D/b/a/ 5th Ave. Social
Adult Day Care

Part 5

Justice Hasa A. Kingo
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3374
Room 320

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

150379/23 Abalos v. NYC Et Al
400228/14 Abdush-Shahid v.
N.Y.PD.
157751/20Alicia Rodriguez v. NYC
158375/21 Alix v. NYC Et Al
451975/20 Almodovar v. NYC
155467/19 Anagnostos v. NYC
155493/22Baerga v. NYC Et Al
450052/21 Bhatti v. NYC
154470/19 Butts v. NYC Et Al
151865/21 Collins v. Bernstein
160793/20 D’Amico v. NYC
451199/23 Diarra v. NYC Et Al
153396/19 Diaz v. NYC
101643/19El Bey v. Admin. For
Children’s
100248/20El-Bey v. NYC Police
158301/17 Elkhezzani v. NYC
151448/21 Ferreira v. NYC Et Al
157807/21 Fluellen v. NYC Et Al
151536/23 Gonzalez v. NYC Et Al
161206/21 Gross v. NYC Et Al
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155434/18 Gutierrez-Miranda v.
NYCHA
154709/23 Kahn v. Warner Bros.
Discovery, Inc. Et Al
451375/22Mejia v. NYC Et Al
155370/20 Mejia-Devaldez v. NYC
151737/20Mohammed v. NYC
400286/14 Moore v. NYC
452096/21 Moreno Dejesus v. NYC
154169/20 Nolasco v. NYC
155623/12 0lmo v. NYC
153243/20 Power v. NYC Et Al
159311/21Quinones v. NYC Et Al
161746/19 Razak v. Adams Harms
452684/22 Reginald Frazier v. NYC
Et AL
150436/19 Romero v. NYC
452136/18 Sanchez v. Con Ed Co.
152298/19 Simon v. NYC
154257/20 Sk v. NYC
157264/19 Sosa v. NYC
157809/21 Tabas v. NYC Et Al
153553/14 Torres v. NYC
160351/21Velez v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc.
151163/21Worg v. NYC
154194/22Wright v. NYC Et Al

Part 5
City Part

Justice Hasa A. Kingo
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3374
Room 320

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

150379/23 Abalos v. NYC Et Al
400228/14 Abdush-Shahid v.
N.Y.PD.
157751/20Alicia Rodriguez v. NYC
158375/21Alix v. NYC Et Al
451975/20 Almodovar v. NYC
155467/19 Anagnostos v. NYC
155493/22 Baerga v. NYC Et Al
450052/21Bhatti v. NYC
154470/19Butts v. NYC Et Al
151865/21 Collins v. Bernstein
160793/20 D’Amico v. NYC
451199/23 Diarra v. NYC Et Al
153396/19 Diaz v. NYC
101643/19El Bey v. Admin. For
Children’s
100248/20El-Bey v. NYC Police
158301/17 Elkhezzani v. NYC
151448/21 Ferreira v. NYC Et Al
157807/21 Fluellen v. NYC Et Al
151536/23 Gonzalez v. NYC Et Al
161206/21 Gross v. NYC Et Al
155434/18 Gutierrez-Miranda v.
NYCHA
154709/23 Kahn v. Warner Bros.
Discovery, Inc. Et Al
451375/22Mejia v. NYC Et Al
155370/20 Mejia-Devaldez v. NYC
151737/20Mohammed v. NYC
400286/14 Moore v. NYC
452096/21 Moreno Dejesus v. NYC
154169/20 Nolasco v. NYC
155623/12 0lmo v. NYC
153243/20 Power v. NYC Et Al
159311/21Quinones v. NYC Et Al
161746/19 Razak v. Adams Harms
452684/22 Reginald Frazier v. NYC
Et AL
150436/19 Romero v. NYC
452136/18 Sanchez v. Con Ed Co.
152298/19 Simon v. NYC
154257/20 Sk v. NYC
157264/19 Sosa v. NYC
157809/21 Tabas v. NYC Et Al
153553/14 Torres v. NYC
160351/21Velez v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc.
151163/21 Worg v. NYC
154194/22Wright v. NYC Et Al

Motion
450052/21Bhatti v. NYC

Part 8

Justice Lynn R. Kotler
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3572
Room 278

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

653549/24 Const. Rlty. Safety Group
Inc. v. The Hyland Group

653231/24 Dist. Council 37 v. The
Board of Education of The City
School Dist. of NYC Et Al

158166/24 Fecteau v. NYC Human
Resources Admin.

161320/19 Gonzalez v. 58 East
Partners LLC Et Al

157942/21 Guayara v. H.PS.O.N.Y,,
Inc.

160418/18 Harlem Rlty. Associates
v. 108 Lexington Operating LLC

157735/24in The Matter of The
Application of Imaan Corp. v.
NYC Et Al

100716/24Knights v. City Univ. of
NY

156598/24 Law Offices of Michael
S. Lamonsoff v. Michelstein &
Ashman

159209/18 McCallum v. Westchester
Ambulette

159135/21Ortiz v. 7 Hanover Fee
Owner Co. LLC Et Al

100399/24 Pennant v. Mta NYCTA

650572/21 Schottenstein v. Levine

158516/16 Torres v. NYC

100463/24 Zavgorodnaya v. NYS
Div. of Human Rights

Part 12

Justice Leslie A. Stroth
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3273
Room 328

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

158295/21 Abraham v. NYC Et Al

155086/20 Altay v. Liman
Restaurant, Inc.

159279/21 Blackmore v. Fossner
Timepieces Clock Shop, Inc. Et

Al

155832/21Brager v. Quality Bldg.
Services Corp Et Al

100801/22Bruce v. NYC Dept.
of Education And United
Federation of Teachers (uft)

152590/20 Clark v. Bpp Kips Bay
Hldg. LLC Et Al

656221/18 Colazzo v. Diehard
Exterminating Inc.

159636/23 Dandridge v. Imperial

160172/20 Davis v. Esplanade
Gardens Inc Et Al

151781/23 Erath v. Lendlease (us)
Const. Lmb Et Al

159330/20G. v. NYCHA

158178/21Lebron v. College Morris
Ave. Associates LLC Et Al

155709/19 Maldonado v. Concord
Hosp.ity

160927/20 Martucci v. 500 W25th
Owner LLC

153276/19 Perrone v. Suez Water
Westchester, Inc.

157958/19Plaza v. Clune Const. Co.

Lp

160412/20 Pooler v. 550 Madison
Fifth LLC Et Al

160782/21 Quezada v. Ls-14 Ave

151296/22 Quincy Mutual Fire Ins.
Co. A/s/o Rth Rity. Corp. v. Pve
LLC Et Al

156979/21S.R. v. NYCHA

155402/21 Tipan v. Amazon.Com
Services LLC Et Al

157811/20 Turan v. Kmo-361 Rity.
Associates

153538/24 Voorhees v. NYC Dept. of
Mental Health And Hygiene

153869/20W. v. Pozernick

157786/19Wang v. Xiong

155926/21 Waterman v. Msg Arena

Part 21
City Part

Justice Richard A. Tsai
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3738
Room 280

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

153213/23 Gresseau v. NYCTA Et Al
153653/21 Hernandez Pena v.
Metro. Transportation
154837/24 Maldari v. Metro.
Transportation Auth.
Motion

154837/24Maldari v. Metro.
Transportation Auth.
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Part 22
Motor Vehicle

Justice James G. Clynes
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3271
Room 136

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

152580/24 Alvi v. S.M.G. Supply Inc.
Et Al

152524/23 Fanas-Rojas v. Cylear

155636/21 Ortiz v. Kasson

Part MED-2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld
80 Centre Street
646-386-3689
Room 106

Early Settlement
Part 1

Justice Miles J. Vigilante
80 Centre Street
Room 106

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

151105/19 Barrado Alonso v.
Cabgram Developer LLC
160214/19Byrnes v. Rp1185 LLC
159354/19 Compeau v. Metro.
Museum of Art
160270/21 Cruz v. Msmc
Residential Rity. LLC Et Al
153664/22 Epstein v. Key Food
Stores Co-Operative, Inc. Et Al
152080/21 Flores v. R.G. Ortiz
Funeral Home Inc. Et Al
151179/16 Greater NY Mutual v.
Harleysville Worcester
159102/15Jones v. Vornado NY Rr
One L.L.C.
154007/13 Jones v. Tda Const., Inc.
150612/18 Konstantinidis v. NYC
160104/16 Marquez v. NYCHA
151220/21 McKinley v. Wesbuilt
Const. Mgrs.
150488/20 Merino v. Larstrand
Corp.
152167/20 Mills v. Polanco
158160/20 Muller v. Rasheed
152756/13 Norman v. Olive Branch
150800/20 Sanchez-Mateo v.
Antonio’s Tratoria Corp.
152638/20 Shyti v. 9 Peridom Inc.
158068/18 Szymczyk v. Hudson 36
LLC
151680/17T & T 130 Pizza Corp. v.
Walsam 130 Mad LLC
151221/20Weeden v. Lukezic
151777/20Wesco Ins. Co. v. Atomix
NY Inc.
151824/20 Wright v. 1229-1273 Rlty.
LLC

Early Settlement
Part 2
Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld
80 Centre Street
Room 106

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

451708/22Bond v. NYC Et Al
160120/20 Brodsky v. NYC Et Al
160793/20 D’Amico v. NYC
158032/23 Suazo v. NYC Et Al

Part 28
Justice Lisa S. Headley
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3696
Room 122

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

155441/22 Colon v. Chesapeake
Owners Corp. Et Al

Part 35
Justice Denise M Dominguez
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4299
Courtroom 289

Part 41
Justice Nicholas W. Moyne
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3984
Room 327

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

655226/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Puente Enterprises, Inc.
D.B.A. Sky Canyon Love

150063/24 Garvin Const. Prods. v.
Mastro Brothers, Inc. Et Al

Part 52
City Part
Justice Jeanine R. Johnson
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3742
Room 307

TUESDAY, OCT. 1
160120720 Brodsky v. NYC Et Al

160347/15Rubin v. NYC
158032/23 Suazo v. NYC Et Al

Part 62
City Part
Justice J. Machelle Sweeting
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 279

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

451708/22Bond v. NYC Et Al
159253/22 Sutton v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

Part 73R
Special Referee
Justice Diego Santiago
60 Centre Street
Room 354

Part 75R
Special Referee
Justice Stephen S. Burzio
60 Centre Street
Room 240

Part 81R
Special Referee
Justice Lancelot B. Hewitt
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3680
Room 321

Part 84R
Special Referee
Justice Jeremy R. Feinberg
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3207
Room 641

Part 87R
Special Referee
Justice Joseph P. Burke
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5541
Room 238

Part 88R
Special Referee
Justice Deborah E. Edelman
60 Centre Street
Room 158

Part 89R
Special Referee
Justice Sue Ann Hoahng
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3676
Room 236

71 THOMAS
STREET

Part 18

Justice Alexander M. Tisch
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3472
Room 104

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

950499/21B. v. NYC

950255/19 Bizzarro v. Archdiocese
of NY

157290/22 Cannady v. Sintec Media
Inc. Et Al

950246/21D. v. NYC

950211/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950210/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950208/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950213/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950212/19Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

is eight years.

appointment on July 24, 2024, the Panel must report
to the Court its recommended slate of candidates
for consideration for the magistrate judge vacancies.
See the vacanacy notice below:

Three Full-Time Federal
Magistrate Judge Vacancies

There are three (3) upcoming full-time United
States Magistrate Judge vacancies at the Brooklyn
Courthouse of the Eastern District of New York at
225 Cadman Plaza, Brooklyn, New York, effective on
a date to be determined in December 2024, on May
17,2025, and August 1, 2025, respectively. The duties
of the position are demanding and wide-ranging, and
will include: (1) conduct of preliminary proceedings
in criminal cases; (2) trial and disposition of misde-
meanor cases; (3) conduct of various pretrial matters
and evidentiary proceedings on delegation from the
judges of the district court; (4) trial and disposition
of civil cases upon consent of the litigants; and (5)
assignment of additional duties not inconsistent with
the Constitution and laws of the United States.

The jurisdiction of a United States Magistrate Judge
is specified in 28 U.S.C. § 636. To be qualified for
appointment, an applicant must: (a) be a member
in good standing of the bar of the highest court of a
state, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, or the U.S. Virgin Islands for at least
five years; (b) have been engaged in the active prac-
tice of law for a period of at least five years (with
some substitutions authorized); (c) be competent
to perform all the duties of the office, of good moral
character, emotionally stable and mature, commit-
ted to equal justice under the law, in good health,
patient and courteous, and capable of deliberation
and decisiveness; (d) be less than 70 years old; and
(e) not be related to a judge of the district court.
An applicant should have federal court experience
and be knowledgeable in federal civil and criminal
practices and procedures.

A Merit Selection Panel (appointed by Adminis-
trative Order 2024-14) composed of attorneys and
residents of the district will review all applications
and recommend in confidence to the judges of the
district court the five persons whom it considers
best qualified for each vacancy. The Court will make
the appointments following FBI and IRS investiga-
tions of the appointees. An affirmative effort will
be made to give due consideration to all qualified
candidates, including women and members of minor-
ity groups. The salary of the position is, as of this
notice, $223,836.00 per annum. The term of office

Please note that the application form can be
accessed online at the district’s website: https://www.
nyed.uscourts.gov/forms/application-us-magistrate-
judge-vacancy-docx. Applications must be personally
prepared by the applicant and must be received no
later than October 23, 2024. Applications should
be electronically submitted at https://edny.app.box.
com/f/89d572dd4ab644979ed53683c7005545. Instruc-
tions are available on the district’s website.

The district is an equal opportunity employer.

Joint Local Rules.

U.S. DISTRICT COURTS
Eastern and Southern Districts

Court Invites Public Comment on Proposed
Changes to Local Rules
Deadline is Oct. 6

In accordance with Rule 83(a) of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure and Rule 57(a) of the Federal Rules
of Criminal Procedure, the Boards of Judges of the
Eastern and Southern Districts of New York invite
the public to comment on proposed changes to their

The proposed amendments, which resulted from
the work of a committee of representatives from
both courts and the bar in both districts, are made
in reference to the Joint Local Rules in effect as of
July 1, 2024, which are available at:

https://www.nyed.uscourts.gov/local-rules-
documents-and-administrative-orders

Within one hundred and fifty (150) days from its

The proposed amendments include:

(1) a provision authorizing limited-scope repre-
sentation for pro se litigants in civil cases (amended

Local Civil Rule 1.4);

(2) the replacement of page limits with word limits
for all briefs filed in civil cases (amended Local Civil

Rules 6.3, 7.1, & 11.1);

(3) a provision permitting both districts to adopt
policies governing the possession and use of elec-
tronic equipment (amended Local Civil Rule 1.8);

(4) anew criminal rule establishing default dead-
lines for expert witness disclosures (new Local

Criminal Rule 16.2);

(5) a new criminal rule governing pro se submis-
sions by represented defendants in criminal cases
(new Local Criminal Rule 49.2); and

(6) new local social security rules, to codify existing
administrative and standing orders in both districts
addressed to such cases (new Local Supplemental

Social Security Rules).

Each proposal is followed by a committee note
providing relevant context for the change. (As in the
current Joint Local Rules, notes for all rules will be
consolidated in an Appendix.)

The proposed changes are available at https://
nysd.uscourts.gov/rules/proposed-amendments.
Where a proposed change contemplates amending
an existing rule, the proposal is followed immediately
by a redline reflecting the changes from the existing
rule(s). Otherwise, a redline is not supplied.

There is a 90-day period during which comments
may be provided, which closes on October 6, 2024.
Comments should be submitted only once. A com-
ment submitted through either court’s website or
in letter form will be considered by both courts.

Comments submitted electronically are preferred,
and may be submitted through a form available on
either court’s website at the following links:

https://www.nyed.uscourts.gov/proposed-amend-

ments

https://nysd.uscourts.gov/rules/proposed-amend-

ments

Alternatively, written comments may be submitted

in letter form to:

Robert Rogers
Counsel to the Clerk of Court
United States District Court for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York
Daniel Patrick Moynihan Courthouse
500 Pearl Street
New York, New York 10007-1312

FIRST DEPARTMENT
Appellate Term

Filing Dates for the November Term

The November 2024 Term of the Court will com-

mence on Nov 4, 2024.

The last dates for filing for that term are as follows:

The Clerk’s Return, Record on Appeal, Appendices,
Notice of Argument and Appellant’s Briefs must be
filed on or before Sept. 9, 2024.

Respondent’s Briefs must filed on or before Oct.

1, 2024.

Reply Briefs, if any, must be filed on or before Oct.

Part 31

Justice D. Kiesel
Phone 646-386-4031
Fax 212-401-9260
100 Centre Street

Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

Part 32

Justice Carro
Phone 646-386-4032
Fax 212-401-9261
100 Centre Street

Room 1300, 9:30 A.M.

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Surrogate Hilary Gingold
Surrogate Rita Mella
31 Chamber’s Street
New York, NY"

See court’s webpage for informa-
tion about appearances: Visiting
Surrogate’s Court | NYCOURTS.
GOVs

Part JHO/Part 37

Justice Adlerberg
Phone 646-386-4037
100 Centre Street

Room 1600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 41

Justice Dwyer
Phone 646-386-4041
Fax 212-401-9262
100 Centre Street

Room 1116, 9:30 A.M.

Part 42

Justice Wiley
Phone 646-386-4042
Fax 212-401-9263
111 Centre Street
Room 733, 9:30 A.M.

Part 51

Justice Edwards
Phone 646-386-4051
Fax 212-401-9264
100 Centre Street

Room 1324, 9:30 A.M.

Part 52

Justice T. Farber
Phone 646-386-4052
Fax 212-401-9265
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 53

Justice Rodney
Phone 646-386-4053
100 Centre Street

Room 1247, 9:30 A.M.

Part 54

Justice Antignani
Phone 646-386-4054
111 Centre Street
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

Part 56

Justice Drysdale
Phone 646-386-4056
111 Centre Street
Room 724, 9:30 A.M.

Part 59

Justice J. Merchan
Phone 646-386-4059
Fax 212-295-4932
100 Centre Street

Room 1602, 9:30 A.M.

Part 61

Justice Clott
Phone 646-386-4061
Fax 212-401-9266

100 Centre Street

Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

Part 62

Justice M. Jackson
Phone 646-386-4062
Fax 212-401-9267
100 Centre Street

Room 1111, 9:30 A.M.

Part 63

Justice Hong
Phone 646-386-4063
111 Centre Street
Room 631, 9:30 A.M.

Part 66

Justice Pickholz
Phone 646-386-4066
Fax 212-401-9097
111 Centre Street

Room 1047, 9:30 A.M.

Part 71

Justice L. Ward
Phone 646-386-4071
Fax 212-401-9268
100 Centre Street

Room 1104, 9:30 A.M.

Part 72

Justice R. Stolz
Phone 646-386-4072
Fax 212-401-9269
100 Centre Street

Room 1123, 9:30 A.M.

Part 73

Justice Roberts
Phone 646-386-4073
Fax 212-401-9116
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

https://nysd.uscourts.gov/rules 10, 2024.

g ity | SIS | 53 Horigags Part 42
450432/23J. v. NYC Et Al Solutions Foreclosure Part Justice Emily Morales-
950328/21 Perez v. NYC Et Al s Justice Francis A. Kahn, III Minerva
951039/21S. v. NYC 15;12?’241“5"‘“ v. Energy Plus 111 Centre Street 111 Centre Street
950096/20 Sirignano v. Archdiocese ne. Phone 646-386-5607 Phone 646-386-3237

of NY Part 58 Room 1127B Room 574

Part 23 ; ;
Justice David B. Cohen TUESDAY, OCT. 1 Part 47

Justice Eric Schumacher
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3754
Room 304

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

152050/22 Calderoni v. 260 Park
Ave. South Condominium Et Al

155276/24Kavasutra 6th St. Inc. v.
NYC Bd. of Ed. of Health Et Al

155544/19 Sanseverino v. Empire
Outlet Builders

Part 29

Justice Leticia M. Ramirez
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3016
Room 311

Part 36

Justice Verna L. Saunders
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3733
Room 205

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

651940/21 Babe You v. Wgst Prod.
ion, Inc., A Florida Corp. Et Al

150582/22 Sylvan Hosp.ity Group,
Inc. v. St. Giles Hotel

Part 46

Justice Richard Latin
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3279
Room 210

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

157149/22 Brache-Moran v. Stf 247
Audubon Ave. Hldg. LLC

153850/23 Diaz Paredes v. Vema
Group LLC Et Al

158837/22 Guberman v. NYC Dept.
of Education Et Al

151379/22 Napoli v. 50 Hyme Owner

158319/22 Ordinary Faces LLC v.
David Turner Architect

155231/23 Sentinel Ins. Co. Ltd.
As Subrogee of Manhattan
Institute, Inc. v. Gfp Real Estate

153708/22White v. Sp 41 Park LLC
Et Al—10:30 A.M.

