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2nd Circuit Upholds
Transfer of ICE-Detained
Tufts Student to Vermont

Twenty-four hours after hear-
ing oral arguments in the case,
the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Second Circuit on Wednes-
day upheld an order requir-
ing a Tufts University student
detained by immigration
authorities in Louisiana to be
transferred to custody in Ver-
mont for removal proceedings.

The Second Circuit said the
federal trial court in Vermont
is likely the proper venue to
consider Rumeysa Ozturk’s
claim that she was arrested
based only on a pro-Palestine
op-ed she wrote. The appeals
court noted the post-doctoral
student was in Vermont and
her immediate custodian was
unknown when her lawyers filed
her habeas petition in Massa-
chusetts.

The U.S. Department of
Justice contended that an
“unknown custodian” exception
to the requirement that petition-
ers name their immediate cus-
todian did not apply in Ozturk’s
case because her whereabouts
were not a “prolonged secret.”
But the Second Circuit rejected
that argument.

“The government cites no
statute or case law for this
extraordinary proposition, the
practical effect of which would
be that for some unspecified
period of time after deten-
tion—seemingly however long
the government chooses to
take in transporting a detain-
ee between states or between
facilities—a detainee would be
unable to file a habeas petition
at all, anywhere,” Judge Bar-
rington Parker wrote for the
court. “Such a rule finds no sup-
port in the law and is contrary
to longstanding tradition.”

Ozturk, who expressed sup-
port for Palestine in a student
newspaper op-ed, was taken by
ICE while walking in a suburb
outside of Boston on March 25.
The government transported
her to Vermont by car and then
put her on a plane to Louisiana
the following day.

ICE did not disclose where
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Ozturk was until nearly 24 hours
after her arrest and after her
lawyers filed their habeas cor-
pus petition in Massachusetts,
which had been her last known
location.

“Any confusion about where
habeas jurisdiction resides
arises from the government’s
conduct during the twenty-
four hours following Ozturk’s
arrest,” wrote Parker, joined
by Judges Susan Carney and
Alison Nathan.

The DOJ had argued at a
hearing Tuesday that the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act
precludes judicial review over
the decision where to detain a
non-citizen pending removal
proceedings. That determina-
tion is left to the homeland
security secretary, the depart-
ment said in vain.

“These arguments are unlike-
ly to succeed in no small part
because our analysis is guided
by longstanding principles
of statutory interpretation
requiring Congress to speak
clearly and specifically when
it wishes to deprive the federal
courts of jurisdiction,” Parker
wrote. “Repeatedly, includ-
ing in the INA context, the
Supreme Court has declared
that we should ‘take account .
.. of the presumption favoring
interpretations of statutes [to]
allow judicial review . . . absent
clear statement.”

The Second Circuit ordered
that Ozturk be transferred to an
ICE in the District of Vermont no
later than May 14.

The Second Circuit appeal
is Ozturk v. Hyde, No. 25-1019.

—Avalon Zoppo

Deal Watch: A ‘Resurgence’
In the SPAC Market

The past week was light in mega
M&A deals, with only a few
deals over $1 billion announced.
IPOs have remained muted over
the last several weeks, and debt
offerings over $500 million also
appeared to slow down this
month.

Meanwhile, the SPAC mar-
ket has seen a surge. Remem-
ber SPACs? The going pub-
lic vehicle, which has been
around since the 1980s, saw an
18-month boom in 2020 through
the beginning of 2022, sparking
something of a bubble.

In the ensuing years, that
bubble receded. Sometimes, a
SPAC or two would  » Page4

DECISIONS OF INTEREST

Court of Claims

CIVIL RIGHTS: Motion to dismiss
partially granted in case concerning
arrest by state trooper. Omphalius
v. State of New York, Court of Claims,
New York.

First Department

REAL ESTATE LAW: Default judgment
granted in foreclosure action. Wells
Fargo Bank, N.A. v. 20 W. 37 Realty,
L.L.C, Supreme Court, New York.

LANDLORD-TENANT LAW: Court dis-
misses follow up action deeming the
case would be prejudicial and confus-
ing. 562 West 174th Equities v. Mednik,
Civil Court, New York.

FAMILY LAW: Prior decision upheld;
court not inconvenient for matrimo-
nial action.R.S.PS. v. J.S.CM, Supreme
Court, Bronx.

Second Department

REAL ESTATE LAW: Summary judg-
ment granted in case concerning title
of land. 350 Oakford Street Inc. v. Old
Republic National Title Insurance Com-
pany Minnesota, Supreme Court, Kings.