Motion
153850/23 Diaz Paredes v. Vema
Group LLC Et Al

158837/22 Guberman v. NYC Dept.
of Education Et Al

Part 55

Justice James D’Auguste
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3289
Room 103

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

654804/22 Domus Design Centers,
Inc. v. Moving Stairs, Inc.

71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-636-3347
Room 305

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

158261/19Rector v. Bdg Gotham
Residential

Part 56

Justice John J. Kelley
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-5281
Room 204

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

805379/22 Akin v. Nat. Ave LLC Et Al

805373/22Butler v. Touijer M.D.

805050724 Crisafulli v. Rogova

805045/24 Estate of Judith Brook Et
Al'v. Ruotolo Esq

805066/19G.B. v. Quaegebeur

805169/19Houston Carver v. Dewitt
Rehabilitation

805380/23 Javakian v. The New
Jewish Home - Sarah Neuman
Center

805402/18 Lluberes v. Engel

805038/24 Lutter v. Sethi M.D.

805464/23 Morgenstern v. The
Mount Sinai Hosp. Et Al

805340/20Raphan v. 150 Riverside
Op

805326/23 Rich v. Andrew Lo M.D.

805279/19 Sragow v. Jaffin

111 CENTRE
STREET

Part 20
Matrimonial
Justice Deborah A. Kaplan
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3300
Courtroom 1227

Part 25
Guardianship
Justice Aija Tingling
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5675
Room 1254

Part 27

Justice Carol Sharpe
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5625
Room 1045

850138/23 57th St. Vacation Owners
Assoc., Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Gilson

850345/23 57th St. Vacation Owners
Assoc., Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Tauscher

850233/18938 St. Nicholas Ave. v.
936-938 Cliffcrest Housing

850102/20Argentic Real Estate v.
Nuvo Ciao-Di LLC

152565/23 Board of Mgrs. of Towers
on The Park Condominium v.
Williams

850218/15Bosco Credit V Trust
Series v. Johnson

850141/20 Hilton Resorts Corp. v.
Mitchell

850158/19Home Loan Investment
Bank v. Padilha

150975/18 Jennifer Fishbein v. Jane
Goldman Et Al

850663/23 Popular Bank Fka Banco
Popular North America v. Regan

850164/23 U.S. Bank Na v. Simpson

850241/23 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
440 B'way. Rlty. Associates

Motion

850102/20Argentic Real Estate v.
Nuvo Ciao-Di LLC

850218/15Bosco Credit V Trust
Series v. Johnson

850164/23 U.S. Bank Na v. Simpson

Part 38

Justice Louis L. Nock
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3235
Room 1166

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

651372/24 Atlantic Specialty Ins.
Co. v. Irws

157377/23 Bldg Mgt. Co., Inc. v.
Sureka

651615/19Fisher Essex v. NY
Marine And General—10 A.M.

653644/241tria Ventures LLC
v. Westech Security And
Investigation Inc Et Al

450747/23NYC Employees’
Retirement System v. Bynoe-
Sullivan

656731/22Vrex Const., Inc. v.
Ortege—2:15 PM.

Part 39
Justice Suzanne J. Adams
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3619
Courtroom 623
TUESDAY, OCT. 1

160751/21Ritorto v. 1350

Justice Mandelbaum
Phone 646-386-4075
111 Centre Street
Room 583, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Paul A. Goetz
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3743
Room 1021

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

151637/21Barba v. . J. Sciame
Const.

154986/24 Castagliola v. Safepan
Scaffolding LLC Et Al

653274/24in The Matter of The
Petition of State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Laycock

152245/24 Lozada v. NY Developers
& Mgt. LLC Et Al

Part 77

Justice Obus
Phone 646-386-4077
100 Centre Street

Room 1536, 9:30 A.M.

Part 81

Justice C. Farber
Phone 646-386-4081
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street

Room 1317, 9:30 A.M.

Part 85

Part 26

Justice Phaedra F. Perry
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3308
Room 684

Justice Hayes
Phone 646-386-4085
Fax 212-401-9113
111 Centre Street

Room 1523, 9:30 A.M.

Part 92

Part Integrated
Domestic Violence

Justice Tandra L. Dawson
100 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3868
Room 1604

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

Justice Mitchell
Phone 646-386-4092
Fax 212-295-4914
111 Centre Street

Room 1234, 9:30 A.M.

Part

Justice E. Biben
Phone 646-386-4093
111 Centre Street

Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

365118/24 Zanet v. Zanet Part 93
Justice Scherzer
Phone 646-386-4093
NAL 100 Centre Street
CRIMI TERM Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.
Part Tap A Part 95
Justice Biben Justice D.Conviser
Phone 646-386-4107 Phone 646-386-4095
100 Centre St. Fax 212-401-9137
Room 1100, 9:30 A.M. 111 Centre Street
Room 687, 9:30 A.M.
Part Tap B
Justice S Part 99
ustice A Justice Burke
Phone 646-346-4044 ustice
one Phone 646-386-4099
100 Centre St.
Fax 212-401-9270
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M. 100 Centre Street
Part 22 Room 1530, 9:30 A.M.
Justice Mennin Part N-SCT
Phone 646-386-4022 Justice Peterson
Fax 212-295-4890 Phone 646-386-4014
111 Centre Street Fax 212-401-9272
Room 928, 9:30 A.M. 100 Centre Street
Room 218, 9:30 A.M.
- Pa"Nzl‘: Part IDV
ustice N. Ross -
tice D:
Phone 646-386-4023 P e onrg
Fax 212-295-4891 Fax 212-884-8938
100 Centre Street 100 Centre Street

Room 1307, 9:30 A.M.

Room 1604, 9:30 A.M.

Bronx
County

SUPREME COURT

EX PARTE AND
URGENT
MOTIONS PART

The Following is the
List of Sittings in the
Ex Parte Urgent
Motions Part
on the Dates Specified:

TRIAL TERM
718-618-1248

Day Calendar
Court Notices

Key to Submission
Motion Calendar

FS = Fully submitted.

FSN = Fully Submitted, No
Opposition

ADJ=adjourned to the marked
date for oral argument in the above
calendar part. Answering papers
are to be submitted on the original
return date in Room 217.

* %k %

MENTAL HYGIENE PART
Justice Betty Owen Stinson

A Supreme Court calendar will
be called and Mental Hygiene
Hearings will be conducted at
Jacobi Hospital, Pelham Parkway
and Eastchester Road, Room 8E20,
and North Central Bronx Hospital,
3424 Kossuth Avenue, Room
13A32, on alternate Wednesdays
commencing at 9 A.M.

A Supreme Court calendar will
be called and Mental Hygiene
Hearings will be conducted at
Bronx Psychiatric Center, 1500
Waters Place, Thompson Building,
First Floor every Wednesday at
10:30 A.M. or as soon thereafter as
counsel may be heard.

Mortgage Foreclosure Sales
in Supreme Court, Bronx
County are no longer conduct-
ed in Room 118M. All Mortgage
Foreclosure Sales in Supreme
Court, Bronx County are con-
ducted in Room B-129 (Ground
Floor). Sales will be con-
ducted on Mondays, Tuesdays,
Wednesdays and Fridays at 2
P.M. No Mortgage Foreclosure
Sales shall be conducted in
Bronx County on Thursdays

Trial Assignment Part

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 607, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

302274/16 Al-Zokary v. Diallo
Mamadou Dian

24172/20 Albanese v. Sanogo

21486/19Ali v. Kabore

800711/22Ally v. Alice L. Kulick 3

804472/22 Arroyo v. Beretta

34353/20 Asamoah v. Atkinson

31061/19Baena v. Calderon

28648/16 Bond v. Midtown Express,
Inc.

20738/19 Capellan v. Almonte

31309/17 Chang v. Logan Bus Co.,
Inc.

807524/21 Davis v. Dtg Enterprise
Inc. Et Al

21132/12 Delgado v. NYCTA

22941/19Earle v. Nunezquinones

801971/21 Espada v. Kovskaya
Gruppa Corp.

32045/19Figueroa v. NYC

20249720 Galvez v. Scott

24711/15 Gamble v. Kats

807947/21 Grajales v. Forrester

27950720 Inges v. Peck

30120/19 Jordan v. Cisse

21643/20 Komoni v. Bowman

33999/18 Lascano v. Caribe Beer
Wholesale & Retail

25938/19Mack v. R&F Limo., Inc.

22129/19 Marthans v. Nwaohuocha

24182/18 Miranda v. Karimy

801857/22 Naar v. 2855 Ge LLC Et Al

24227/18 Nasef v. Qlr Three, Inc.

23402/17Newman v. Drink King
Distributing

31291/17 Nwaohuocha v. American
United

23110/19 Peck v. Bonet

26394/19 Perdoncin v. Perdoncin

802871/22R. v.Bh & S Leibman
Inc. Et Al

30507/18R. v. Carbonell

31955/18 Ramos v. Cabrera Veras

302566/16 Rodriguez v. Aponte

29319/17 Rosario v. Thomas
Cerabona

21941/19 Sanyang v. Cordero
German

23811/19 Schifano v. Santiago

25089/20 Shahidi-Mcdonald v.
Hanna & Jina Ny, Inc.

34921/19Sidi v. Pimentel

27007/18 Son v. Sanchez

303732/15 Speights v. Woodstock
Terrace

29612/19 Tanoh v. Santos Jimenez

34519/18 Tounkara v. Mack

32662/20 Wallace v. Teouri

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

802468/22 Ajtunixcoy v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

23367/19B. v. 2485-87 Univ. Ave.
LLC

25156/18 Berrios v. Rodriguez

29491/18 Bynes v. NYCH&HC And

20342/19 Carella v. Kings Harbor
Multicare Center

31436/20 Cole-Kelly v. Larrison

23349720 Colon v. NYC Dept. of

21558/17 Connor v. Hurricane Mgt.
Corp.

809036/21 Culpepper v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

800559/21Dawson v. Food Bank For
NYC

34431/19 Delgado v. Nyp Hldgs., Inc.

23595/17Diaz Ramirez v.
Appelbaum

27147/15Diaz v. Darmetta

816539/21 Drummond v.
Pendergrass Esq.

26107/19Duncan v. Sherman Creek
Rity. Corp.

33412/20 Garcia v. Reliant
Transportation, Inc.

805134/21Gerena v. Dia

800839/21 Hamilton v. Bonilla

801598/23 Harris v. Doe

31728/18 Jenkins v. Citadel Care
Centers Group

20819/20 Jones v. 253 Hldgs. Inc.

20467/16 Justo v. Arbee Mgt. Ltd.

303115/16 Lasalle v. NYC

31193/17 Marych v. Follini

32582/18 0’Shea v. Procida Const.
Corp.

31938/17 Ogbuehi v. Rose

26998/18 Ortega v. Hammouri

805828/21Pena v. Nunez Tavarez

26661/18 Peterson v. Acer
Packaging & Supplies

300833/15Quintero v. Merchant
Funding
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27430/18 Raskina v. Circle Lodge
And Kinder Ring

25953/20 Rodriguez v. PA. Cab
Corp.

27316/19Rowley v. Jerome Jsd
Hldgs.

35003/19 Ruiz De Tarazona v.
Checo Mendez

801792/22 Sanchez v. Sanchez
Peralta

23257/20 Stokes v. Ebanks

303828/14 Tejeda v. 2856 Rity. LLC

35123/19 Thompson v. Everest
Scaffolding Inc.

300322/17Vasquez Carranza v.
Memorial Hosp.

801196/21Webster v. Beth Abraham
Health Services A.K.A. Beth
Abraham Services Et Al

23666/19 White v. Kim

ADR Part

Phone 718-618-3081
Rooms 701M-701A

Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
Phone 718-618-1275
Room 710, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1
812465/21 Monsanto v. Simpson
WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2
32839/20 Ramos v. Escoboza

Part 3/33

Justice Mitchell J. Danziger
Phone 718-618-1207
Room 707, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

803623/24 Abbott v. NYCHA Et Al
816581/21 Abreu v. Knic LLC Et Al
802231/23 Adames v. Galaxy
General Contracting Corp. Et Al
810920/22 Adams v. NYC Et Al
803802/23 Amanda Van Stry As Ltd.
Administrator of The Estate of
Javier Velasco v. NYC Et Al
805792/23 Amanze v. NYCTA Et Al
801854/24 Arias v. NYC Et Al
808900/24 Armstrong v. NYC Et Al
802740/21 Arroyo v. NYC
813109/23 Asantewaa v. Perez
801274/23 Atkins v. NYC Et Al
807291/24 Austion v. The NYCTA Et
Al
807353/23 Barbosa v. NYC Et Al
802201/21Bent v. NYC
808505/24 Bido v. NYC
803443/24Boothe v. NYC Et Al
806972/23 Bridgett v. NYC Et Al
814430/22 Brown v. The NYCTA Et
Al
817248/23 Cabral v. Kirvens
819623/23 Cabrera v. NYCTA Et Al
34918/20 Calo v. NYC
820450/23 Campbell v. NYC Et Al
802287/24 Candelaria v. Scg 320
811318/21 Cannon v. NY NYCTA Et

Al
811168/22 Chiber v. Jlj Enterprises
Inc Et Al
802695/24 Clase Morillo v. Johnson
819120/22 Colbourne v. NYC Et Al
803266/23 Conde v. NYC Et Al
809373/23 Cooper v. NYC Et Al
819723/23 Costello v. NYC Et Al
805195/23 Coulibaly v. NYCTA Et Al
815929/22 De Las Nueces v. Valerio
816122/23 Delgado-Viera v. NYC Et
Al

803256/24 Diakite v. Peace
301016/10Diaz v. NYC
800447/21Dixon v. NYC
800523/21Dixon v. NYC Et Al
803769/24 Edwards v. NYC Et Al
802727/21 Emener v. NYC
27311/18 Estrada-Valentin v. NYC
808400/23 Fabian v. NYC Et Al
801563/24 Ferrer v. NYC Et Al
820698/23 Figueroa v. Jones
26343/19Font v. NYC
808231/24 Francica v. NYCTA Et Al
818344/23 Furci Jonny Ramirez
Sena v. NYC Et Al
815362/23 Gallardo v. NYC Et Al
809770/24 Garrick v. NYC Et Al
813552/23 Garris v. NYC Et Al
26045/20 Gomez v. NYC
813567/23 Gonzalez v. NYC Et Al
805780/24 Graham v. NYC
21486/20 Gray v. NYC
804644/24 Guaba Morillo v.
Giardino
815871/23 Guevara v. NYC Et Al
806471/23 Gumaneh v. NYC Et Al
817473/23 Happy v. The NYCTA Et
Al

803349/24 Harris v. NYC Et Al
27482/17 Harrison v. NYC
820293/23 Hinks v. NYC Et Al
35483/20 Horne Heyliger v. NYC Et
Al
800620/24 Hunt v. NYC Et Al
818913/231dal v. The NYCTA Et Al
810611/23J. v. Board of Education
of NYC Et Al
31233/18 Jackson v. NYC
813041/23 Jeffery v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al
804529/24 Jimenez Papote v. NYC
801231/24 Jones v. NYC Et Al
302295/15Joue v. NYC
807209/24 Kabir v. NYC Et Al
818818/23 Keller v. NYC Et Al
806228/22King v. The NYC; Et Al
34166/20 Knight v. NYC
81001923 Knight v. NYC Et Al
805412/22 Lamb v. Kaufman 8th
Ave. Associates L.P. Et Al
811080/24 Lewis v. NYC Et Al
812222/22 Linton v. NYC
27405/19 Lockett v. NYC
804986/23 Long v. NYC
801396/23 Loran v. NYC Et Al
805501/24 Lucero v. NYC Et Al
806586/23 Lynette Colon v. Amanda
Cove
808100/23 Madison v. NYCTA Et Al
812198723 McCarron v. Melhado
30071/19 McClinton v. NYC
801943/24Minniefield v. NYCTA Et
Al
807242/24 Mojica v. NYC Et Al
820092/23 Moran v. NYC Et Al
815095/22Morel v. NYCTA Et Al
30690/18 Mouzon v. NYC
23675/20 Mouzon v. NYC
818911/22Murray v. NYC Et Al
25642/20 Nieves v. NYC
24781/19 Nofal v. NYC
806520/23 Norman v. NYC Et Al
28002/18 0'Meally v. NYC
35684/20 Okolo v. John Doe Et Al
804569/24 Ortiz v. Doe
21070/14 Owens v. NYC
33668/19 Parker v. NYC
805814/24 Parsons v. Perri
807341/24 Pasha v. NYC
807897/24 Pasha v. NYC
807143/23 Pauldon v. NYC Et Al
816666/23 Pendergrass v. NYC
Dept. of Correction Et Al
804997/24 Perez v. NYC
23441720 Perez v. NYC
34107/19 Pesantes v. NYC
304960/15 Phillips v. NYC
31780/18 Pickering v. NYC
805920/23 Powell v. NYC Et Al
802925/24 Price v. NYC Et Al
25186/20Q. v. NYC
801980/21 Quintana v. NYC
28538/19 Reese 111 v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
300257/14Reyes v. NYC
801430/21Rivera v. NYC
819675/23 Rodriguez Gomez v.
NYCHA (NYCHA) Et Al
31580/18 Rodriguez v. NYC
21924/16 Sanchez v. NYC
814881/23 Sanchez v. NYC Et Al
801261/24 Sandra Garcia v. NYC Et

Al
817651/23 Santos v. Giacomo &
Gennaro Patricia’s of Tremont Et

809701/24 Scipio v. NYC
809784721 Serrano v. NYC Et Al
33556/20 Serrano v. NYC
820592/23 Service Jr. v. NYCTA Et Al
814206/22 Sherwood v. NYC Et Al
802129/24 Simon v. NYC Et Al
25183/18 Simpson v. NYC
28400/19 Smith v. NYC
801897/23 Summers v. Manhattan
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Al

800599/24 Lopez v. Penske Truck
Leasing Co Et Al

24783/19Martinez v. East River
Housing Corp.

812767/23 Oliva Cacho v. 37 Ave
Richouse LLC Et Al

810239/21 Paca v. 17702 Jamaica
Corp.

809038/24 Perry v. Fabre

809035/24 Pluviose v. Hub Truck
Rental

813424/21 Quintuna Hidalgo v.
Triton Const. Co.

806219/21 Reyes v. 16 Fulton
Partners LLC

807577/23 Sanchez v. 47-09
Skillman Rlty. LLC

802545/24 Santana Guichardo v.
2750 Boston Road LLC Et Al

810973/22 Santos v. Aqua Rlty. LLC

812677/22 Stengel v. NYCTA Et Al

810128/21 Ugaldez Sanchez v.
Rp1185 LLC Et Al

806846/21 Vargas Valdez v. 540
West 189th Group LLC Et Al

803640/23 Vargas v. Corbex Inc. Et
Al

804277/22Yakule v. Alba Services,
Inc. Et Al

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

802148/22 Adams v. Polar
Beverages Et Al

808401/22 Alvarado Jr. v. Citnalta
Const. Corp. Et Al

802128/22 Alvarez v. Vital Brookdale
Housing Dev. Fund Corp Et Al

34217/20 Bernardez v. Pigranel
Mgt. Corp

34069/19 Bucci v. NYC

806779/23 Campoverde Rodriguez
v. Watson Ave Estates LLC Et Al

801979/23 Connaire v. Bud South
LLC Et Al

801124/21 Corona Diaz v. 138
Shobro

810644/22 Diaz Genao v. Wi/bsrep
111 390 Park LLC Et Al

815926/23 Fofana v. Toto

808672/21 Gassama v. 1461-1469
Third Ave Owner LLC Et Al

801775/23 Gassama v. 22nd And
11th Associates

805968/24 Goudiaby v. Foodfest
Depot

811405/22 Hays v. 38 Westchester
SqLLCEtAl

811802/24 Henry v. Bennet Owusu
Et Al

803766/23 Hernandez Gomez v.
44-01 Northern Owner

812999/22 Lopez Cativo v. 3745
Riverdale Ave. LLC Et Al

807080/21 Lopez Garcia v. Bpp Pcv
Owner LLC Et Al

803464/21 Luzuriaga Miranda v. Ge
Capital Group LLC Et Al

812960/21 Mateo Arias v. 111
Roosevelt Dev. LLC Et Al

810981/21 Mendez Granada v. Lo
Sardo General Contractors, Inc.
EtAl

33794/19 Oliveras v. Automated
Conveyor Systems

806010/21 Pizarro v. Suffolk Const.
Corp. Et Al

808570/23 Ramirez v. Bbm Const.
Corp. EtAl

800609/24 Robertson v. Sanders

805311/22 Rodriguez Castano v. 544
Park Ave. Rlty. LLC Et Al

33685/18 Sambula v. Mg Dolphin
LLC

819549/23 Santana Garcia v. Ryer
26 LLC

813711/21 Santos Borges v. Mega
Contracting Group

819412/23 Sarmiento v. Method
General Contractors LLC Et Al

803418/21 Tacuri Brito v. Noa-Lior
LLC Et Al

808291/22 Thomas v. Bedford 203
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al

Part 32 (COM)

Justice Fidel E. Gomez
Phone 718-618-1203
Room 403, 9:30 A.M.
TUESDAY, OCT. 1

30463/19 Vero v. Posimato

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

802734/21 Norman Rlty. & Const. v.
151 East 170th Lender LLC

Part 34

Justice Michael A. Frishman
Phone 718-618-1349
Room 705, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

808054/21Agomas v. Sumon M.D.

819382/22 Aiezza v. Campbell
D.M.D.

812365/21Allah v. St. Barnabas
Hosp. Et Al

22606/20 Arango v. Nyack Hosp.

27078/20 Archibald v. Debello
D.PM.

809031/23 Ayala v. Patrick M.D.

27466/19 Baylor v. Nadel M.D.

807465/22 Burgaj v. Montefiore
Medical Center Et Al

810134/22 Buxton v. Jenkins M.D.

816838/23 C v. Robertson M.D.

814615/21 Calloway v. Choi M.D.

802435/21 Carter v. Japanwalla

819054/22 Cruz v. Gotham Oral Et
Al

812766/21D. v. Pylypiv Md

800235/21D. v. Varquez-Ornopia

805387/21 Dominguez v. Zank M.D.

806759/22 Estrella v. United Odd
Fellows And Rebekah Home, Inc.
Et Al

819973/23 Falcon v. Essen Medical
Associates

28863/19Feliz v. Gottesfeld

800241/21 Jenkins v. Brafman

27712/19 Lanzetta v. Montefiore
Medical Center

818842/22 Lee v. Bronx-Lebanon
Hosp. Center A/k/a Bronxcare
Health System

28415/20 Lewis v. Retina Group

811639/23 Linares v. Heller M.D.

802137/21 McGreggor v. Klineova

811526/23 Moore-Harltey v. Tcprnc

812043/21 Pichardo v. Levy

805914721 Porter v. Villar M.D.

814083/21 Raisky v. Kraut D.DS.

818453/22 Raju v. Aligene M.D.

28970/20 Rodriguez v. Workmen's
Circle Multicare

804773/23 Roman v. Cruz R.N.

25264/20 Rosado v. White Plains
Hosp.

812059/22 Selora v. Bastidas Dmd

803714/22 Stevens v. Sprain Brook
Manor Rehab

23388/14 Torres v. Union
Community Health Center

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

810577/21Anderson-Perry v. St.
Barnabas Hosp. Et Al

805704/21 Barrett v. Gustave M.D.

811503/22 Cruz v. Terrace
Acquisition II

817707/23 Deas v. Abdelnaby M.D.

803697/23 Dyal v. Gonzalez M.D.

815105/22 Garcia v. Abbott M.D.

26484/19 Gonzalez v. Medikids
Pediatric Medicine

805011/23 Hassan v. Wilson Dmd

816572/23 Irene Collado on Behalf
of And As Attorney in Fact For
Ynosencia Collado v. Ralph
Rahme Et Al

23960715 Jones v. Mosholu Pkwy.
Nursing

28854/20 Ladonis v. Patel M.D.

23275/17 Law v. Bainbridge
Nursing And

803351/21 Lebron v. Recabar PT.

29606/19 Lopez v. Blum

811278/23 Lyttleton v. Rose

801902/24Mangum v. Nae Edison

34349/18 Martinez v. Marshall

814035/21 Mateo v. Cho M.D.

817142/21 Montilla v. Montefiore
Medical Center

26018/16 Pacheco v. Schwechter

806529/21 Paredes v. Yager M.D.

21904/20 Pryce v. Montefiore
Medical Group Cfcc

810275/21 Robustelli v. The Jack
D. Weiler Hosp. of The Albert
Einstein College of Medicine

32620/20 Rosa v. Bronx Harbor
Health Care Complex, Inc.

815232/21 Shepherd v. Workmen’s
Circle Multicare Center Et Al

33257/18 Sinclair v. Montefiore
Medical Center

27506/17 Smith v. Montefiore
Medical Center

813968/22 Soto v. Montefiore
Medical Center Et Al

25345/17Thibou v. Edwards

20442/17Vazquez v. Montefiore
Medical Center

81967223 W v. Alexa L. Cohen

Part 35 (DCM)

Justice Raymond P.
Fernandez
Phone 718-618-1216
Room 625, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

819889/23 Beras v. NY Cross
Docking LLC Et Al

800793/24 Booth v. Filco Carting
Corp. Et Al

813114/23 Dawson v. Edwards

809534/23 Ford v. Ahmed

808219/24 McDonald v. Ryder Truck
Rental

809958/24 Moore v. Cruz

809265/24 Saeed v. Shepherd

818745/23 Sosa Almonte v. Holland
Apts. Inc. Et Al

815550/22 Thomas v. Sultan

Part 23 (MM)

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 607, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

302274/16 Al-Zokary v. Diallo
Mamadou Dian

24172720 Albanese v. Sanogo

21486/19Ali v. Kabore

800711/22Ally v. Alice L. Kulick 3

804472/22 Arroyo v. Beretta

34353/20 Asamoah v. Atkinson

31061/19 Baena v. Calderon

28648/16 Bond v. Midtown Express,
Inc.

20738/19 Capellan v. Almonte

31309/17 Chang v. Logan Bus Co.,
Inc.

807524/21 Davis v. Dtg Enterprise
Inc. Et Al

21132/12 Delgado v. NYCTA

22941/19Earle v. Nunezquinones

801971/21 Espada v. Kovskaya
Gruppa Corp.

32045/19Figueroa v. NYC

20249720 Galvez v. Scott

24711/15 Gamble v. Kats

807947/21 Grajales v. Forrester

27950/20 Inges v. Peck

30120/19 Jordan v. Cisse

21643/20 Komoni v. Bowman

33999/18 Lascano v. Caribe Beer
Wholesale & Retail

25938/19Mack v. R&F Limo., Inc.

22129/19 Marthans v. Nwaohuocha

24182/18 Miranda v. Karimy

801857/22 Naar v. 2855 Ge LLC Et Al

24227/18 Nasef v. Qlr Three, Inc.

23402/17 Newman v. Drink King
Distributing

31291/17 Nwaohuocha v. American
United

23110/19 Peck v. Bonet

26394/19 Perdoncin v. Perdoncin

802871/22R. v. Bh & S Leibman
Inc. Et Al

30507/18 R. v. Carbonell

31955/18 Ramos v. Cabrera Veras

302566/16 Rodriguez v. Aponte

29319/17 Rosario v. Thomas
Cerabona

21941/19 Sanyang v. Cordero
German

23811/19 Schifano v. Santiago

25089/20 Shahidi-Mcdonald v.
Hanna & Jina Ny, Inc.

34921/19Sidi v. Pimentel

27007/18 Son v. Sanchez

303732/15 Speights v. Woodstock
Terrace

29612/19 Tanoh v. Santos Jimenez

34519/18 Tounkara v. Mack

32662/20 Wallace v. Teouri

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

802468/22 Ajtunixcoy v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

23367/19B. v. 2485-87 Univ. Ave.
LLC

25156/18 Berrios v. Rodriguez

29491/18 Bynes v. NYCH&HC And

20342/19 Carella v. Kings Harbor
Multicare Center

31436/20 Cole-Kelly v. Larrison

23349/20 Colon v. NYC Dept. of

21558/17 Connor v. Hurricane Mgt.
Corp.

809036/21 Culpepper v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

800559/21 Dawson v. Food Bank For
NYC

34431/19 Delgado v. Nyp Hldgs., Inc.

23595/17Diaz Ramirez v.
Appelbaum

27147/15Diaz v. Darmetta

816539/21 Drummond v.
Pendergrass Esq.

26107/19Duncan v. Sherman Creek
Rity. Corp.

33412/20 Garcia v. Reliant
Transportation, Inc.

805134/21Gerena v. Dia

800839/21 Hamilton v. Bonilla

801598/23 Harris v. Doe

31728/18 Jenkins v. Citadel Care
Centers Group

20819720 Jones v. 253 Hldgs. Inc.

20467/16 Justo v. Arbee Mgt. Ltd.

303115/16 Lasalle v. NYC

31193/17 Marych v. Follini

32582/18 0’Shea v. Procida Const.
Corp.

31938/17 Ogbuehi v. Rose

26998/18 Ortega v. Hammouri

805828/21Pena v. Nunez Tavarez

26661/18 Peterson v. Acer
Packaging & Supplies

300833/15Quintero v. Merchant
Funding

27430/18 Raskina v. Circle Lodge
And Kinder Ring

25953/20 Rodriguez v. PA. Cab
Corp.

27316/19Rowley v. Jerome Jsd
Hldgs.

35003/19 Ruiz De Tarazona v.
Checo Mendez

801792/22 Sanchez v. Sanchez
Peralta

23257/20 Stokes v. Ebanks

303828/14 Tejeda v. 2856 Rlty. LLC

35123/19 Thompson v. Everest
Scaffolding Inc.

300322/17Vasquez Carranza v.
Memorial Hosp.

801196/21 Webster v. Beth Abraham
Health Services A.K.A. Beth
Abraham Services Et Al

23666/19 White v. Kim

Pretrial Part

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 607
9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

302274/16 Al-Zokary v. Diallo
Mamadou Dian

24172/20 Albanese v. Sanogo

21486/19Ali v. Kabore

800711/22Ally v. Alice L. Kulick 3

804472/22 Arroyo v. Beretta

34353/20 Asamoah v. Atkinson

31061/19Baena v. Calderon

28648/16 Bond v. Midtown Express,
Inc.

20738/19 Capellan v. Almonte

31309/17 Chang v. Logan Bus Co.,
Inc.

807524/21 Davis v. Dtg Enterprise
Inc. Et Al

21132/12 Delgado v. NYCTA

22941/19Earle v. Nunezquinones

801971/21 Espada v. Kovskaya
Gruppa Corp.

32045/19Figueroa v. NYC

20249720 Galvez v. Scott

24711/15 Gamble v. Kats

807947/21 Grajales v. Forrester

27950720 Inges v. Peck

30120/19 Jordan v. Cisse

21643/20 Komoni v. Bowman

33999/18 Lascano v. Caribe Beer
Wholesale & Retail

25938/19Mack v. R&F Limo., Inc.

22129/19 Marthans v. Nwaohuocha

24182/18 Miranda v. Karimy

801857/22 Naar v. 2855 Ge LLC Et Al

24227/18 Nasef v. Qlr Three, Inc.

23402/17Newman v. Drink King
Distributing

31291/17 Nwaohuocha v. American
United

23110/19 Peck v. Bonet

26394/19 Perdoncin v. Perdoncin

802871/22R. v. Bh & S Leibman
Inc. Et Al

30507/18R. v. Carbonell

31955/18 Ramos v. Cabrera Veras

302566/16 Rodriguez v. Aponte

29319/17 Rosario v. Thomas
Cerabona

21941/19 Sanyang v. Cordero
German

23811/19 Schifano v. Santiago

25089/20 Shahidi-Mcdonald v.
Hanna & Jina Ny, Inc.

34921/19Sidi v. Pimentel

27007/18 Son v. Sanchez

303732/15 Speights v. Woodstock
Terrace

29612/19 Tanoh v. Santos Jimenez

34519/18 Tounkara v. Mack

32662/20 Wallace v. Teouri

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 2

802468/22 Ajtunixcoy v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

23367/19B. v. 2485-87 Univ. Ave.
LLC

25156/18 Berrios v. Rodriguez

29491/18 Bynes v. NYCH&HC And

20342/19 Carella v. Kings Harbor
Multicare Center

31436/20 Cole-Kelly v. Larrison

23349720 Colon v. NYC Dept. of

21558/17 Connor v. Hurricane Mgt.
Corp.

809036/21 Culpepper v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

800559/21 Dawson v. Food Bank For
NYC

34431/19 Delgado v. Nyp Hldgs., Inc.

23595/17 Diaz Ramirez v.
Appelbaum

27147/15Diaz v. Darmetta

816539/21 Drummond v.
Pendergrass Esq.

26107/19Duncan v. Sherman Creek
Rity. Corp.

33412/20 Garcia v. Reliant
Transportation, Inc.

805134/21 Gerena v. Dia

800839/21 Hamilton v. Bonilla

801598/23 Harris v. Doe

31728/18 Jenkins v. Citadel Care
Centers Group

20819/20 Jones v. 253 Hldgs. Inc.

20467/16 Justo v. Arbee Mgt. Ltd.

303115/16 Lasalle v. NYC

31193/17 Marych v. Follini

32582/18 0’Shea v. Procida Const.
Corp.

31938/17 Ogbuehi v. Rose

26998/18 Ortega v. Hammouri

805828/21 Pena v. Nunez Tavarez

26661/18 Peterson v. Acer
Packaging & Supplies

300833/15Quintero v. Merchant
Funding

27430/18 Raskina v. Circle Lodge
And Kinder Ring

25953/20 Rodriguez v. PA. Cab
Corp.

27316/19Rowley v. Jerome Jsd
Hldgs.

35003/19 Ruiz De Tarazona v.
Checo Mendez

801792/22 Sanchez v. Sanchez
Peralta

23257/20 Stokes v. Ebanks

303828/14 Tejeda v. 2856 Rity. LLC

35123/19 Thompson v. Everest
Scaffolding Inc.

300322/17Vasquez Carranza v.
Memorial Hosp.

801196/21 Webster v. Beth Abraham
Health Services A.K.A. Beth
Abraham Services Et Al

23666/19 White v. Kim

CRIMINAL TERM
Part SCA

Justice Rivera
Phone 718-618-1378
265 East 161st Street
Room 300, 9:30 A.M.

Part T11
(Trial)
Justice Mitchell
Phone 718-618-1076
265 East 161st Street
Room 450, 9:30 A.M.

Part C

Justice Lieb
Phone 718-618-1097
265 East 161st Street
Room 320, 9:30 A.M.

Part IDV-SCT

Justice Flores
Phone 718-618-1067
265 East 161st Street
Room 420, 9:30 A.M.

Part JD/T

Justice Lieb
Phone 718-618-1097
265 East 161st Street
Room 320, 9:30 A.M.

Part TRP

Justice Fabrizio
Phone 718-618-1103
265 East 161st Street
Room 340, 9:30 A.M.

Part 11

Justice Mitchell
Phone 718-618-1076
265 East 161st Street
Room 450, 9:30 A.M.

Part 12

Justice Michels
Phone 718-618-3623
265 East 161st Street
Room 570, 9:30 A.M.

Part 14

Justice Busching
Phone 718-618-1034
265 East 161st Street
Room 660, 9:30 A.M.
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Part 15

Part 31

Justice Tha
265 East 161st Street
9:30 A.M.

Part 16

Justice Bruce
Phone 718-618-1043
265 East 161st Street
Room 540, 9:30 A.M.

Part 17

Justice Zimmerman
Phone 718-618-1022
265 East 161st Street
Room 670, 9:30 A.M.

Part 32

Justice Rosenblueth
Phone 718-618-1019
265 East 161st Street
Room 500, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Thd
Phone 718-618-1106
265 East 161st Street
Room 350, 9:30 A.M

Part 60
Justice Barrett
Phone 718-618-1007
265 East 161st Street

Part 18 Room 620, 9:30 A.M.
Phone 718618 5629 T
one 718-618- . .
Justice Lewis
265 East 16151 Street Phone 7186181103
i i 265 East 161st Street
Part 19 Room 340, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Collins
Phone 718-618-1058
265 East 161st Street
Room 550, 9:30 A.M.

Part 21

Justice Powell
Phone 718-618-1133
265 East 161st Street
Room 690, 9:30 A.M.

Part 22
Justice McCormack
Phone 718-618-1001
265 East 161st Street
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 23

Justice Villegas
Phone 718-618-1046
265 East 161st Street
Room 380, 9:30 A.M.

Part 24

Justice Hornstein
Phone 718-618-1073
265 East 161st Street
Room 440, 9:30 A.M

Part 27 (DV)

Justice Stone
Phone 718-618-1031
265 East 161st Street
Room 590, 9:30 A.M.

Part 28

Justice Clancy
Phone 718-618-3638
265 East 161st Street
Room 560, 9:30 A.M

Part 29

Justice Rodriguez-Morick
Phone 718-618-1118
265 East 161st Street
Room 430, 9:30 A.M.

Part 71

Justice Steed
Phone 718-618-1004
265 East 161st Street
Room 610, 9:30 A.M

Part 73

Justice Tha
Phone 718-618-1085
265 East 161st Street
Room 510, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

Justice Bruce
Phone 718-618-1043
265 East 161st Street
Room 540, 9:30 A.M.

Part 77

Justice Parker
Phone 718-618-1025
265 East 161st Street
Room 680, 9:30 A.M.