LANDLORD-TENANT LAW: Court
restores possession of apartment to

tenant. New York City Housing Author-
ity v. Ingram, Civil Court, Kings.

U.S. Courts

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: Plaintiff
states claim for a constitutional tak-
ing; new york law affords him no
remedy. Sikorsky v. City of Newburgh,
New York, 2d. Cir.

DISCOVERY: Court grants antitrust
litigation plaintiffs supplemental
discovery on future damages. lowa
Pub. Employees’Ret. Sys. v. Merrill Lynch,
Pierce, Fenner &amp; Smith Inc., SDNY.

CONTRACTUAL DISPUTES: Court
grants plaintiff summary judgment
over breaches of financing agree-
ments. Northrock Mgmt. LLC v. Cohen,
SDNY.

JUDGES: Vacatur of recused judge’s
rulings is proper in putative class
action against Peloton. Passman v.
Peloton Interactive Inc., SDNY.

LEGAL MALPRACTICE: Parties can-
not override usual rule that vicari-
ous liability is joint, several liability.
Applestein v. Kleinhendler, EDNY.
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“The US Is the Client’: Legal
Experts Refute DOJ Statements
On Representing Trump

BY EMILY SAUL

U.S. ATTORNEY General Pam Bondi
has likened President Donald
Trump to a client, calling Depart-
ment of Justice attorneys “his law-
yers.” Interim U.S. attorney for the
District of Columbia, Ed Martin,
has also referred to DOJ attorneys
as “President Trump’s lawyers.”

DIEGO M. RADzINSCHI/ALM

U.S. Attorney General Pam Bondi
likened President Donald Trump to
a client, calling DOJ attorneys “his
lawyers.”

The comments have sparked
criticism for their fundamental
misunderstanding of the relation-
ship between the president and the
DOJ, as two parts of the executive
branch.

So who or what is the client of
the DOJ? It’s absolutely not the
president, legal experts say.

“The universal understanding is
that the United States is the client,
not the president,” said professor
Bruce Green, the Louis Stein Chair
at Fordham Law School where he
directs the Louis Stein Center for
Law and Ethics. “I think there is
a debate about who gets to make
decisions for the client, for the
United States,” Green added. “But
nobody thinks the president is the
client of the Justice Department.”

The relationship is admittedly
unique. As Green put it, there is
no “flesh-and-blood client”—the
United States is a sovereign and
is unable to speak for itself.

“The prosecutor is, in effect,
the client and the lawyer for the
client, because there’s no one else
to go to,” explained Stephen Gill-
ers, Elihu Root Professor of Law
Emeritus at New York University.

The interests of the United
States, the client, are interpreted
by people, such as individual U.S.
attorneys and the attorney general.
The president of the United States
establishes priorities, which are
followed by the administration,
including its prosecutors.

That individual prosecutor,
observers agreed, has the author-
ity to make a decision on behalf of
the public.

But a prosecutor maintains an
obligation to “do justice” on behalf
of that public, noted Rebecca
Roiphe, Joseph Solo-  » pPage4
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The deal comes 13 years after attorney Anthony DiPietro began representing
patients of Robert Hadden, an OB-GYN at Columbia University Medical Center
and New-York Presbyterian Hospital.

AJAY SURESH/FLICKR/CC 2.0

Columbia Abuse Cases

Settled for $750M;
Survivors Praised
For Stepping Forward

talks about how he got the deal.

DiPietro announced the settle-
ment on Monday, saying the deal
would resolve 576 cases that he
had lodged against the university

BY ALYSSA AQUINO

COLUMBIA University will pay
hundreds of women $750 million
to resolve claims that it enabled
their abuser, the former OB-
GYN Robert Hadden, to assault
patients under the guise of pro-
viding medical treatment. Here,
their attorney, Anthony DiPietro,

in the Manhattan state court.

The deal comes 13 years after
DiPietro first began representing
former patients of Robert Hadden,
an OB-GYN who practiced at the

Columbia University

» Page 7

Tariff
Challengers
Don’t Want

Their Cases
Heard in NYC

BY ALYSSA AQUINO

BUSINESSES and an indigenous
tribe fighting President Donald
Trump’s tariffs are pushing to keep
their cases in Florida and Mon-
tana—and away from New York,
whose U.S. Court of International
Trade has already refused to pause
the duties for review.

The Trump administration has
pushed to transfer those cases to
the trade court, which, under 28
U.S.C. § 1581(1)(1)(B), maintains
exclusive jurisdiction over laws
“providing for... tariffs.”