Part 78

Justice Marcus
Phone 718-618-1001
265 East 161st Street
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 96

Justice Morales
Phone 718-618-1082
265 East 161st Street
Room 460, 9:30 A.M
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COURT

Surrogate
Nelida Malave-Gonzalez
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Second Department

— NN gEEEE—
APPELLATE MONDAY, OCT. 7
DIVISION 10 AM.
TUESDAY, OCT. 1 Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

LaSalle, P.J., Chambers,
Taylor and Golia, JJ.
19/09112 People v. Jules,
Marckindale (RO)
23/05481 People of State of New
York v. DeJesus-Jiminez (W)
22/10466 People of State of New
York v. Miles (K)
23/06281 People of State of New
York v. Simms (K)
22/05295 People v. Creary, Brandon

Q
22/10392 People v. Lebron, Luis H.
RI

23/07006 John T. Walsh
Enterprises, LLC v. Grace
Christian Church (K)

24/04378 Clarke v. Town of
Newburgh (0)

23/05061 Pierre v. Weir (N)

23/07440 Pierre v. Weir (N)

23/07441 Pierre v. Weir (N)

20/07297 Garratt v. Silva (Q)

23/09152 Matter of Piedra v. Arzu

Q
23/00536 Murphy v. Hollins-Reid

(D)
23/00516 Gopum Corporation v.
Daley (D)
22/08065 Laris v. City of New York
X)
23/02599 Laris v. City of New York
K

23/07475Wilmington Savings Fund
Society, FSB v. Blick (0)

22/01033 LIRA Holdings, LLC v. IGE
Group, Corp. (RO)

23/10600 Matter of Hofstra
University v. Nassau County
Planning Commission (N)

20/08984 Matter of State of New
York v. L. (Anonymous) (S)

23/02908 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.
Palaigos (RO)

FRIDAY, OCT. 4
10 A M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Barros, J.P., Wooten,
Dowling and Landicino, JJ.
22/08002 People v. B. (Anonymous),
Nathaniel (0)

20/05714 People v. Stetson-
Shanahan, Render (Q)

22/00603 People of State of New
York v. Kiernan (D)

18/14327 People v. Wilson, Barry

Q

23/08174 Matter of McCloskey v.
Unger (S)

23/09231 Matter of McCloskey v.
Unger (S)

23/05661 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Esther R.-M.; C.
(Anonymous), Jovanni A. O; (Q)

23/07297 Matter of W.
(Anonymous), River; B.
(Anonymous), Chase.; B. (Anon

Q)

23/07299 Matter of W.
(Anonymous), River; B.
(Anonymous), Chase.; B. (Anon
Q)

23/04177 Gomez v. Wickham (0)

22/07506 Gleneida Medical Care,
P.C. v. DBG Management
Corporation (D)

22/09788 Gleneida Medical Care,
P.C.v. DBG Management
Corporation (D)

22/10437 Gleneida Medical Care,
P.C. v. DBG Management
Corporation (D)

22/03152 Matter of Katz v. Town of
Hempstead (N)

21/00962 Morrison v. Long Island
Railroad (S)

23/02936 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Montes (W)

22/07445MNH SUB [, LLC v. Foley

W)

23/02176 Altman v. Orseck (W)

22/09110 Cooper v. Branca (W)

23/08033 Winter v. Cornwall Police
Department (0)

23/10046 Matter of Moore v. Nassau
University Medical Center (N)

23/04694 Holloway v. Orthodox
Church in America (W)

23/05014 Matter of Chappaqua
Congress of Teachers v. Board of
Education of the C (W)

23/06859 Matter of
C.-FE.(Anonymous), Legend;
Administration for Children’s Se

(K)

Connolly, J.P., Ford,
Voutsinas and Hom, JJ.

18/13727 People v. Pastranavillano,

Joel (Q)
21/02841 People v. Argueta, Mateo
N

22/03724 People v. Navarro, Israel

(X)

18/01714 People v. Simon, Milton
(K)

23/06540 Matter of Esanbor v. Ativie

N)

23/07143 Matter of Calogero v.
McMahon (D)

23/08674 Matter of B.
(Anonymous), Mykel; B.
(Anonymous), Mykah;
Administration (K)

23/03848 Globalized Realty Group,
LLC v. Crossroads Realty NY LLC

(S)

22/00517 Moody-DuBois v.
Westchester Medical Center (W)

20/09607 Eaton v. Fiotos (K)

21/03519Eaton v. Fiotos (K)

20/05982 Enriquez v. Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Q)

23/04228 HSBC Bank USA, NA. v.
Schulman (W)

23/04241 HSBC Bank USA, N.A. v.
Schulman (W)

23/03730 Matter of 790 Holdings
Corp. v. Board of Appeals of Town
of Hempstead (N)

23/05939 Matter of County of
Orange v. City of New York (0)

23/00989Keen v. Tishman
Construction Corporation of New
York (Q)

23/08137 Capio v. U.S. Bank
National Association (RO)

23/05874 Buchanan v. De Orio (K)

23/11428 Duvernay v. Lianya Qiao

Q)
23/04843 Kessler v. Yeshiva of
Central Queens (Q)

TUESDAY, OCT. 8
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Iannacci, J.P., Maltese, Wan
and Golia, JJ.

22/02649 People v. Zitrenbaum, Zev
(RO)

22/04819 People of State of New
York v. Arroyo (K)

20/09483 People v. Mendoza,
Margareth (N)

19/13713 People v. Frank, Reggie
(K)

23/06815 People v. Frank, Reggie

(K)

19/09089 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Kerendian (N)

22/08046 US Bank National
Association v. Kerendian (N)

20/05934Yi Jiang Pai v. Nelson
Senior Housing Development
Fund Corporation (Q)

20/0563541st Road Properties, LLC
v. Wang Real Property, LLC (Q)

23/02630 Beltre v. Menegos (Q)

24/01950 RKJW1 Doe v. Watchtower
Bible and Tract Society of New
York, Inc. (K)

24/01952 Owen v. Watchtower Bible
and Tract Society of New York,
Inc. (K)

21/06812 Miller-Albert v.
EmblemHealth (K)

22/08698 Matter of Gannett Co.,
Inc. v. Town of Eastchester Police
Department (W)

22/05176 Lopez v. Kamco Services,
LLC (K)

21/05125 Mesoraca v. Parking
Services Plus, Inc. (N)

21/09103 Sharif v. Pritam Property
Inc. (Q)

22/02868 Sharif v. Pritam Property
Inc. (Q)

23/06436 Joseph v. Door Restaurant
Corp. (Q)

23/01358 Zupko Painting Inc v.
Utica First Insurance Company

Q)
23/06527 Arnold v. Shepitka (0)
23/09186 Federal National
Mortgage Association v.
Unknown Heirs (Q)

THURSDAY, OCT. 10
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Duffy, J.P., Christopher,
Warhit and Taylor, JJ.

22/05475 People v. Eastman,
Michael D. (P)

21/03630 People v. Duhaney, Kevin
™)

19/05041 People v. Dickerson,
Rahiem (N)
22/02616 People v. Gumbs, Erwin T.

W)
24/07766 Coads v. Nassau County

N)

24/07814 Coads v. Nassau County
Q)

24/08410 Coads v. Nassau County
N)

22/05509 Nurhan v. Harley (N)

21/08831 Heller v. NYC School
Support Services, Inc. (Q)

21/05980 Federal National
Mortgage Association v. Davis

23/02602 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. Davis (Q)

23/06114 Lara v. S& J Operational,
LLC (S)

23/01533 Lana LLC v. Coffie (K)

22/06373 Hooker 11, LLC v. Gean
D)

23/11415 Lori Joseph Builders, Inc.
v. Torres (D)

23/06222 Giahn v. Yakubov (Q)

23/03644 Jackson v. Schindler
Elevator Corp. (K)

23/09689 Scott v. 797 Quincy St,
LLC (K)

21/09066 Cardillo v. 3707 LLC (Q)

23/00801 Dibble v. Schrodel (W)

FRIDAY, OCT. 11
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,
Chambers, Dowling and
Ventura, JJ.

19/12933 People v. Wright, William

(K

23/02922 People v. Martinez,
Miguel (W)

19/08357 People v. Gordon, Winston

(0]
20/07201 People v. Gordon, Winston

W)

19/10761 People v. G. (Anonymous),
Victor (K)

23/05549 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Daniel R. (0)

23/05947 Matter of Mattis v.
Walcott-Graham (K)

23/07249 Matter of L.
(Anonymous), Francesca;
Nassau County Department of
Socia (N)

23/10606 Matter of W.
(Anonymous), Sapphire;
Administration for Children’s
Serv (K)

22/02172 Strong v. State of New
York (NYS)

22/02173 Strong v. State of New
York (NYS)

23/02845 Matter of Grabko v. Rye
Neck Union Free School District

()

23/06417 Libertas Funding, LLC v.
Patmos Property Group LLC (K)

21/02103M & R Real Estate LLC v.
Islip Apartment Corp. (S)

23/07838 Wilmington Trust,
National Association v. Kamal
)

22/09385 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. Kahana (RO)

23/04708 Matter of Village of
Walden v. Teamsters Local Union
No. 445 (0)

22/09143 Fox Capital Group, Inc. v.
SFUS LLC (N)

23/09864 Ravello v. Long Island
Railroad (N)

23/11114H & R Realty of New York
LLC v. Spirited Dragon Real
Estate Developmen (Q)

21/03839 Robles v. City of New York
(K)

22/07316 Matter of Lane v. County
of Suffolk (S)

TUESDAY, OCT. 15
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Barros, J.P., Ford, Love and
Hom, JJ.

23/09580 Matter of G. (Anonymous)
Natalie J.; G. (Anonymous),
Kimberly Jean; (W)

23/05402 Matter of K.
(Anonymous), Ester;
Administration for Children’s
Service (K)

23/02422 Matter of Miller v. Perez

W)

24/00838 Matter of Miller v. Perez
W)

20/09084 Brandford v. Brandford
(9]

23/03212 Brandford v. Brandford

(X)

23/11157 Brandford v. Brandford
(K)

23/01528 Barnes v. Wartburg
Receiver, LLC (K)

20/07854 Elbagdadi v. Silverman

(K)
22/08271 Herry v. City of New York

Q

23/02670 Matter of Herry v. New
York City Housing Authority (Q)

21/08372 Loancare, A Division of
FNF Servicing, Inc. v. Munoz (Q)

21/05138 Montes-Vidal v. New York
State Thruway Authority

23/00988 B&M Zhou LLC v. CA
Plaza LLC (Q)

21/07326 Baxter v. Jada
Construction & Development,
Inc. (D)

22/05367 Drive New Jersey
Insurance Company v. RT
Hospitality Group, LLC (Q)

23/01019Bender v. East End Bus
Lines, Inc (S)

23/09108 Villota v. Hua Mei Lin (K)

23/09887B. v. Town of Oyster Bay
)

23/10741 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.
Gray (K)

23/10744 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.
Gray (K)

23/04121 Armstead v. 123 Frost
Associates L.P. (N)

TUESDAY, OCT. 15
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Staten Island, NY

Maltese, J.P., Genovesi, Wan
and Golia, JJ.

23/05179 People v. Campbell,
Anthony D. (RI)

24/02088 People of State of New
York v. Forsberg (S)

20/03411 People v. Ford, Tyrone
(RD

19/02718 People v. Orama, David
(RD

22/09831 People of State of New
York v. Hibinski (RI)

23/07437 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Davena; A.
(Anonymous) Daenerys;
Administrat (RI)

24/00792 Matter of Garanin v.
Bykhovsky (RI)

23/12087 Matter of C.
(Anonymous), Amira; J.
(Anonymous), Amier; M.
(Anonymo (K)

23/08140 Matter of Mendoza v.
Riera (Q)

23/08132 Sottosanti v. St. Francis
Hospital (RI)

23/05653 Tsamasiros v. Jones (RI)

23/06623 97 Lyman Avenue, LLC v.
MTGLQ Investors, L.P. (RI)

23/07791 Scarsella v. Liberty Coca-
Cola Beverages LLC (RI)

23/01586 Bombalic v. Cornelius
(RD

22/06376 Wells Fargo Bank,
National Association v. Lewis
(R

22/08798 Hanna v. Staten Island
University Hospital (RI)

23/06472 Lakeview Loan Servicing,
LLC v. Rafuna (RI)

23/08261A. v. City of New York (RI)

23/06645 Wells Fargo Bank,
National Association v. Ben -
Aron (RI)

23/09368 Santos v. Fiktus (Q)

THURSDAY, OCT. 17
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY
Miller, J.P., Christopher,
Voutsinas and Ventura, JJ.
22/01251 People v. Ponce, Raul (N)
22/09256 People v. Ponce, Raul (N)
22/10323 People v. Dixon, Tysean

M. (D)

20/08675 People v. Zolorsano,
Alfredo (Q)

20/08677 People v. Zolorsano,
Alfredo (Q)

21/08265 People v. Granger, Elie
Q

23/12253 People of State of New
York v. Johnson (Q)

23/10181 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Brandon (Q)

23/05956 Aideyan v. Mount Vernon
City School District (W)

23/07498 Matter of Camarda v.
Ubert (S)

23/09446 Onewest Bank, N.A. v.
Jacobs (Q)

22/08300 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Medford (Q)

21/01503 HSBC Bank USA, National
Association v. Gallo (Q)

23/01062 Matter of Gramble
v. Putnam County Housing
Corporation (P)

22/10397 Brower v. Staten Island
University Hospital (RI)

20/06022 Mohammad v. Rehman
(RO)

20/04995 Weekes v. Tishman
Technologies Corporation (K)

20/09349 Weekes v. Tishman
Technologies Corporation (K)

20/07494 Garcia v. Hollander (RO)

21/02467 Sanderson-Burgess v. City
of New York (Q)

24/02541 Kim v. Jetro Cash & Carry
Enterprises, LLC (Q)

21/05800 Ballato v. Suffolk County
Traffic and Parking Violations
Agency (S)

FRIDAY, OCT. 18
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY
Dillon, J.P., Wooten, Taylor
and McCormack, JJ.

19/11472 People v. Gobin, Kevin
Q

19/11782 People v. Gobin, Kevin
Q

23/01199 People v. Mayorga, Norbin
Ny

23/11205 Matter of Boutin v. Boutin
Q

23/09949 Matter of Fortune v.
Jasmin (0)

21/01714 Langton v. Sussman &
Watkins (0)

20/03781Williams v. Levine (N)

20/09761 Hervey v. Northern
Westchester Hospital (W)

19/04133 CV XXVIII, LLC v. Williams
)

23/05944 Rodriguez v. Kvatchadze
)

21/09499 Cho v. Marcario (S)

21/08601 Matter of Town of Ramapo
(RO)

22/04045 Matter of Doran
Construction Corp. v. New York
State Insurance Fund (W)

23/04781 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Bruno (S)

23/06735 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Bruno (S)

23/03054 Burtis v. Town of
Hempstead (N)

23/09996 Parra v. K2 Herkimer, LLC
()]

23/08926 Jenny Cho v. HIB of
Bayside Corp. (Q)

23/05476 Sisalima v. Thorne
Construction, Inc. (S)

23/09137 Plunkett v. 519 Gourmet
Deli & Grill, Inc, No. 5 (K)

23/05028 Marinos v. Brahaj (K)

APPELLATE
TERM

2ND, 11TH and 13TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* kK

LONG ISLAND CITY, NY
Day Calendar
TUESDAY, OCT. 1
9:30 A.M.

Toussaint, P.J., Buggs,
Ottley, JJ.

22/00055 People v. Manuel Ortega

22/00120 People v. Nelson Toe

22/00259 People v. Nareiq Millette

22/00503 People v. Shawn
Chickurie

22/00763 People v. Dennis Molinary

22/00828 People v. Vincent Ranzie

22/00829 People v. Rafael Castro

23/00680 People v. Elijah Walls

23/00525 Aaron Scaturro, Arthur
Purvis, and Shadrack Lindo v.
FJ.H. Realty, Inc.;, DHPD of NYC,
DOB of NYC, and NYC Loft Board

23/00671 Queens Fresh Meadows,
LLC v. Jermaine Beckford and
Gillian Beckford; “John Doe”
and/or “Jane Doe”

23/00961 Burke 2 Physical Therapy,
P.C., A/A/O Lewis, Destiny v.
State Farm Mutual Automobile
Ins. Co.

23/01083 Burke Physical Therapy,
P.C., A/A/O Townsend, Peter v.
State Farm Mutual Automobile
Ins. Co.

24/00273 Central Pharmacy,

Inc., A/A/O Roger Darbasie v.

Nationwide Mutual Ins. Co.
* k%

9TH and 10TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* kK

WHITE PLAINS, NY
Day Calendar
THURSDAY, OCT. 10
9:30 A.M.

Driscoll, Walsh, Goldberg-
Velazquez, JJ.

19/01041 People v. Vincent
Dibenedetto

23/00088 People v. Sarah Salem

23/00672 People v. Rafael Camacho

23/00821 People v. Kyle Zoghby

23/00928 People v. Daniel Stamm

24/00202 People v. Ricardo D.
Torres

24/00218 People v. Lennon J. Scott

23/01137Tesco v. Llc v. Maura T.
Madden and Joe Madden;"“John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

23/01341 Sam Cheng v. New Honey
Art Center, Inc.

24/00111 Cynthia Mcmullen v.
Carlos Morocho

Kings
County

SUPREME COURT

The following matters were
assigned to the Justices named
below. These actions were
assigned as a result of initial
notices of motion or notices of
petition returnable in the court on
the date indicated and the Request
for Judicial Intervention forms that
have been filed in the court with
such initial activity in the case.

All Justices, assigned parts and
courtrooms are listed herein prior
to the assignments of Justices for
the specified actions.

Please see the Justices’
information sheets for further
instruction regarding Uniform IAS
practices and procedures.

Part Assignments/RJI
Intake Part

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1592
Room 282

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

532624/23 Akeel Deli And Market
Corp. v. Ali

523200/21Anderson v. Whitehead

506374/24 Areizaga v. Newman

507378/24B. v. Sunset Park
Children’s School, Inc.

504108/24 Balde v. Tavarez

51719724 Benyehudah v. Galeas

51414123 Bissessar v. Shah

508348/24 Bobb-Semple Smith v.
Durazno

527121/23 Bridge Lofts LLC v.
Youngwall

501154/24 Bustos v. 2864 Atlantic
Rity. LLC

508465/24 Campos v. Williamsburg
Pact

528007/23 Campos v. Apostolakos

501126/24 Cargill v. Ut Acquisitions
LLC Et Al

514061/24 Carmona-Carrion v.
Elrac

177/22 Chatterjee v. NYC

509262/24 Compton v. Lyft, Inc. Et
Al

503934/24De La Cruz Torres v. New
York-Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al

512061/24 Dorenko v. 4 Daves
Laundromat Corp. Et Al

511962/24 Emmanuel-Best v. App |
LLC Et Al

504108/23 Fleurant v. TW.C.A., Inc.
Et Al

537296/23 Foster v. Cascocarias

519734/22Fox Capital Group, Inc.
v. Norma Jean Patterson Dba
Patterson Const.

500337/24 Gateau v. Target
Coproration Et Al

512858/24Gilles v. Hylan Datacom
LLC

509271/24 Gold Star Restoration v.
The Powerhouse Condominium
Et Al

537849/23 Gonzalez v. 221 Church
Ave.

504394/24 Guaman v. Mei

52882123 H. v. llya

516446/24 Haggerty v. Kinlez LLC Et
Al

517206/24 Harris v. NYCHA

511448/24 Hsbc Bank USA v. Boyd

526826/23 Jeffers v. Interfaith
Medical Center Et Al

523429/22 Jiminez v. Jnd Trans Inc.

502409/24 Junaid v. Paiusco

508279/21Khusainov v. Atp
Services Inc.

508085/24 Khvedelidze v. Sinai I,
Inc. EtAl

514000/24 Leonce v. Alexander

508908/24 Lin v. Leodoro De
Oliveira

509009/24 Lucas v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. Et Al

517293/24 Mascoe v. Food Bazaar
Inc. EtAl

524661/22 Mashkulli v. Mannino

527310/23 Matvey Arye v. NY
Community Hosp. Et Al

514117/24Merchan Merchan v.
Otero

613/22 Mills v. Mills

511325/24 Mitchell v. Weintraub

525161/21 Mokrov v. Pjsc Aeroflot
Russian Airlines

525379/23 Mondesir v. Asif

518010/24 Montes Jr. v. Brandt

509803/24 Morris Brooks v. Beals

521399/20 Morrow Equipment Co. v.
Sky Materials Corp. Et Al

527384/23 Otero v. Shikder

506272/24 Oyo v. Sofi

7992/09 Palacios v. Oquendo

524790/23 Pearl Beta Funding v.
Armenta

533347/23 Petevka-Martin v. 268
Brighton Rity. LLC Et Al

511894/24 Pompey v. 10
Westminster Road LLC Et Al

519140/22 Progressive Max Ins. Co.
v. Coley

513813/24Ramirez v. 8- Bit Bites
Restaurant Et Al

511863/24 Rivera v. Costco
Wholesale Corp.

510543/24 Roman-Deita v. Innab

501266/24 Romero Hernandez v.
The Vorea Const. Companies
LLC Et Al

506677/24 Santiago Torres v. Sirena
Rity. Corp. Et Al

507772/24 Seigel v. The NYCHA of
NYC

509211/24Silva v. Kiche

504617/20 Steven Richardson As
Administrator of Estate of Jane
Richardson v. Morales

523753/22 Tymoshenko v.
Levitansky

523385/23 Urolov v. Wong

514166/24Wang v. Ryder Truck
Rental, Inc. Et Al

51701224 Wilson v. Cornerstone
Housing Associates

19241/12 Hsbc Bank USA v.
Assanah

502856/22 Tloa Mortgage v. 194
Hale LLC Et Al

524385/24 Zaman v. Victoria Capital
Trust F/k/a Toorak Repo Seller |
Trust

Motion

525125/23 1982 Fulton St. Funding
LLC v. 1982 Fulton St LLC Et Al

Commercial
Division
Part 8
Justice Leon Ruchelsman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Room 276

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

505046/22A. v. The Brookdale
Hosp. Medical Center Et Al

528113/21Aguayza Plaza v. Ean
Hldgs., LLC, Enterprise Hldgs.,
Inc. D/b/a Enterprise Rent-A-Car
EtAl

522531/23 Almonte v. Royal Dumont
Inc. Et Al

509845/23 Amanfo v. Laboratory
Corp. of America Et Al

512945/20 Amtrust Ins. Co. of
Kansas, Inc. v. Infinite Services
Inc. Et Al

503286/22B.L. v. Pinkusovich M.D.

537350/22 Beaubrun v. Ogbonna

536756/22 Brighton Builder v.
Empire Control Abatement

510456/23 Brooks v. River Manor
Acquisition I

512119/23 Catania v. Or

521812/21 Chesney v. NYC
NYCH&HC Corp. Et Al

513779/22 Chester v. Herndon

520557/20Dabrowska v. 627
Leonard LLC

516866/21 David v. Quickmed
Medical Pc

521364/23 De Moura v. Rybak Dev.
And Const. Corp. Et Al

527280/19Denardo v. 5112 2nd Ave.
Owner

507420/16 Edeline Moussignac v.
Mt. Sinai Bklyn. Hosp.

503816/23 Espinoza v. Gilbane Bldg.
Co. EtAl

507337/23 Estacio v. Cw Northern
LLC Et Al

519734/22 Fox Capital Group, Inc.
v. Norma Jean Patterson Dba
Patterson Const.

537163/22Gilley v. Associated Beth
Rivkah Schools Inc Et Al

514212/22 Griffin v. Huh

512492/19 Groveman v. Barrah M.D.

501736/21Grullon v. 31 Spencer St.
USALLC

518576/23 Jacobs v. J.E.M.B. Rlty.
Corp. Et Al

511834/23 Joachim v. Cosbert

524923/18 Johnson v. Farias

534013/22Klein v. Lasalle Jr

513864/22Kornhiser v. Ketsbaia

517445/22 Liu v. Merlino

538167/22 Lovitt v. The Hudson
Companies Inc. Et Al

522833/23 Lynn v. 555 B'way. LLC Et
Al

528127/23 Malla Malla v. Yeshiva
Yagdil Torah

514887/21Marsh v. Edmund

501362/22Massabni v. The Modern
Chemist

8987/15Matos v. NYC

506594/23 McKitty v. Ross

521399/20 Morrow Equipment Co. v.
Sky Materials Corp. Et Al

518844/22 Pascall v. Dr. Arcady
Sniper General Dentistry P.C. Et
Al

518628/21Pena-Rivas v. Martinez

518361/22 Peralta v. T-Mobile USA

511717/23 Pesantez v. NY
Developers & Mgt. LLC Et Al

508559/15Pober v. NY And

512263/23 Queiroga De Oliveira v.
Sirena Rlty. Corp. Et Al

502614/23 Ramadan v. Evelina
Restaurant Et Al

500694/23 Reyes-Murillo v. Fly
Rosary Corp. D/b/a/ Manhattan
Laser Spa

532620/22Rodriguez v. Lucas

526158/21Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al

503073/23 Roldan v. La Barbera

507572/23 Rosenfield v. Slope Park
Associates LLC Et Al

500620723 Silvano v. 303 Powell
Rlty. LLC Et Al

509962/21 Silverstein v. Kalloo

519162/22 Smith v. Spruiell

535128/22 Suriel Brito v. Assembly
of Christian Churches

517715/23 Szyszka v. Kiksz Dds

503161/23 Tennenbaum v. 52
Properties

512211722 Tice And v. Palmer

514674/21 Torres v. B'way. 1884 LLC
EtAl

504784/22U. v. De Los Heros

509185/23 Vargas Galvez v. Kmw
Villacorta Trucking LLC. Et Al

512958/23 Williams v. Cohen

511631723 Williams v. Antonio

513897/23Xu v. The Roman
Catholic Church of The Holy
Name

523054/21 Zamanis v. The Mount
Sinai Hosp.

526915/23 Zambrano v. NYC Et Al

501352/23 Zhurkevich v. 1700
B'way. Owner LLC Et Al

Commercial
Division
Part 10
Justice Larry D. Martin
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1634
Room 741

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

509073/16 Board of Mgrs. of v. Al
Works-In-Progress

502987/22 Franklin Ave. Group LLC
v. Joseph

19813/09U.S. Bank N.A. v. Rivera

506745/23 U.S. Bank Trust N.A. v.
Polatsek

Motion

502987/22 Franklin Ave. Group LLC
v. Joseph

Part ADR-COMM
Justice Richard Montelione
360 Adams Street
Phone 718-500-4012
Courtroom 574

Commercial
Division
Part 4

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

525125/231982 Fulton St. Funding
LLC v. 1982 Fulton St LLC Et Al

512505/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Steuer

15662/12 Fed. Nat. Assocation v.
Perlmutter

524017/22 Flagstar Bank v.
Sweeney

19241/12 Hsbe Bank USA v.
Assanah

502856/22 Tloa Mortgage v. 194
Hale LLC Et Al

524385/24 Zaman v. Victoria Capital
Trust F/k/a Toorak Repo Seller I
Trust

Commercial
Division
Part 6

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

525125/231982 Fulton St. Funding
LLC v. 1982 Fulton St LLC Et Al

512505/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Steuer

15662/12 Fed. Nat. Assocation v.
Perlmutter

524017/22 Flagstar Bank v.
Sweeney

Commercial
Division
Part 12
Justice Reginald Boddie
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9127-1594
Room 366

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

529298/22 African Paradise
Clothing Outlet Inc. D/b/a
African Paradise Beauty Salon v.
Flatbush Tower One LLC Et Al

532863/21Brach v. Oxford Finance
LLC

507318/24 Bruno v. 666 Kfc LLC Et
Al

501611/24 Crown Display Inc. v.
Devra Party Corp.

512885/20 Crystal v. American
Transit Ins. Co. Et Al

500717/22Div. 1181 Amalgamated
Transit Union - NY Employees
Pension Fund v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

535939/23 Dma Contracting Inc. v.
Koban Properties LLC Et Al

512149/19Fpg Ch 94 Amity v.
Pizzarotti LLC

530625/21 Guma Const. Corp. v. Ray
Builders, Inc. Et Al

505082/23 John Liodakis As
Executor of The Estate of
Calogera Perrone v. Gpm
Pediatrics Pc Et Al

537430/23 Kashmir Inc v. Boltayev

510172/20 Libertas Funding v.
Vomos Inc

516192/22 New Jerusalem Church
of The Nazarene v. 2145 Church
Rity. LLC Et Al

509854723 Premier Ford Ny, Inc., Et
Al'v. Ford Motor Co.

502517/23 The Avanza Group v. Sds
Leonard

514462/24 Transportation Leasing
Corp. Et Al v. Manage Transit
Corp. Et Al

527257/23 Twilio Ireland Ltd. v. Sms
Consortium LLC

Med Mal
Trial Readiness
Part

Justice Ellen M. Spodek
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1620
Room 723

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

503937/17 Andrews v. Brookdale
Hosp. Center

527320/22Blanco v. Brookdale
Hosp. Medical Center Et Al

506066/24 Feaster v. The NY And
Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al

341/24 Franco v. Trinitas Regional
Medical Center

518688/17 Gurniak v. Weiss

508813/20 Manswell v.
Four Seasons Nursing &
Rehabilitation Center

23191/05 Martinez v. Fuchs

509858/17 McPherson v. Ravich

525601/22 Pena v. Prasanta C.
Chandra

515866/24 Rodriguez v. Suman
M.D.

30105/09 Scott v. The Bklyn. Hosp.
Center

521355/17 Sorenson v. NYU
Langone Medical Center

510810/17Vulaj v. Weiser Md

11233/15Wojciechowska v.
Manhattan Ave. Medical

515659%/17Zv.NYU Langone
Hosps.

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 5

320 Jay Street
Phone 347-296-1082
Courtroom 18.36

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 6

Justice Genine D. Edwards
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9799
Courtroom 775

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

523047/20Aqui v. Johnson M.D.

518056/18 Blue v. Sklar

529188/22 Brown v. Maimonides
Medical Center

528297/21Colon v. New York-
Presbyterian Bklyn. Methodist
Hosp.

518098/19Fenner v. Lutheran
Augustana Center

512020/22 Shafran v. Wong M.D.
Che Hang Jason

501507/18 Vasquez v. Lenox Hill
Hosp.

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 7

Justice Pamela Fisher
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9651
Courtroom 525

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

525923/191zhaki v. Peter Luger,
Inc.
526733/19 Lewinski v. NYC

Default Judgment
Motion Part

360 Adams Street
Courtroom TBA

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

Motion

506939/23796-798 Ninth Successor
LLC v. Aliaksandra Tur

503471/23 Allstate Ins. Co. A/s/o
Robert A. Mingle v. Finney

532441/23 American Bankers Ins.
Co. of Florida v. Finix U.S.A.
Const. Inc.

521495/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Mamaladze

522048/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Mamaladze

506673/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Scob LLC A/a/o Lena
Barton

519372/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Wortham

502155/24 Brabham Anderson v.
First Ave. Funeral Service Inc.

530775/23 Catlin Specialty Ins. Co.
v. Fjm-Ferro Inc.

507464/24 Cb Mother Gaston LLC v.
Alani Pl. LLC Et Al

508964/24 Chartwell Operations v.
Abc Mental Health Counseling

530309/23 Cherubin v. Appan

528168/23 Chiang v. Dominguez

534107/23 Coy v. White Orchid
Medi Spa Inc Et Al

536475/23 Cruz v. D&D Rlty., Inc. Et
Al

509182/22 Cruz-Hernandez v. Reyes

507235/23D & G Const. NY Inc. v.
165 Mx Group 17 LLC Et Al

508923/23D & G Const. NY Inc. v.
269 Malcolm X LLC Et Al

516428/23 Dusauzay v. Moran

505235/24 Ebf Hldgs. v. Emek
Renovation Corp. Et Al

526873/22 Estate of James Frazier
Hood By Lenward Hood v.
Adelphi Hldg. Group 191 Corp.

504235/24 Galaxy Metal Prods. v.
Bfc Doors, Inc., Et Al

508210/24 Garcia v. NYCTA Et Al

505421/19 Glenwood Mason Supply
Co. v. M Remodeling Corp.

504254/24 Glenwood Mason Supply
Co., Inc. v. Bwk Const. LLC Et Al

509863/24 Goldin v. Good Day
Transportation, Inc. Et Al

519135/23 Guobadia v. Nyl General
Const., Inc. Et Al

526343/23 Haye v. 870-974 Troy Ave.
LLC Et Al

503788/24 Herreros v. Ahava
Medical of Bklyn. P.C.

505078/24 Hodge v. Tompkinsville
Car Service Inc. Et Al

504566/24 Mueses v. Harvey
Funeral Home Inc.

509601/22 Norguard Ins. Co. v. Add
Mechanical Inc.

530175/23 Olblensky v. Vybz Astoria
Inc. Et Al

504832/24 Paese v. Apple Md

528353/23 Parkview Builders LLC v.
Poolwerx, Inc. Et Al

531161/21 Patrick v. NYCHA Et Al

519685/23 Paul v. 269 Cornelia St.
Corp. Et Al

521959/21 Pennymac Hldgs. v.
Backer

518968/23 Reyes Gonzalez v. North
1st Apts. LLC Et Al

511787/24 Rivera v. Redhoek Const.
LLC Et Al

524554/23 Royal Renovators Inc. v.
Robinson

536206/23 Safe Auto Ins. Co. Et Al v.
Philot

535446/22 Santander Bank v. Royal
Bottle & Container Inc., Et Al

533522/23 Smith v. Queensway 2
Family Ltd. Partnership Et Al

519644/23 Songol v. Tf 1118 Fulton
JvLLC EtAl

500722/24 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. Et Al v.
Delacruz

503275/24 Steinmetz v. Plaza Auto
of Bklyn.

535606/23 Sulton v. Leak

524108/18 Sy v. Sas Auto Repairs
Inc

521684/22 Taffe v. Lyons

501079/24Td Bank v. Lnp Trading
Inc. Et Al

510697/20Td Bank v. Sprout

500549/24 The Estate of Latanya
Marie Parker By Its Proposed
Administratix v. Risley Dent
Apts. Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et
Al

502485/24 Thomas v. Roach

521636/23 Transit General Ins. Co.
v. M&N Auto Group

506195/23 Truist Bank v. Bilgoray

526347/22Vergin v. Bhrags Home
Care Corp. Et Al

521563/23 Walker v. Bedford Dev.
USALLC

50147924 Weingarten v. Yeshiva
(a/k/a Yeshivah) of Spring Valley,
Inc.

507724/24Weissman M.D. v. Malika
Group LLC Et Al

525764/23 Yarde v. Lenox Imperial
LLCEt Al

510463/24 Zabala Rodriguez v.
NYCHA Et Al

509037/24 Zooguy Renovations LLC
v. Empire Ecs LLC Et Al

Jury Coordinating
Part

Justice Kenneth P. Sherman
360 Adams Street
Courtroom 224
347-296-1771

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

505975/20Acatila v. Really Neat
Rity. Inc.
525398/21Adler v. Bklyn. Bridge
Park Corp. Et Al
508682/21Andall v. Bain
505077/18 Bamundo v. Azer
501308/21 Breary v. Sahakyan
522835/20Brown v. Estrella
518048/20 Callender v. Foronda
506176/19 Chybar v. Forte Const.
Corp.
523992/19 Claudio v. NYC
501933/18 Cortez v. NYC
507716/20 Crawford v. Hakimain
502553/20Diaz v. Fs Laundry Corp.
504050/18 Disla v. El Potrero Sport
Bar Inc.
505860/18 Dove v. NYC
516852/19Felix v. Chowdhury
512567/18 Figueroa v. 10-43 44th
Drive
510136/19Figueroa-Orellana v. 250
Livingston Owner LLC
519069/21 Garcia v. 844
Knickerbocker LLC Et Al
502725/21 Gaybaliyev v.
Georgioudakis
505640/18 George v. Genet
Plumbing And Heating
528869/21 Hayim v. Richards
509304/18 Hernandez v. NYC
525923/191zhaki v. Peter Luger,
Inc.
508150/21 Johannes v. NYC
508096/21Jones v. Felipe Lopes
Lima De Sousa Et Al
514850/20Jordan v. NYC Et Al
507518/21Joseph v. Lefferts
Gardens LLC. Et Al
15235/13 Joseph v. Paragon Oil Co
509725/20Katsev v. NYC
502520/20Kinard v. Bonehead LLC
501703/20King v. Damiano Corp. of
Canarsie
508515/21 King v. NYC Et Al
517381/19 Leibowitz v. NY County
Lawyers
515388/16 Levasseur v. Temitope
526733/19 Lewinski v. NYC
520956/18 Lynch v. Bonehead LLC.
522166/20Mai v. Saad
501666/21 Marte v. 606 Rlty. L.L.C.
502840/18 McCleary Diaz v. Mta
509914/22 McGrath v. Singh
518441/22Mouzon v. Schenkel
511898/21P. v. Plyuta
523613/19 Padovano v. NYC
524432/18 Perez v. American
United
50847120 Pierre v. S. S. S. Cab
Corp. Et Al
514353/15Piller v. Board of Mgrs. of
226
505864/21 Pritchard v. 2t65 Corp. Et
Al
504005/20 Rabia v. Closet Maven,
Inc.
507571/21Reid v. NYC Et Al
505463/19 Reizis v. Moley
515089/17Rosado v. Con Ed Co.
522771/18 Rowland v. Bklyn. Hosp.
Center
524013/19S.-M. v. NYC Et Al
501064/20 Saint-Vil v. Mondshanina
503192/20 Smith v. R S L Bowling
Corp.
510213/21Solano v. Ean Hldgs.
518738/19 Solares v. Wai
523635/19 Suriel v. Appor
525045/19 Tatolov v. Petri Plumbing
& Heating Inc.
510978/19Telsaint v. Chan
514488/18 Thomas v. Peter
508913/19 Towler v. NYC
524364/19 Tudor v. Zabala
515593/19Velasquez v. Rubin
514489/20 Voltchenkov v. Ware
512305/20 Warley v. Ballard
510736/18 Weinflash v. NYC
523632/19Zou v. Khan

Motion

525923/191zhaki v. Peter Luger,
Inc.
526733/19 Lewinski v. NYC

Non-Jury
Trial Readiness
Part

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

525125/231982 Fulton St. Funding
LLC v. 1982 Fulton St LLC Et Al

512505/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Steuer

15662/12 Fed. Nat. Assocation v.
Perlmutter

524017/22 Flagstar Bank v.
Sweeney

19241/12Hsbc Bank USA v.
Assanah

502856/22 Tloa Mortgage v. 194
Hale LLC Et Al

524385/24 Zaman v. Victoria Capital
Trust F/k/a Toorak Repo Seller I
Trust

City Trial
Readiness Part
Justice Donald S. Kurtz
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1596
Courtroom 480, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

525398/21Adler v. Bklyn. Bridge
Park Corp. Et Al
523992/19 Claudio v. NYC
507716/20 Crawford v. Hakimain
505860/18 Dove v. NYC
509304/18 Hernandez v. NYC
508150/21Johannes v. NYC
514850/20Jordan v. NYC Et Al
509725/20Katsev v. NYC
508515/21King v. NYC Et Al
523613/19 Padovano v. NYC
507571/21Reid v. NYC Et Al
524013/19S.-M. v. NYC Et Al
508913/19 Towler v. NYC
510736/18 Weinflash v. NYC

Central
Compliance Part

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1626
Courtroom 282

TUESDAY, OCT. 1

15550/14408 St.John’s LLC v.
Valentine

505046/22A. v. The Brookdale
Hosp. Medical Center Et Al

532082/23A.R. An Infant By Mother
And Natural Guardian Nelly Cruz
Et Al'v. Bruen

500453/24 Abdullah v. The Motor
Vehicle Accident Indemnification
Corp.

522531/23 Almonte v. Royal Dumont
Inc. EtAl

534700/23 Ausby v. Janod Investors
LLC.

503286/22B.L. v. Pinkusovich M.D.

501345/24 Bailey v. Jamil

513416/23 Caraballo v. Southard

507193/22 Chambliss v. Vijay Rlty.
Corp.

507631/23 Cherry v. Crystal Ridge
Associates LLC

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 18



14 | TUESDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2024

New Yok Lawo Torwenal | NYLJ.COM

CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING

LAWJIOBS.COM uhen esuts matter

#1 Global Legal Job Site

Ranked by Alexa

Contact: Carol Robertson

Phone: 212.457.7850

Email: crobertson@alm.com

Office/Professional Space Leyal Experts and Services

Offices for Rent Offices for Rent Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

Bl

A Several windowed offices
at small law firm available
for monthly lease to lawyers.

A Financial District.

A Use of conference room,
reception, kitchen, library,
printer, Wi-Fj, internet
and receptionist services.

3 Quiet private space.

A Furnished, partially
furnished,
or unfurnished.

3 $1,200-$2,700/month.

1 24/7 access.

A Nice building.

Please call (212) 732-2225

OFFICE SPACE FOR RENT

Rockefeller Plaza
Room Available 7.9 x 10.6 with Window
Full Service Law Suite

$4,000 per month « 212-687-8200

OFFICE SPACE - WESTCHESTER

Top floor office for rent in
new Northern Westchester attorney suite.
Easy 287access-just south of TZB.