But challengers who filed their
lawsuits in district courts in
Montana and Florida argue that
the jurisdiction clause doesn’t
apply, as the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act—the
law used by Trump to enact the
duties—allegedly does not provide
for tariffs.

“IEEPA authorizes the Presi-
dent to counter foreign threats by
imposing the economic sanctions
it describes. It does not permit him
to order Americans to pay tariffs.
IEEPA cannot, therefore, provide
the express authorization that
would be required to eliminate
this Court’s.... jurisdiction,” a group
of businesses represented by the
New Civil Liberties Alliance told the
Florida federal court in a Monday
court filing.

“The Department of Justice will
continue to vigorously defend Presi-
dent Trump’s agendato  » Page 9

Jeh Johnson’s exit plan announcement comes less than two months after
Paul Weiss struck a deal with President Donald Trump to rescind an executive
order against the firm.

Paul Weiss Partner
Jeh Johnson Plans Exit

BY PATRICK SMITH

PROMINENT litigation partner
Jeh Johnson is planning to retire
from Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Whar-
ton & Garrison this summer and
will serve as co-chair of Columbia
University’s board of trustees, the
school said this week.

The announcement comes less
than two months after Paul Weiss
struck a deal with President Don-
ald Trump to rescind an execu-
tive order against the firm. The
deal included “a number of policy
changes to promote equality, jus-
tice, and the principles,” the White
House said on March 21, includ-
ing $40 million in pro bono work
toward specific causes.

Johnson served in the Obama
administration as general coun-
sel of the Defense Department
from 2009-2012 and Secretary of
Homeland Security from 2013-
2017. Earlier in his career, he was

general counsel of the Air Force
Department and an assistant U.S.
Attorney for the Southern District
of New York.

Since returning to Paul Weiss
in 2017, Johnson has been co-
chair of the firm’s cybersecurity
and data protection practice and
has advised high-tech companies,
private equity firms and govern-
ment contractors on cybersecurity,
national security, data privacy,
government relations, crisis man-
agement, high-stakes litigation and
regulatory matters.

The Columbia announcement
said he will retire from the firm
effective June 30, 2025.

“Columbia is in my blood-
stream,” he said in a statement.
“Four generations of my family
have degrees from Columbia Uni-
versity. As co-chair of the Board of
Trustees, I will work to preserve
and promote the greatness and val-
ues of our University and will be
committed to the wel-  » Page4
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Former State
Bar President
Who Brought
‘Controversial’
Suit Against
Government
Dies at 85

BY BRIAN LEE

FUNERAL services were held Tues-
day at the Plaza Jewish Community
Chapel in Manhattan for Joshua
Pruzansky, a “dynamic” former
president of New York’s largest
bar, who once sued former Attor-

ney General Janet Reno.

Pruzansky, president of the New
York State Bar Association from

Joshua Pruzansky was a child of
immigrants who came to America,
escaping brutal antisemitism.

COURTESY PHOTO

1997-1998, practiced general law
on Long Island for more than 50
years. He died on May 2 at age 85.

Pruzansky ran a general practice
focused on elder law, estate plan-
ning, and real estate transactions,

“the kind of old-school

» Page 4
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DOJ, FTC Push Agencies to Identify, Rescind Anticompetitive Regulations

BY DAN NOVAK
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE LEADERS of the Federal Trade
Commission and the U.S. Depart-
ment of Justice’s Antitrust Division
on Monday requested that federal
agency heads identify anticompeti-
tive regulations to target for elimi-
nation.

In a joint letter, FTC Chair
Andrew Ferguson and Assistant
U.S. Attorney General Gail Slater
directed agencies to review regula-
tions for anticompetitive effects,
such as those that foster monopo-
lies, build unnecessary barriers for
new market participants and limit
competition.

The letter follows President
Donald Trump’s April 9 executive
order calling on federal agencies
to repeal regulations that reduce
competition, entrepreneurship

and innovation. The DOJ created
an Anticompetitive Regulations
Task Force in late March, as well.

“Anticompetitive federal regula-
tions harm ordinary Americans in
many ways,” Ferguson and Slater
wrote in the letter.

“They lead to higher prices,
lower quality goods and services,
less innovation, and fewer opportu-
nities to earn a living,” the officials
added. “The rescission or modifi-
cation of anticompetitive federal
regulations is essential to achieving
the economic growth envisioned
by President Trump.”