Contact mwilliams@msssv.com for details

OFFICE SPACE
FOR RENT

* FREE access to thousands
of listings of legal experts
nationwide in thousands of
specialties

* FREE searches by name,
region and area of expertise

* FREE access to experts’
resumes

* FREE contact information
-- get in touch with experts

LIMITED LIABILITY

ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of PAYMENT
PROGRESS LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/19/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 07/16/24.
Princ. office of LLC: 53
Beach St., 2nd Fl., NY, NY
10013. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation
Service Co., 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

0000709667 seplO0 tu octls

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of BrunsonCline
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/29/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 510 Main St,
Apt 1308, New York, NY
10044. R/A: Us Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000709701 S10 T O15

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of AMERICAN
SHENGSHENG SUPPLY
CHAIN LLC. Authority
filed with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on 07/
30/24. Office in Nassau
County. Formed in WA on 0
9/09/20. SSNY has been
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC, 410 ATLANTIC
AVE EAST ROCKAWAY,
NY, 11518. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose
0000710488

NORTH CITY MEDICAL,
PLLC, a Prof. LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/17/2024. Office loc: West-

octl tu novd

Services for Lawyers Services for Lawyers

Services for Lawyers

Transactional Attorney

Admitted in 1987 to the New York Bar looking for virtual/remote legal work such as preparation
and review of legal documents and transcripts; Preparation of Corporate Documents, Prepara-

tion of Bankruptcy Petitions (Chapter 7 & 13); Real Estate Closings; Will and Trust Preparation.

Randi K. Franco, Esq. at 212-871-0833
or randikfrancoesq@gmail.com

LOTS OF GOODYS
ESTATE TAG SALES

Specialist in Estate Liquidation

We have appraisers and a
GIA Diploma gemologist on our team.

We are insured and in business for 13 years.
Please google our 5.0 reviews.

We convert merchandise into cash assets
to settle your estate.

Serving New York City and Long Island New York.
Can we serve you 2 CALL 516 316-9225

Attorney Attorney

Personal Injury Firm Owners
looking for path to retirement?
My name is Jason Linden, | have a growing NYC
based personal injury firm. I am looking to strategically
partner with a firm or lawyer who may be interested
in retiring or simply working less.

If this sounds like something you would be interested in,
please call me at 212-804-8440

PARALEGAL

Auto defense counsel seeking paralegal for discovery de-
mands and responses as well as other legal documents.

Salary range $50k to $75k depending on experience.

Please send resume to nisserlis@herefordinsurance.com.

NO - FAULT ATTORNEY

NY defense counsel seeking experienced no fault
attorney responsible for cases from inception to
resolution, including court and arb appearances.

Salary range 85-100K commensurate with experience.
Please send resume and salary requirements

to rnazarian@herefordinsurance.com.

TRIAL ATTORNEY

NY auto defense firm seeks experienced
TRIAL ATTORNEY to do trials, motions,
court appearances and depositions.

Salary range 100K-130K depending on experience.
Please send resume
to nisserlis@herefordinsurance.com

CITATIONS NY

ROBATE CITATION —

File No. 2021-2110 — CI-
TATION — THE PEOPLE
OF THE STATE OF NEW
YORK, By the Grace of God
Free and Independent —
THE UNKNOWN HEIRS
AT LAW, NEXT OF KIN
AND DISTRIBUTEES OF
ISRAEL E. CHOMSKY A.K.
A.ISRAEL CHOMSKY, DE-
CEASED, IF LIVING OR IF
DEAD, TO THEIR RE-
SPECTIVE HEIRS, LEGA-
TEES, BENEFICIARIES,
FIDUCIARIES, ASSIGN-
EES, SUCCESSORS AND
CREDITORS IN INTER-
EST WHOSE NAMES ARE
UNKNOWN AND CANNOT
BE ASCERTAINED AF-
TER DUE DILIGENCE.
A petition having been du-
ly filed by Marjorie A.
Varrichio who is domiciled
at 153 Jackson Avenue, Pel-
ham, NY 10803.
THIS RETURN DATE IS A
VIRTUAL COURT DATE.
IN-PERSON COURT AP-
PEARANCES WILL NOT
BE PERMITTED ON THE
RETURN DATE UNLESS
A PARTY NOTIFIES THE
COURT THAT IT WISHES
TO APPEAR IN PERSON
AT LEAST THREE Q)
BUSINESS DAYS BEFORE
THE SCHEDULED COURT
DATE.
YOU ARE HEREBY CITED
TO SHOW CAUSE by mak-
ing a virtual appearance
before the Surrogate’s
Court, Bronx County, locat-
ed at 851 Grand Concourse,
Bronx, New York, on No-
vember 19 2024, at 9:30 a.
m., why a decree should
not be made in the estate
of Israel E. Chomsky a.k.a.
Israel Chomsky lately do-
miciled 2102 Holland Ave-
nue, Apt. 5H, Bronx, NY
10462 admitting to Probate
a Will dated, September 21,
2017, a copy of which is at-
tached, as the Will of Israel
E. Chomsky a.k.a. Israel
Chomsky, deceased, relat-
ing to real and personal
property, and directing that
[X] Letters Testamentary
Issue to: Marjorie A.
Varrichio
PLEASE CONTACT THE
COURT AT (718) 618-2373
OR VIRTUALBRONXSUR
ROGATESCOURTR®
NYCOURTS.GOV FOR IN-
FORMATION ON HOW TO
APPEAR ON THE COURTS
VIRTUAL PLATFORM.
Dated, Attested and
Sealed, SEPTEMBER 13,
2024
(Seal)
HON. NELIDA MALAVE-
GONZALEZ,

Surrogate

ELIX R. MADERA-
FLIEGELMAN

Chief Clerk

Attorney for Petitioner:

Marjorie A. Varrichio, Esq.
Tel. No. (718) 863-2897
Address of Attorney: 2817
Harrington Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10461

[Note: This citation is
served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are not
required to appear. If you
fail to appear it will be as-
sumed you do not object to
the relief requested. You
have a right to have an at-
torney appear for you.]
0000710231 s24-Tu o015

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

To view our daily compilation of court decisions,
scan, click here or visit

https://courtcalendars.law.com/source/DecisionPage.asp?Islp=JPH

To view the complete court calendar,
scan, click here or visit

https://courtcalendars.law.com/source/CourtCalendarDownload.asp?Islp=JPH

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of KEH ARNOW
HOME LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy of State of
NY (SSNY) on 9/18/24. Of-
fice location: Bronx Coun-
ty. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall
mail copy of process
against LLC to: 1227 Arnow
Ave., Bronx, NY 10469. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000710357 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of 3D Care Solu-
tions LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 7/23/24. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
75 Montgomery St, Apt 11F,
New York, NY 10002. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000708839 S24 T 029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of SNP REAL
ESTATE HOLDINGS LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/17/24. Office location:

The Conference room has magnificent wrap-around
views. The kitchen is equipped with a refrigerator,
microwave, hot water dispenser, coffee machine, and
dishwasher.

Contact admin@nelsonmaddenblack.com

for additional information and to schedule a visit.

Anintegrai

LASSIFIED

INFORMATION

New York Latw Tournal

www.nylj.com

ALM.

Contact: Carol Robertson
Phone: 212 457 7850
E-mail: crobertson@alm.com

Monday thru Friday 8:30 AM to 5:30 PM
A sales representative will confirm receipt.

ERROR RESPONSIBILITY NOTE
Please check your ad the first day it appears. All ads placed by telephone are read back
for verification of copy content. In the event of New York Law Journal error, we are
responsible only for the first incorrect insertion. We assume no responsibility for any
item error in an ad beyond the cost of the ad itself, or for the omission of copy.
New York Law Journal reserves the right to edit, reject, cancel or correctly classify any ad.

In a boutique law firm in a Class A office building on quickly and directly chester County. SSNY has Nassau County. SSNY
. A been designated as agent designated as agent of LLC
Park and 32nd. ThlS modern, fully renovated, bl‘lght upon wh(])om proces; against upon wh(l))m proces; against
. it may be served. SSNY it may be served. SSNY
office space offers two furnished offices and three : shall mail process to: C/O Reach your peers to generate referral business Lawyer shall “mail process to
common area desks The PLLC, 57 Alta Drive, . . Corporation Service Co., 80
: almexperts.com O o o B vt ca e, to Lawyer For information, contact Carol Robertson Siate i,tﬁrf;}};g?ylﬁy‘f L2201
: faci : . Profession Of Medicine. ART. i tivity.
E—;di office I;;s oveis;zled wels('; facmg(;1 w}indc()lws. Drofession edicine. 1 at 212-457-7850, or email crobertson@alm.com A 02 oetl tu novs
e larger office is 13’117 x 10’5, and the adjacent
office is 122" x 9'11" TO PLACE, CORRECT OR CANCEL CLASSIFIED ADS: DEADLINES:

Line Ads: Tuesday through Friday editions:
11:00 AM one day prior to publication
Monday edition: Friday 12:00 Noon
Display Ads: 11:00 AM two days prior to publication

CONFIDENTIAL BOX NUMBER REPLIES:

You may respond to ads with Box numbers using any method below:
E-mail your resume to:
NYLJobs@alm.com (indicate box# in subject)
Fax your resume to:

646-822-5028 (indicate box # on cover sheet)

Please do not enclose writing samples unless specifically requested.
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CITATIONS NY

ile No.: 2016-943/B — CI-

TATION — THE PEO-
PLE OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK By the Grace
of God Free and Independ-
ent — TO: Juan Basilio
Montilla, if living and if
dead, to their heirs at law,
next of kin and distribu-
tees whose names and pla-
ces of residence are un-
known and if they died sub-
sequent to the decedent
herein, to their executors,

administrators, legatees,
devisees, assignees and
successors in interest

whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and to all other heirs at
law, next of kin and distrib-
utees of BASILIO
MONTILLA, the decedent
herein, whose names and
places of residence are un-
known and cannot after
diligent inquiry be ascer-
tained. - A petition having
been duly filed by JANET
LASSALA, whose address
is 2550 Briggs Avenue, Apt
9, Bronx, NY, 10458.

THIS RETURN DATE IS A
VIRTUAL COURT DATE.
IN-PERSON COURT AP-
PEARANCES WILL NOT
BE PERMITTED ON THE
RETURN DATE UNLESS
A PARTY NOTIFIES THE
COURT THAT IT WISHES
TO APPEAR IN PERSON
AT LEAST THREE @)
BUSINESS DAYS BEFORE
THE SCHEDULED COURT
DATE.

YOU ARE HEREBY CITED
TO SHOW CAUSE by mak-
ing a virtual appearance
before the Surrogate’s
Court, Bronx County, New
York located at 851 Grand
Concourse, Bronx, New
York 10451, on October 24,
2024 at 9:30 a.m., why the
Court should not grant the
following relief: Issue a
Decree in the estate of
BASILIO MONTILLA, pro-
viding the following relief:
(1) That the Administrator
and DEUTSCH LAW PC be
authorized to distribute
the net proceeds, in the
sum of $660,180.86 plus ac-
crued interest, for the
cause of action for dece-
dent’s wrongful death, set-
tled pursuant to the Wrong-
ful Death Compromise Or-
der of the Supreme Court
of the State of New York,
Bronx County, for the total
sum of $900,000.00; (2) That
the settlement sum of $900,
000.00 be allocated 100% to
decedent’s wrongful death;
(3) That the provisions in
the Letters of Limited Ad-
ministration heretofore is-
sued to Petitioner, re-
straining her from compro-
mising or collection upon
the aforesaid claims, be
modified to permit said
distribution; (4) That reim-
bursement to DEUTSCH
LAW PC be authorized for
any costs of service of the
Citation in this matter
upon interested parties, in-
cluding, but not limited to,
any process server costs,
costs of special mail serv-
ice in accordance with
SCPA 307 and costs of serv-
ice by publication to ob-
tain jurisdiction over the
whereabouts unknown
distributee in this proceed-
ing, if required by the
Court; (5) That the Court
disqualify JUAN BASILIO
MONTILLA from receiving
a share of the proceeds
pursuant to EPTL 4-1.4 and
5-4.4(a)(2); (6) That the re-
maining balance, plus ac-
crued interest, be distrib-
uted to JANET LASSALA,
decedent’s mother, in ac-
cordance with EPTL 5-4.4;
(7 That the filing of a bond
be dispensed with; (8 That
the account of your Peti-
tioner as Administrator in
this Proceeding be judi-
cially settled; (9) That all of

the persons aforemen-
tioned may be cited to
show cause accordingly;

and (10) That this Court
grant such other and fur-
ther relief as it deems rea-
sonable and proper in the
premises.

Dated, Attested, and
Sealed, September 15, 2024
Hon. Nelida Malave-
Gonzalez, Surrogate

Elix Madera-Fliegelman,
Chief Clerk
Attorney for Petitioner:

JAY ROBERT, ESQ.
Attorney’s Firm: of counsel
to DEUTSCH LAW PC
Address: 145 Palisade
Street, Suite 200, Dobbs
Ferry, NY 10522
Telephone Number:
547-8862

Email: jay@robertlegalgroup.
com

Note: This citation is
served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are not
obligated to appear. If you
fail to appear, it will be as-
sumed that you do not ob-
ject to the relief requested.
You have the right to have
an attorney-at-law appear
for you.

0000710113 s24-Tu ol5

LIQUOR LICENSES

Notice is hereby given that
license# NA-0340-24-136927
for liquor has been applied
for by the undersigned to
sell liquor at retail in a
restaurant under the ABC
law at 218 E 9th St NY, NY
10003, NY County for on-
premises consumption.
Toraji Resort Inc. 218 E 9th
St New York, NY 10003

0000710517 octl tu oct8

OTICE IS HEREBY giv-

en that license# NA-
0340-24-134942 for liquor
has been applied for by the
undersigned to sell liquor
at retail in a restaurant un-
der the ABC law at 1290
Avenue of the Americas
NY, NY 10104, NY County
for on-premises consump-
tion. 7Five Iron Golf Rock
LLC 1290 Avenue of the
Americas New York, NY
10104
0000710360

OTICE IS HEREBY giv-

en that license# NA-
0340-24-130215 for liquor
has been applied for by the
undersigned to sell liquor
at retail in a restaurant un-
der the ABC law at 50 9th
Ave NY, NY 10011, NY
County for on-premises
consumption. Delilah New
York LLC 50 9th Ave New
York, NY 10011
0000710359

212-

s24-Tu ol

s24-Tu ol

OTICE IS HEREBY giv-

en that license# NA-
0415-24-133059 for liquor
has been applied for by the
undersigned to sell liquor
at retail in a bottle club un-
der the ABC law at 99
Wooster St NY, NY 10012,
NY County for on-premises
consumption. Thuma Re-
tail LLC & Thuma Inc 99
Wooster St New York, NY
10012
0000710358

See Decisions of Interest
only at

NYLJ.COM

s24-Tu ol

BRONX - INDEX NO.: 3568
2/2018E — SUPPLEMEN-
TAL SUMMONS. Plaintiff
designates BRONX COUN-
TY as the place of trial
based upon the location of
the premises herein de-
scribed having tax map
Block 5562, Lot 10, BRONX,
NY, County of BRONX -
WILMINGTON SAVINGS
FUND SOCIETY, FSB, AS
TRUSTEE OF STANWICH
MORTGAGE LOAN TRUST
I, PLAINTIFF, -against-
JANE POWELL A/K/A
JANE S. RICHARDSON, as
HEIR TO THE ESTATE OF
CHERYL J. RICHARDSON;
any and all persons un-
known to plaintiff, claim-
ing, or who may claim to
have an interest in, or gen-
erally or specific lien upon
the real property descri-
bed in this action; such un-
known persons being here-
in generally described and
intended to be included in
the following designation,
namely: the wife, widow,
husband, widower, heirs-at
law, next of kin, descend-
ants, executors, adminis-
trators, devisees, legatees,
creditors, trustees, commit-
tees, lienors, and assignees
of CHERYL J. RICHARD-
SON, deceased, any and all
persons deriving interest
in or lien upon, or title to
said real property by,
through or under them and
their respective wives, wid-
ows, husbands, widowers,
heirs-at law, next of Kin,
descendants, executors,
administrators, devisees,
legatees, creditors, trust-
ees, committees, lienors,
and assignees, all of whom
and whose names, except
as stated, are unknown to
plaintiff, SECRETARY OF
HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT; NEW
YORK CITY ENVIRON-
MENTAL CONTROL
BOARD; NEW YORK CITY
PARKING VIOLATIONS
BUREAU; NEW YORK
CITY TRANSIT ADJUDI-
CATION BUREAU; NEW
YORK STATE DEPART-
MENT OF TAXATION
AND FINANCE; UNITED
STATES OF AMERICA -

INTERNAL REVENUE
SERVICE; “JOHN DOE”
and “JANE DOE”, said

names being fictitious, it
being the intention of
Plaintiff to designate any
and all occupants of prem-
ises being foreclosed here-
in, DEFENDANTS. YOU
ARE HEREBY SUM-
MONED to answer the com-
plaint in this action and to
serve a copy of your an-
swer, or, if the complaint is
not served with this sum-
mons, to serve a notice of
appearance on the Plain-
tiff’s Attorney within 20
days after the service of
this summons, exclusive of
the day of service (or with-
in 30 days after the service
is complete if this sum-
mons is not personally de-
livered to you within the
State of New York); and in
case of your failure to ap-
pear or answer, judgment
will be taken against you
by default for the relief de-
manded in the complaint.
NOTICE YOU ARE IN
DANGER OF LOSING
YOUR HOME If you do not
respond to this Summons
and Complaint by serving a
copy of the answer on the
attorney for the mortgage
company who filed this
foreclosure proceeding
against you and filing the
answer with the court, a
default judgment may be
entered against you and
you can lose your home.
Speak to an attorney or go
to the court where your
case is pending for further
information on how to an-
swer the summons and pro-
tect your property. Sending
a payment to your mort-
gage company will not stop
this foreclosure action.
YOU MUST RESPOND BY
SERVING A COPY OF THE
ANSWER ON THE ATTOR-
NEY FOR THE PLAIN-
TIFF (MORTGAGE COM-
PANY) AND FILING THE
ANSWER WITH THE
COURT. Dated: Syosset,
New York, September 24,
2024. Roach & Lin, P.C., at-
torney for Plaintiff, 6851
Jericho Turnpike, Suite
185, Syosset, NY 11791. Tel:
516-938-3100. To the above-
named defendants: The
foregoing summons is
served upon you by publi-
cation pursuant to an Or-
der of the Hon. NAITA A.
SEMA, a Justice of the Su-
preme Court, State of New
York, dated September 3,
2024 and filed with the
BRONX County Clerk to-
gether with the supporting
papers thereon. This is an
action to foreclose a mort-
gage held by Plaintiff on
the premises known as
Block 5562, Lot 10, BRONX,
NY, County of BRONX as
described in the complaint
on file and commonly
known as 2882 RANDALL

AVENUE, BRONX, NY,
10465. 82802
0000710516 01-Tu 022

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of SUNFLOWER
LANE MANAGEMENT
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 08/09/24. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/16/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 725 Fifth Ave., Fl. 14,
NY, NY 10022. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co.
(CSO), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Secy. of State, 401 Federal
St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000709282 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ARBOR BG
PLEDGOR, LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
07/31/24. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/22/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 333 Earle Ovington
Blvd., Ste. 900, Uniondale,
NY 11553. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St. - Ste.

4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: To originate,
acquire, and/or gain
financing for mortgage
loans.