The goverment’s leading anti-
trust enforcers said agencies
should focus on removing regu-
lations that harm consumers in
health care, energy, technology,
agriculture, transportation and
government procurement, as well
as in other industries. The agen-
cies should submit a list of those

Assistant U.S. Attorney General Gail Slater, left, who heads the Justice Depart-
ment’s Antitrust Division, and Andrew Ferguson, right, chair of the Federal

Trade Commission.

regulations to the DOJ and FTC by
June 18, the letter stated.

The DOJ has long stated a desire
to eliminate regulations that hinder

DIEGO M. RADZINSCHI/ALM

competition in both Republican
and Democratic administrations.
The DOJ task force formalizes the
department’s prior efforts to elimi-
nate anticompetitive regulations
and assist agencies in doing so,
said Makan Delrahim, who served
as assistant U.S. attorney general
in charge of the Antitrust Division
during the first Trump administra-
tion. “There’s not one formal way
of looking at new rules, even old
rules, for purely their competitive
effect,” said Delrahim, now a part-
ner at Latham & Watkins. “But they
can be pernicious.”

The FTC and DOJ can assist
other agencies rescinding anti-
competitive regulations by pro-
viding expertise, helping modify or
change existing rules and submit-
ting comments, Delrahim added.

“I see this as a pretty bipartisan
effort to use the laws to root out
anticompetitive regulation,” he said.

Part of the DOJ’s role is to pro-
mote competition in American
markets and the department will
provide substantive analysis of any
rule’s competitive effects based on
antitrust law and principles, said
former DOJ antitrust attorney Ann
O’Brien.

The task force, which is invit-
ing the public to submit anticom-
petitive regulations for review, is a
good chance for industry to have
their voice be heard by regulators,
O’Brien added.

“I'm always looking for oppor-
tunities for clients that I advise
to engage with government in an
area where they think it’s anti-com-
petitive,” said O’Brien, a partner
at Sheppard, Mullin, Richter &
Hampton. “I think it’s good to be
able to do that.”

|
@‘ Dan Novak can be reached at
dnovak@alm.com.

Zuckerberg’s Internal Emails May Doom Meta’s Bench Trial Defense, Experts Say

BY SULAIMAN ABDUR-RAHMAN
WASHINGTON, D.C.

INTERNAL communications from
Meta Platforms Inc. CEO Mark
Zuckerberg may hurt the com-
pany’s ability to fight off Federal
Trade Commission antitrust claims
in court, according to legal observ-
ers of the FTC v. Meta bench trial.

“The evidence has grown stron-
ger throughout the trial,” said Slade
Bond, public policy and legislative
affairs chair at Cuneo Gilbert &
LaDuca. “We are seeing, day after
day, fresh new evidence building
on the case.”

U.S. District Chief Judge James E.
Boasberg of the District of Colum-
bia has heard live testimony from
multiple witnesses since the trial
began April 14, including Zucker-
berg and former Meta executive
Sheryl Sandberg.

The FTC alleges Meta maintained
an unlawful monopoly in social
networking services through its
2012 acquisition of Instagram and
its 2014 acquisition of WhatsApp.

e - anet T
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Mark Zuckerberg, CEO of Meta, testifies before the Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee during a hearing titled “Big Tech and the Online Child Sexual Exploitation

Crisis,”in January 2024.

Meta denies the allegations,
arguing its acquisitions of com-
plementary apps benefited con-
sumers and that the Menlo Park,
California-based company does not
have monopoly power in the com-

petitive social networking services
market.

Zuckerberg’s internal emails
contemplating a breakup of Ins-
tagram, testimony of TikTok not
viewing Meta as a direct com-
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petitor and other revelations
“completely undercut” Meta’s
affirmative defenses, said Bond,
a former U.S. Department of Jus-
tice principal deputy assistant
attorney general and former
chief counsel of the antitrust
subcommittee in the U.S. House
of Representatives.

Boasberg “was very critical of
Meta’s argument that it basically
competes with anyone who has
Meta’s functionality,” Bond added.
“Ithink Instagram is a clear-cut can-
didate for a breakup.”

“The FTC’s case has gained
momentum, and it now has a bet-
ter than 50-50 chance of winning,”
Susman Godfrey partner Barry
Barnett said Monday. “For two
main reasons, Mark Zuckerberg’s
testimony likely hurt Meta’s
defense more than it helped. In
the first place, any judge hear-
ing the case would worry about
a $1.5 trillion global enterprise
that has direct access to 3.35
billion daily users. The worry
would heighten if its power lay
in the hands of a single person—a

40-year-old college dropout, say.
Seeing that person in the witness
chair would give that concern a
physical presence.”