0000709235 aug27 tu octl

UPREME COURT OF

THE STATE OF NEW
YORK COUNTY OF
BRONX INDEX # 811676/22E
SUPPLEMENTAL SUM-
MONS AND AMENDED
NOTICE Plaintiffs desig-
nate Bronx County as the
place of trial. Venue is
based upon the County in
which the liened premises
is situated. Tax Lien Fore-
closure of: 922 East 215th
Street, Bronx, NY 10469
(Block: 4685, Lot: 0044)
NYCTL 2021-A TRUST and
The Bank of New York Mel-
lon as Collateral Agent and
Custodian, Plaintiffs,
against Unknown Heirs of
the Estate of Norman D.
Clarke, if the aforesaid in-
dividual defendants are
living, and if any or all of
said individual defendants
be dead, their heirs at law,
next of kin, distributees,
executors, administrators,
trustees, committees, devi-
sees, legatees, and the as-
signees, lienors, creditors
and successors in interest
of them, and generally all
persons having or claiming
under, by, through, or
against the said defendants
named as a class, of any
right, title, or interest in or
lien upon the premises de-
scribed in the verified
complaint herein; Un-
known Heirs of the Estate
of Joyce Clarke, if the
aforesaid individual de-
fendants are living, and if
any or all of said individu-
al defendants be dead,
their heirs at law, next of
kin, distributees, execu-
tors, administrators, trust-
ees, committees, devisees,
legatees, and the assign-
ees, lienors, creditors and
successors in interest of
them, and generally all
persons having or claiming
under, by, through, or
against the said defendants
named as a class, of any
right, title, or interest in or
lien upon the premises de-
scribed in the verified
complaint herein; The
Gramatan Home Investors
Corp.; Beth Abraham
Health Services; New York
State Department of Taxa-
tion and Finance; United
States of America; and
"JOHN DOE #1" through
"JOHN DOE #100", inclu-
sive the last 100 names be-
ing fictitious and unknown
to the Plaintiffs, it being in-
tended to designate fee
owners, tenants or occu-
pants of the liened prem-
ises and/or persons or par-
ties, if any, having or
claiming an interest in or
lien upon the liened prem-
ises described in the com-
plaint, if the aforesaid in-
dividual defendants are
living, and if any or all of
said individual defendants
be dead, their heirs at law,
next of Kkin, distributees,
executors, administrators,
trustees, committees, devi-
sees, legatees, and the as-
signees, lienors, creditors
and
successors in interest of
them, and generally all
persons having or claiming
under, by, through, or
against the said defendants
named as a class, of any
right, title, or interest in or
lien upon the premises de-
scribed in the complaint
herein, Defendants. TO
THE ABOVE NAMED DE-
FENDANTS: YOU ARE
HEREBY SUMMONED to
answer the complaint in
this action and to serve a
copy of your answer, or, if
the complaint is not served
with this summons, to serve
a notice of appearance on
the attorney for the Plain-
tiffs within twenty (20) days
after the service of this
summons, exclusive of the
day of service or within
thirty (30) days after com-
pletion of service where is
made in any other manner
than personal delivery
within the State. The Unit-
ed States of America, if
designated as a defendant
in this action, may appear
within sixty (60) days of
service hereof. In case of
your failure to appear or
answer, judgment will
be taken against you by de-
fault for the relief demand-
ed in the complaint.
NOTICE OF NATURE OF
ACTION AND RELIEF
SOUGHT. THE OBJECT of
the above captioned action
is to foreclose on a Tax
Lien pursuant to a Certifi-
cate recorded in the Office
of the Register of the City
of New York on March 10,
2022, in CRFN:
2022000104756, covering
premises known as 922
East 215th Street, Bronx,
NY 10469 (Block: 4685, Lot:
0044). The relief sought in
the within action is a final
judgment directing the
sale of the premises descri-
bed above to satisfy the tax
lien described above.
NOTICE YOU ARE IN
DANGER OF LOSING
YOUR HOME IF YOU DO
NOT RESPOND TO THIS
SUMMONS AND COM-
PLAINT BY SERVING A
COPY OF THE ANSWER
ON THE ATTORNEYS
FOR THE PLAINTIFFS
WHO FILED THIS FORE-
CLOSURE PROCEEDING
AGAINST YOU AND
FILING THE ANSWER
WITH THE COURT, A DE-
FAULT JUDGMENT MAY
BE ENTERED AND YOU
CAN LOSE YOUR HOME.
SPEAK TO AN ATTORNEY
OR GO TO THE COURT
WHERE YOUR CASE IS
PENDING FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION ON HOW
TO ANSWER THE
SUMMONS AND PROTECT
YOUR PROPERTY. SEND-
ING A PAYMENT WILL
NOT STOP THIS
FORECLOSURE ACTION.
YOU MUST RESPOND BY
SERVING A COPY OF THE
ANSWER ON THE ATTOR-
NEYS FOR THE PLAIN-
TIFFS AND FILING THE
ANSWER WITH THE
COURT To the above
named defendants: The
foregoing Summons is
served upon you by publi-
cation pursuant to an order
of the Hon. Ashlee Craw-
ford, A.J.S.C. of the State of
New York, and filed along
with the supporting papers
in the Office of the Clerk of
the County of Bronx on 9/
9/2024. This is an action to
foreclose on a Tax Lien.
ALL that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land,
with the buildings and
improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough of the
Bronx, County of Bronx,
City and State of New York,
Block 4685 and Lot 0044,
said premises known as 922
East 215th Street, 7ronx,
NY 10469. THE DELLO-
IACONO LAW GROUP, P.
C., Attorney for Plaintiffs,
312 Larkfield Road, Lower
Level, East Northport, NY

11731, 631-861-3001. Our
File # 22-000080
0000710242 524-Tu 015

lawjobs.com
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LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of FOX SHORE
PRESERVATION, L.P.
Cert. of LP filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 09
/12/24. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of LP:
6 Greene St., Ste. 500, NY,
NY 10013. Latest date on
which the LP may dissolve
is  12/31/2123. SSNY
designated as agent of LP
upon whom process against
i be served. SSNY
mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. Name and addr.
of each general partner are
available from SSNY. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000710466 octl tu novb

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of LEVEL
STRUCTURED CAPITAL
III, L.P. Appl. for Auth.

filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 09/05/24.
Office location: NY County.
LP formed in Delaware
(DE) on 08/30/24. Princ.
office of LP: 140 E. 45th St.,
NY, NY 10020. Duration of
LP is Perpetual. SSNY
designated as agent of LP
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co.
(CSO), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Name and
addr. of each general
partner are available from
SSNY. DE addr. of LP: CSC,
251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of LP filed with Secy.
of State of the State of DE,
Div. of Corps., John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Invest-
ments.
0000710462
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of APOLLO CO-
INVESTORS ACSF II (D), L
.P. Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 08/05/24. Office
location: NY County. LP
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/25/24. Princ. office of
LP: 9 W. 57th St., 43rd F1,,
NY, NY 10019. Duration of
LP is Perpetual. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LP
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to The L
.P., Attn: General Counsel
Whitney Chatterjee at the
princ. office of the LP.
Name and addr. of each
general partner are availa-
ble from SSNY. DE addr. of
LP: c/o Corporation Service
Co., 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of LP filed with The
Secy. of State of the State
of DE, Dept. of State, Div.
of Corps., John Townsend
Bldg., Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000710316 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BCP IX
SUPPLEMENTAL
ACCOUNT - NY L.P. Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/28/24. Office location:
NY County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 06/10/24.

octl tu novb

Princ. office of LP: 345
Park Ave., NY, NY 10154.
Duration of LP is
Perpetual. SSNY

designated as agent of LP
upon whom process against

it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co.

(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Name and
addr. of each general
partner are available from
SSNY. DE addr. of LP: c/o
CSC, 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of LP filed with DE
Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., #4, Dover, DE
19801. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000709670 seplO tu octls
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of HIGHLAND
SQUARE PRESERVATION
L.P. Cert. of LP filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/10/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LP: 30 Hudson Yards, 72nd
Fl., NY, NY 10001. Latest
date on which the LP may
dissolve is 12/31/2123.
SSNY designated as agent
of LP upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Name and addr. of
each general partner are
available from SSNY. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000710315 s24-Tu 029

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

1009-15 CENTRAL AVE UC
LLC. Filed 3/29/2019. Office:
Nassau Co. SSNY designat-
ed as agent for process &
shall mail to: 135
ROCKAWAY TURNPIKE,
LAWRENCE, NY 11559.
Purpose: General.

0000710507 octl tu novs

125 Restaurant LLC filed w
/ SSNY 9/13/24. Off. in NY
Co. Process served to
SSNY - desig. as agt. of LL.C
& mailed to Christopher
Wang, 125 W. 26th St, NY,
NY 10001. The reg. agt. is
Christopher Wang at same
address. Any lawful pur-

pose.
0000710489 octl tu novd

102 CLAYTON LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 05/31/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 112 Clayton Avenue,
East Atlantic Beach, NY
11561. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
0000710427 01-Tu n5
1916 EDISON AVENUE

LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 06/27/24. Of-
fice: Bronx County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 1261
Stadium Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10465. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

0000709863 510-Tu 015

323 MERRICK AVENUE
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/16/24. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, c/o
Mark Saweris, 2971 Shore
Drive, Merrick, NY 11566.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of HIGHLAND
SQUARE DEVELOPER,
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/10/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 30 Hudson Yards,
72nd Fl., NY, NY 10001.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000710326 524-Tu 029

OTICE OF QUAL. of 515

WEST 57TH STREET
LEASEHOLD LLC Auth.
filed with SSNY on 08/
29/2024. Office location:
New York. LLC formed in
DE on 08/13/2024. SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to: 600 MAMARO-

NECK AVENUE #400,
HARRISON, NY, 10528.
Arts. of Org. filed with DE
SOS. Townsend Bldg.

Dover, DE 19901. Any law-
ful purpose.
0000710323 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of MACK
VENTURES LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 09/
10/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent of LL.C upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Davidoff
Hutcher & Citron LLP, 605
Third Ave., 15th Fl.,, NY,
NY 10158. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
0000710322 s24-Tu o029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of FOX SHORE
GP, LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 09/11/24. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
office of LLC: 6 Greene St.,
Ste. 500, NY, NY 10013.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80

State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

0000710321 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ZIPPER LINE
CAPITAL LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 09/
10/24. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 05/16/24.
Princ. office of LLC: 115 E.
89th St., Apt. 2A, NY, NY
10128. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
princ. office of the LL.C. DE
addr. of LLC: 9 E.
Loockerman St., Ste. 311,
Dover, DE 19901. Cert. of
Form. filed with Secy. of
State, DE, John G. Town-
send Bldg., 401 Federal St.,
Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000710320 524-Tu 029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of HIGHLAND
SQUARE CLASS B, LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/10/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 30 Hudson Yards,
72nd Fl.,, NY, NY 10001.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
0000710319 s24-Tu o029

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DD KINGSBORO 1
PARTICIPANTS LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 09/
12/24. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of
LLC: 7 Penn Plaza, Ste. 600,
NY, NY 10001. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC at
the addr. of its princ. of-
fice. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.
0000710318 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MINISTRY OF
DESIGN LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 09/
10/24. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/22/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
DE Secy. of State, Jeffrey
W. Bullock, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
0000710317 s24-Tu 029

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of GLADIATOR
HOLDINGS LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 09/
10/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, 1050

Fifth Ave., #8D, NY, NY
10028. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.

0000710313 524-Tu 029

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of NORTHPOINT
CONSTRUCTION MAN-
AGEMENT, LLC. App. for
Authority filed with Secre-
tary of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/8/2024. LLC formed in
New Hampshire (NH) on 4/
25/2005. Office location:
New York County. SSNY
desig. as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to C/O C T
Corporation System, 28
Liberty St, New York, NY
10005. Arts of Org filed
with NH Secy of State,
Corp Div, NH DOS, 107 N
Main St, Rm 204, Concord,
NH 03301. Purpose: any
lawful activity.

0000708628 S17 T 022

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of VAN DER
WOLK AND COMPANY
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/27/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 300 E 51st
St, APT 2H, New York, NY
10022. Purpose: any lawful

pose. act.
0000709152 au27-Tu ol 0000710111 S17 T 022
UA FOODS CATERING Neighborhood Client Wins

LLC. Filed 6/19/23. Office:
Bronx Co. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall
mail to: Debabrata
Mazumdar, 1512 Benson St,
F1 3, Bronx, NY 10461. Pur-
pose: General.

0000709868 s10-Tu 015

LLC filed w/ SSNY 9/5/24.
Off. in Nassau Co. Process
served to SSNY - desig. as
agt. of LLC & mailed to the
LLC, 34 Quaker Ln, Levit-
town, NY 11756. Any lawful
purpose.

0000710102 sepl7 tu oct22

otice of Formation of

Anaphrodite LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 7/
4/24. Ofc loc: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
228 Park Ave S #797848, NY,
NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

0000709453 S17 T 022
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of WILLIAMS

CPA, PLLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/11/24. Of-
fice location: BX County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against PLLC to
900 East 218 Street, Bronx,

NY 10469. Purpose: any

lawful act.

0000710105 S17 T 022
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Steven Schall
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/26/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 99 Reade
Street, 2W, New York, NY
10013. Purpose: any lawful
act.

0000710081 S17 T 022

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Gia T Kores,
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/17/2022. Office loca-
tion: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to

724 Jeffrey Dr, Baldwin,

NY 11510. Purpose: any

lawful act.

0000710076 S17 T 022
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Modern Muse
EventScapes LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 6/
5/24. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to Modern
Muse Eventscapes LLC
#1094, 5500 Sunrise High-

way, Unit 50 Massapequa,

NY 11758. Purpose: any

lawful act.

0000710106 S17 T 022
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of BUCK RIDGE
PRINTING LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 6/
5/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 21 W 38th St,
F1 10, New York, NY 10018.
Purpose: any lawful act.
0000710017 S17 T 022

OTICE OF QUAL. of

LUMINA CARE LLC,
Authority filed with the
SSNY on 08/30/2024. Office
loc: NY County. LLC
formed in DE on 11/14/2023.
SSNY is designated as
agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 885
Third Avenue, 28th F1, NY,
NY 10028. Address re-
quired to be maintained in
DE: C/O CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert of Formation
filed with DE Div. of Corps,
401 Federal St., Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.
0000710180 s17-Tu 022

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Joseph N. Mari-
no, DMD, PLLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 5/29/2024. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against PLLC to
612 Clock Tower Commons
Drive, Brewster, NY 10509.
Purpose: any lawful act.
0000710167 S17 T 022

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of PETER
UNGER CREATIVE LLC.
Art. Of Org. filed with the
Sect’y of State of NY
(SSNY) on 08/28/24. Office
in Westchester County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC, 2
CANFIELD AVE #432
WHITE PLAINS, NY, 10601.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose
0000710101 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ABG-NINE
WEST, LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 09/06/24.
Office location: NY County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 03/22/18. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Authentic Brands Group,
LLC, 1411 Broadway, 21st.
Fl., NY, NY 10018. DE
addr. of LLC: Corporation
Service Co., 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Jeffrey W. Bullock, Secy. of
State, 401 Federal St., #4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
0000710100 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of LEVEL
EQUITY ASSOCIATES VI,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 09/04/24. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 08/30/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 140 E. 45th St., NY,

NY 10020. SSNY

designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State of the State
of DE, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg.,, 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Invest-

ments.
0000710095 sepl7 tu oct22

otice of Qualification of

CL Vista Holdings LLC.
App. for Authority filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 8/2/24. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in FL on 11/17/23.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
1293 Broadway, New York,
NY 10001. Arts of Org. filed
with the Secy. of State of
FL, The Centre of Talla-
hassee, 2415 N Monroe St,
Ste 810, Tallahassee, FL
32303. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
0000709384

Au27 T 001

OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of UPTIME
VENTURES LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of

State of NY (SSNY) on
09/03/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose:
Manufacturing and related
services for electronic
devices.

0000710094 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of LEVEL
STRUCTURED CAPITAL
ASSOCIATES 111, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/04/24. Office location:
NY County. LLLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/30/24.
Princ. office of LLC: 140 E.
45th St., NY, NY 10020.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
c¢/o Corporation Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State of the State
of DE, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Invest-
ments.
0000710093 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of W27
EXHIBITIONS LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/04/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 01/19/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543, regd. agent
upon whom and at which
process may be served. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, 401
Federal St., #4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.
0000710092 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of SH-77
TRANSFER CO., LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/04/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/26/24.

Princ. office of LLC: 600
Third Ave., 21st Fl., NY,
NY 10016. SSNY

designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to

Corporation Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with

DE Secy. of State, 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose:

Engaging in and exercising
all powers permitted to a
limited liability company
formed under the DE Lim-
ited Liability Company
Act.

0000710089 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of TILRAY
ALTERNATIVE
BEVERAGES, LLC Appl
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/03/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/20/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St.,, Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State of DE, 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
0000710087 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of DKR VISION
SERVICES, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/10/24. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000710079 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Bureka LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with NY
Dept. of State: 8/7/24. Office
location: NY County. Sec.
of State designated agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served
and shall mail process to:
18 E. 16th St., #307, NY, NY
10003, principal business
address. Purpose: all law-
ful purposes.
0000710071 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Bureka
Bleecker LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with NY Dept. of
State: 8/7/24. Office loca-
tion: NY County. Sec. of
State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served
and shall mail process to:
18 E. 16th St., #307, NY, NY
10003, principal business
address. Purpose: all law-
ful purposes.
0000710068 sepl7 tu oct22

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of AURORA
BLISS COMPANY, LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 7/
24/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 500 West
18th St, Unit 20E, New
York, NY 10011. Purpose:
any lawful act.
0000709941 S10 T O15

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Fillet Edge
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 5/6/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 435 W 31st
St, Apt 8G, New York, NY
10001. R/A: uUs Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000709489 S10 T O15

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of JELLY JAR,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 08/13/2024.Office
location: New York SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to 180 RIVERSIDE
BLVD., APT. 7S, NEW
YORK, NY, 10069. Any law-
ful purpose.
0000709295

aug27 tu octl
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1914 EDISON AVENUE
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 06/27/24. Of-
fice: Bronx County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 1261
Stadium Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10465. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

0000709861 s10-Tu 015

214 9TH LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 09/
13/24. Office: Nassau Coun-
ty. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 26 High Street, Syos-
set, NY 11791. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

0000710270 s24-Tu 029

2332 2ND AVENUE LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/06/2024. Office
loc: NY County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process
to: Apraham S. Djebiyan, 4
Academy Lane, Demarest,

NJ 07627. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.
0000710179 s17-Tu 022

350 AUDUBON REALTY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/07/24. Of-
fice: New York County.
SSNY designated as agent
of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to the LLC,
11 Edward M. Morgan
Place, New York, NY
10032. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

0000709156 au27-Tu ol

9 VENUS LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 08/
29/24. Office: Nassau Coun-
ty. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 2 Fairbanks Court,
Woodbury, NY 11797. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

0000709707 $10-Tu 015

AVRAH HEALTHCARE
CONSULTING LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 9/19/2024
New York Co. SSNY design
agent for process & shall
mail to 12 E 86TH STREET,
# 329 NEW YORK, NY
10028 General Purpose

AETHERMIND LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 9/16/2024
New York Co. SSNY design
agent for process & shall
mail to 41 STATE STREET,
SUITE 112, ALBANY, NY,
UNITED STATES, 12207
General Purpose

0000710509 octl tu novs

Anuaku LLC filed w/ SSNY
9/12/24. Off. in Nassau Co.
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 4 Law-
rence St, New Hyde Park,
NY 11040. Any lawful pur-
pose.

0000710485

ACA PSYCHOLOGY PLLC,
a Prof. LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 08/
09/2024. Office loc: NY
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The PLLC,
305 5th Avenue, Ste 1117,
New York, NY 10001. Pur-
pose: To Practice The Pro-
fession Of Psychology.

0000709893 s10-Tu o015

ARM PROPERTY HOLD-
INGS LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 08/
29/2024. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 422 Conklin Street,

octl tu novs

Farmingdale, NY 11735.
Reg Agent: Christopher
Hein, 422 Conklin Street,
Farmingdale, NY 11735.

Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.
0000709651 s3-Tu 08

ACT TECH LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/23/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 2767 Boundary Road,
Bellmore, NY 11710. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

0000709452 s3-Tu 08

BYALEEN LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/26/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 510 Broadhollow
Road, Suite 300, Melville,

NY 11747. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose
0000709504 s3-Tu 08

BOBBY BEACH LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 08/12/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 753 West Merrick
Road, Valley Stream, NY
11580. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

0000709456 s3-Tu 08

CADOOGA LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with SSNY on 9/
19/2024. Off. Loc.: NASSAU
Co. SSNY desig. As agt.
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 780
Long Beach Blvd, Long
Beach, NY 11561. General
Purposes.

0000710334 524-Tu 029

CONSERVATIVERAP LLC
Art of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/15/2024. Office.
New York County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC,
LEGALCORP SOLUTIONS,
11 BROADWAY, SUITE 615,
NEW YORK, NY 10004.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.

0000709142 S03 T 008

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of JEROME
CAPITAL LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of

State of NY (SSNY) on

06/11/24. Office location:
NY County. LL.C formed in
Ohio (OH) on 03/27/24.
Princ. office of LLC: 4300 E
Fifth Ave., Columbus, OH
43219. NYS fictitious name:
JEROME CAPITAL (INY)
LLC. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation
Service Co., 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207. Cert. of
Form. filed with Secy. of

ARINO PROPERTIES

GROUP, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/08/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 570 Harvard Avenue,
North Baldwin, NY 11510.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
0000709157 au27-Tu ol

D & B WINDOW CLEAN-
ING LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 09/
06/2024. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 691 S. Bayview Ave-
nue, Freeport, NY 11520.
Reg Agent: David Riemer,
691 S. Bayview Avenue,
Freeport, NY 11520. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

0000709905 $10-Tu 015

ENC 95 HOLDING LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/11/2024. Office
loc: Westchester County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 2677
Deer Street, Mohegan
Lake, NY 10547. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

0000710161 s17-Tu 022

EVOKE PSYCHOLOGY,
PLLC, a Prof. LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/24/2024. Office loc: NY
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: C/O The
PLLC, 185 Madison Ave-
nue, Ste 1406, NY, NY
10028. Purpose: To Practice
The Profession Of Psychol-

ogy.
0000709422 au27-Tu ol

F&L Dental 215 PLLC filed
7/23/24. Cty: New York Co.
SSNY desig. for process &
shall mail to: 215 E 72nd
St., Office W, NY, NY 10021.
Purpose: Dentistry.

0000709349 au27-Tu ol

GODWIN TERRACE GAR-
DENS LLC Art. Of Org.
Filed Sec. of State of NY 8/
13/2024. Off. Loc.: Bronx Co.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY to
mail copy of process to The
LLC, 3152 Albany Crescent,
Bronx, NY 10463, USA.
Purpose: Any lawful act or
activity.

0000709912 510-Tu 015

Game Speed Training LLC
filed Arts. of Org. with the
Sect’y of State of NY
(SSNY) on 7/12/2024. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail proc-
ess to: The LLC, 860 Maple
Ln, East Meadow, NY
11554. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000709647 s3-Tu 08

HEIDI FISHER TUTOR-
ING LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 08/
26/2024. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: Heidi
Fisher, 20 Dunes Lane,
Port Washington, NY 11050.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

0000709449 au27-Tu ol

INNER CHILD PRODUC-
TIONS, LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 09/
27/2024. Office loc: West-
chester County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process
to: The LLC, 77 Seminary
Ave, Yonkers, NY 10704.
Reg Agent: Olivia
Amitrano 162 Warburton
Ave, Hastings-On-Hudson,
NY 10706. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.

0000710655 01-Tu nb

IFFAT CAB LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/26/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 622 Duke Street,
Westbury, NY 11590. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

0000709519 s3-Tu o8

KINGSBRIDGE MEZZ LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/29/2024. Office
loc: Bronx County. SSNY
has been designated as
agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 3400
Cannon Place, Bronx, NY
10463. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

0000709439 au27-Tu ol

LOAPCM LLC Articles of
Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 9/9/24. Office in NY
Co. SSNY desig. agent of
LLC whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Kaplan Fox
& Kilsheimer LLP., attn:
Jason P. Reska, 800 3rd
Ave., 38th Fl, NY, NY
10022, which is also the
principal business loca-
tion. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

0000710649 01-Tu n5

LUCKY 52 GROUP LLC
Art. Of Org. Filed Sec. of
State of NY 8/12/2024. Off.
Loc.: Nassau Co. SSNY des-
ignated as agent
whom process may be
served & shall mail proc.:
129 Verbena Ave., Floral
Park, NY, USA. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

0000709533 s3-Tu o8

MJW Design LLC filed
Arts. of Org. with the Sect’y
of State of NY (SSNY) on 8/
21/2024. Office: New York
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served
and shall mail process to: ¢
/o The LLC, 37 W 89th St,
Apt 5, NY, NY 10024. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

0000710324 s24-Tu 029

MVA 109 MORNINGSIDE
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/21/24. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 134
Elmwood Street, Westbury,

NY 11590. Purpose: Any

lawful purpose.

0000709471 s3-Tu 08
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of TICKET IDOL
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 08/05/2024. Office
location: Nassau SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of XPS XPRESS
WESTCHESTER COUNTY,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed w/
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/20/24. Office in West-
chester County. SSNY
designated agent of LLC
upon whom process a-
gainst it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
c/o Offit Kurman, P.A,,
Attn.: Louis D. Tambaro,
Esq., 590 Madison Ave., 6 th

Fl.,, NY, NY 10022, regis-
tered agent upon whom
process may be served.
Purpose: Any lawful act/
activity.

0000710652 01-Tu nb

OTICE OF QUAL. of

EMG AND CONCUS-
SION SPECIALISTS OF NJ
LLC, Authority filed with
the SSNY on 09/25/2024. Of-
fice loc: Nassau County.
LLC formed in NJ on 03/
07/2023. SSNY is designat-
ed as agent upon whom
process against the LLC
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The LLC,
255-01 Northern Blvd.,
Little Neck, NY 11362. Ad-
dress required to be main-
tained in NJ: 9 Hospital
Drive, Ste B4, Toms River,
NJ 08755. Cert of Forma-
tion filed with NJ Dept. of
Treasury, PO Box 628,
Trenton, NJ 08625. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.
0000710648 01-Tu n5

OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of C
ENGINEERING NY, PLLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/20/24. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of
PLLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Professio-
nal engineering.
0000710513 octl tu novd

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of SERRA
HOLDINGS, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/18/24. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.

0000710511 octl tu novb
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of EXCELSIOR

ESCAPES LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 09/16/24.

Office location: Nassau
County. Princ. office of
LLC: 1431 Forest Lake

Blvd., Wantagh, NY 11793.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the addr. of its
princ. office. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

0000710506 octl tu novb

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of SERRA 42,
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/18/24. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000710505 octl tu novb
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of LOUMOR, LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/17/24. Office location:
Nassau County. Princ.
office of LLC: 3 Dakota Dr.,
Ste. 300, Lake Success, NY
11042. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, Attn:
Howard Fensterman, Esq.
at the princ. office of the
LLC. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000710503 octl tu novs
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of 343 4 AVE 12G,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 08/08/2024. Office
location: Nassau SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to 333 EARLE
OVINGTON BLVD, SUITE
601, UNIONDALE, NY
11553. Any lawful purpose.
0000710493 octl tu novd

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of VERDURA
FOODS, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with SSNY on 07/
11/2024. Office location:
Nassau SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to 121 ALBERTSON AVE-
NUE, UNIT B, ALBERT-
SON, NY 11507. Any lawful
purpose.
0000710492

OTICE OF QUAL. of

SIB GEN II LLC Auth.
filed with SSNY on 07/
22/2024. Office location:
New York. LLC formed in
DE on 05/30/2024. SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to: 444 MADISON
AVENUE, 6TH FLOOR,
NEW YORK, NY 10022.
Arts. of Org. filed with DE
SOS. Townsend Bldg.
Dover, DE 19901. Any law-
ful purpose.
0000710491

Notice of Formation of El-
vin’s Wood Work LLC.

octl tu novb

octl tu novs

Art. Of Org. filed with
SSNY on 10/28/2022. Offc.
Loc: Westchester Cty.

SSNY design. as agent of
the LLC upon whom proc-
ess against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, 39 Fer-
ris Avenue, Apt 2, White
Plains, NY 10603. Purpose:
any lawful purpose.

0000709436 S03 T 008

HASE PROPERTY VEN-

TURES LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/11/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 55 Dogwood Road,
Searingtown, NY 11507.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

pose.
0000709216 au27-Tu ol
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Lauren Milo
Mental Health Counselor,
PLLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 5/24/24. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of CCP Voice
Communications, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with NY
Dept. of State: 4/11/24. Of-
fice location: Nassau Coun-
ty. Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail proc-
ess to: Corporation Service
Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
0000710476 octl tu novs

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RECOVERIES
R US LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 09/09/24.
Office location: NY County.
LLC formed in New Jersey
(NJ) on 08/20/13. Princ.
office of LLC: 127 E. 105th
St., NY, NY 10029. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to the
LLC at the princ. office of
the LLC. Cert. of Form.
filed with State Treasurer,
33 W. State St., Fifth F1.,
Trenton, NJ 08646. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000710464 octl tu novb

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of 200 E 69TH
STREET APT. 25B LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/10/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: c/o Melissa E. Sydney,
Esq., Tarlow, Breed, Hart
& Rodgers, P.C., 101
Huntington Ave., Ste. 500,
Boston, MA 02199. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80

OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of Camille Gallo,
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)

process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 66 Madison
Ave, Ste 8C, New York, NY
10016. Purpose: any lawful

act.

0000707089 S24 T 029
OTICE OF FORMA-
T 1 O N of 600

PLYMOUTH MEETING

LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/04/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to Jenny
Dana, 400 E. 84th St., Apt.
24D, NY, NY 10028. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000710099 sepl7 tu oct22

otice of Formation of

Nagle Qiu & Shi LLC,
Art. Of Org. filed with Sec.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 08
/26/2024. Office Loc.: New
York County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 82 Nagle
Ave, New York, NY 10040.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

y.
0000709916 S10 T O15

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Macdale Anes-
thesia, PLLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 8/26/24. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against PLLC to

State St., Albany, NY 312 W 119th St, #3L New

12207-2543. Purpose: Any York, NY 10026. Purpose:

lawful activity. any lawful act.

0000710463 octl tu novb 0000709791 S10 T O15
OTICE OF FORMA- OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of 60 E 8TH TION of Rainbow Kitch-

STREET LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 09/10/24.

Office location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: c/o
Melissa E. Sydney, Esq.,
Tarlow, Breed, Hart &
Rodgers, P.C., 101
Huntington Ave., Ste. 500,
Boston, MA 02199. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY

shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

0000710461 octl tu novd

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 945 MADISON
AVENUE, LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/10/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 09/04/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State of State of
DE, 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
0000710460 octl tu novd

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of CVE US NY
HAMMOND 435 LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
09/12/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 109 W. 27th St., 8th F1.,
NY, NY 10001. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000710459 octl tu novb
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of GLADYS R
FERNANDEZ - 74, LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 6/
19/24. Office location: BX
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 1112
Calhoun Ave, Bronx, NY
10465. Purpose: any lawful

act.
S24 T 029

0000710339

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of ALEXANDRA
OSIPOVA MAKEUP LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 9/
8/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 228 Park
Ave S, #331229, NY, NY
10003. R/A: uUs Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000710338 S24 T 029

otice of Qualification of

Sean K. Claggett & Asso-
ciates, LLC, 1st assumed
name: Claggett & Sykes
Law Firm, 2nd assumed
name: Claggett & Sykes Tri-
al Lawyers. Application for
authority filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 7/
18/2024. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC
formed in Nevada (NV) on
2/5/2004. SSNY designated
as agent of LL.C upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to 125 Michael Dr,
Ste 26, Syosset, NY 11791.
LLC address in NV: 4101
Meadows Ln, Ste 100, Las
Vegas, NV 89107. Arts of
Org. filed with the Secy. of
State of NV, 202 N Carson
St, Carson City, NV 89701.
Purpose: any lawful activi-
ties.
0000710385 S24 T 029

OTICE OF QUAL. of

EAST 77 PROPERTY
OWNER LLC Auth. filed
with SSNY on 06/03/2024.
Office location: New York.
LLC formed in DE on 05/
22/2024. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 444 MADISON AVE-
NUE, 6TH FLOOR, NEW
YORK, NY 10022. Arts. of
Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901. Any lawful purpose.
0000710490 octl tu novb

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of TST NEW
YORK LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 08/26/24.
Office location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 335
Madison Ave., 14th Fl., NY,
NY 10017. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to

en LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 6/7/24. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LL.C to R
/A: Sohoworkspace Inc., 447
Broadway, 2nd Fl1 #633,
New York, NY 10013. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

0000709862 S10 T O15

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Three Studio
Construction Management
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/12/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 49 West 38th
St, New York, NY 10018.
Purpose: any lawful act.
0000709366 Au27 T 001

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of THE
GRESHAM COMMODITY
INDICATORS FUND,
L.L.C. Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/11/24. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 06/10/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 275 Park Ave. South,
#700, NY, NY 10010. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to the
LLC at the princ. office of
the LLC. DE addr. of LLC:
c/o Corporation Service
Co., 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
DE Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St. - Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
0000709286 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ARBOR BG
FUNDING SPE 2, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/31/24. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/22/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 333 Earle Ovington
Blvd., Ste. 900, Uniondale,
NY 11553. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St. - Ste.

4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: To originate,
acquire, and/or gain
financing for mortgage
loans.

0000709233 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ARBOR BG
FUNDING SPE 3, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/31/24. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/22/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 333 Earle Ovington
Blvd., Ste. 900, Uniondale,
NY 11553. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St. - Ste.

4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: To originate,
acquire, and/or gain
financing for mortgage
loans.

0000709232 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of AGAPE
SOLUTIONS LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of

State of NY (SSNY) on

08/26/24. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 5 Penn Plaza, NY, NY
10001. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Corporation
Service Co., 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000709669 seplO tu octls

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Between Two
Points LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/8/24. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
100 Maiden Ln Apt 1705,
New York, NY 10038. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

0000708428 S03 T 008
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of Wandernest

LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/10/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 35 E 10th St,
#7C, NY, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228.
Purpose: any lawful act.

0000708842 S03 T 008

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of JDWC Fund IV
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
NY Dept. of State: 8/21/24.
Office location: NY County.
Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail proc-
ess to: 733 3rd Ave. 12th
Fl., NY, NY 10017, princi-
pal business address. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
0000709520 sep3 tu oct8

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of MOOOXY LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 5/
7/24. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 228 Park
Ave S, #435526, New York,
NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000709119 Au27 T 001

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of RDM INNOVA-
TIONS LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/1/24. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
43 Madison St, Apt #3, New
York, NY 10038. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000709254 Au27 T 001
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of Pagado 2.0,

LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/8/24. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent wupon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
312 E Pine Street, Long
Beach, NY 11561. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000709657 S10 T O15

N RAIDER CONSULTING
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 09/05/2024. Of-
fice loc: Westchester Coun-
ty. SSNY has been desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process against the LLC
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The LLC,
145 Brush Hollow Crescent,
Rye Brook, NY 10573. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

0000709891 510-Tu 015
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of CEDAR

STREET CONSULTING

LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 08/15/2024.0ffice
location: New York SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to 11 BEACH
STREET, APT. 7A, NEW
YORK, NY, 10013.Any law-
ful purpose.

0000709245 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 200 LINDEN
PROPERTY LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/07/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/06/24.
Princ. office of LLC: 152 W.
57th St., 60th Fl., NY, NY
10019. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation
Service Co., 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Secy. of State, Div.

of Corps., John .
Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Financial
company.

0000709280 aug27 tu octl

SUN ARC 301LS221 LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 08/22/2024. Office
loc: NY County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process
to: Elizabeth Lawson, 99
Wall Street, NY, NY 10005.
Reg Agent: Elizabeth Law-
son, 99 Wall Street, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

0000709420 au27-Tu ol

VINCI MOZZARELLA LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/05/2024. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as
agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, PO
Box 94, Garden City, NY
11530. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

0000709892 $10-Tu 015

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of HEFFERNAN
BARBARY INSURANCE
SERVICES LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/14/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
California (CA) on 02/27/23.
Princ. office and CA addr.
of LLC is: 436 14th St., Ste.
M150, Oakland, CA 94612.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Cert. of Form. filed

Park Ave 52 LLC filed Arts.
of Org. with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on 8/
20/2024. Office: New York
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served
and shall mail process to:
The LLC, 1 Butternut Ln,
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920.
Purpose: any lawful act.

0000710500 01-Tu n5

Project 45 LLC filed 5/
10/24. Cty: New York. SSNY
desig. for process & shall
mail to: 499 7th Ave., S
Tower, 18th Fl, NY, NY
10018. Purp: any lawful.

0000710550 0l-Tu n5

164 Ludlow, LLC filed w/
SSNY 9/10/24. Off. in NY
Co. Process served to
SSNY - desig. as agt. of LL.C
& mailed to the LLC, 131
Spring St, Ste. 405, NY, NY
10012. Any lawful purpose.

0000710716 octl tu novs

OTICE

T I O N of
LDVKENMARE, LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/14/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Any lawful

OF FORMA-

activity.
0000709278 aug27 tu octl
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of BEAUTY BY
BELLA ROSE, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/01/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207,
regd. agent upon whom and
at which process may be
served. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

0000709274 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of MRA GKI
LONG ISLAND LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/16/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to the
LLC, 555 Madison Ave., 6th
Fl.,, NY, NY 10022. Purpose:
Property management.
0000709273 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of INFORMA
CONNECT USA LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/05/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 04/30/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: c/o CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Jeffrey W. Bullock,
Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste.
4, Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
0000709675 seplO tu octld

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of 52E4 LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/29/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000709680 sepl0 tu octlb
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Dylan Gilbert
Nutrition LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/22/24. Of-
fice location: BX County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
3801 Hudson Manor
Terrace, Apt 4E, Bronx, NY
10463. Purpose: any lawful
act.

0000708838 S10 T O15

OTICE OF FORMA-

T I O N of 27A
HARRISON RJ, LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
08/28/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against

it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to
Alexandra Lynn, 227 N.
34th Ave., Longport, NJ
08403. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.

0000709679 seplO tu octld

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ARBOR BG
FUNDING SPE 1, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/31/24. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 07/22/24. Princ. office of
LLC: 333 Earle Ovington
Blvd., Ste. 900, Uniondale,
NY 11553. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to c/o
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St. - Ste.

4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: To originate,
acquire, and/or gain
financing for mortgage
loans.

0000709234 aug27 tu octl

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FLATIRON
INTERMEDIATE LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 08/05/24. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 07/31/24.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
The Brodsky Organization,
Attn: J. Dean Amro, 400 W.
59th St., NY, NY 10019. DE
addr. of LLC: 850 New
Burton Rd., Ste. 201, Dover,
DE 19904. Cert. of Form.
filed with Jeffrey W.
Bullock, 401 Federal St.,
#4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activi-

ty.
0000709276 aug27 tu octl

ZACHERY 88 LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of
NY 9/13/2024. Off. Loc.: New
York Co. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served & shall
mail proc.: 346 East 59 th
Street, Suite #1, New York,
NY 10022, USA. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.
0000710187 s17-Tu 022

ROCKELDGE LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
09/20/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 87 West Boulevard,
East Rockaway, NY 11518.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.

0000710470 01-Tu n5

State, 180 S. Civic Center may be served. SSNY mail of process against PLLC to Corporation Service Co., 80 with Secy. of State, 1500

Dr., Columbus, OH 43215. process to 52 FOREST 1107 Broadway, Apt 3G, State St., Albany, NY 12207- 11th St., Sacramento, CA #1 GI b I L I J b St
Purpose: Any lawful activi- ROW, GREAT NECK, NY New York, NY 10010. Pur- | 2543. Purpose: Any lawful 95814. Purpose: Any lawful ODba ega o e
ty. 11024. Any lawful purpose. pose: any lawful act. activity. activity. Ranked by Alexa
0000710465 octl tu novb 0000710514 octl tu novs 0000707324 S03 T 008 0000709674 _sepl0 tu octl5 0000709275 Aug27 tu octl
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