“Nor did [the] substance and
manner of Zuckerberg’s testimo-
ny seem to reassure Chief Judge
Boasberg,” Barnett added. “On the
crucial question—whether Meta/
Facebook bought WhatsApp and
Instagram so it could keep users
despite giving them worse ser-
vice—Zuckerberg had to fight too
many of his own emails and lost
credibility as he did so.”

The FTC filed a notice Monday
asking Boasberg to admit 15 expert
reports into evidence.

“Courts presiding over complex
antitrust bench trials routinely
cite and rely on expert reports,”
counsel for the FTC wrote in the
notice. “Courts may admit expert
reports—even when they contain
otherwise inadmissible evidence,
like hearsay—where the Court sits
as the finder of fact. Where there
is no jury, ‘there is no risk of taint-
ing the trial by exposing a jury to
unreliable evidence.””

Counsel for Meta filed an oppo-
sition brief arguing the expert
reports are 2,900 pages of “classic
inadmissible hearsay” that would
“unfairly prejudice Meta.”

“If the FTC’s expert reports are
evidence, then the FTC can use
them during post-trial briefing
to backfill expert testimony with
opinions and supporting materi-
als the expert did not introduce
or rely on at trial — and therefore
were not subject to Meta’s cross
examination,” Mark C. Hansen of
Kellogg, Hansen, Todd, Figel &
Frederick and other firm counsel
wrote in a brief filed Monday on
behalf of Meta.

Boasberg as of Tuesday has
not ruled on whether to admit
or exclude the FTC’s expert
reports.

The trial is expected to conclude
in July, and Boasberg later in the
year may issue a ruling on whether
Meta violated Section 2 of the Sher-
man Act.

|
@‘ Sulaiman Abdur-Rahman can be
reached at aabdur@alm.com.

Build and Invest—Not ‘Churn and Burn’—Are the Professional
Development Keys To Outperforming the Market

BY AMANDA O’BRIEN

AS SURGING revenue and profits
amplify a compensation arms race
and an ever-present war for talent
within the legal industry, firms in
the Second Hundred are leverag-
ing culture and professional devel-
opment in competing with larger
ones.

Specifically, law firm leaders
emphasized the importance of pro-
fessional development as a means
of recruiting and retaining talent.

Meanwhile, as the market chang-
es rapidly, professional develop-
ment programs are evolving, with
programming increasingly directed
towards ultimately enhancing the
client experience.

“The adage holds true — firms
must learn faster than their cli-
ents,” observed Clinton Gary,
CEO of legal industry consulting
firm CREDO. “Firms that have bet-
ter professional development will
more likely deliver greater value,
better service, and be positioned
to deliver more services, moving
them into [a] trusted advisory
position.”

Marcie Borgal Shunk, president
and founder of The Tilt Institute in
Houston, also described the impor-
tance of keeping up with broader
changes to how legal services are
delivered, and the impact of this
transformation on professional
development.

“Historically, we were able to
learn and master each piece of
information that would serve us
well for years or even decades,
but because things are changing
so much more rapidly than ever
before, we don’t need to master
what we know, we need to master
how to learn things every day,” she

Marcie

Borgal Shunk,
The Tilt
Institute

Joseph
Hanna,
Goldberg
Segalla

said. “It’s a different skillset, and it’s
driving professional development.”

For firm leaders, meanwhile,
recruitment and retention is front
of mind when it comes to profes-
sional development.

“The reason why this is impor-
tant is that it’s always infinitely
easier to help someone who's
already here improve rather than
churn and burn like some of the
bigger firms do,” said Jennifer
Martinez, chief diversity, equity
and inclusion officer at Second
Hundred firm Hanson Bridgett.
“We make investments in people
the same way as we invest in real
estate and technology.”

Joseph Hanna, hiring partner
and diversity task force chair at
Second Hundred firm Goldberg
Segalla, arrived at a similar con-
clusion.

“As a recruiting strategy, when
I make an offer for the firm, I want
the attorney to be here [for] the
rest of their career. We want to roll
out the red carpet and invest in our
lawyers, and that commitment has
certainly helped in our retention,”
Hanna said. “We have our highest
attorney count that we've ever had.
We're focusing on growth and this
professional development piece of
that has helped.”

And with that retention comes
enhanced profitability, Shunk
observed.

“Retention is less tangible, but

there is a cost if you are losing peo-
ple on a regular basis. Retention
helps drive the bottom line and
increase the financial performance
of the firm, and those investments
[in professional development]
translate into more financially suc-
cessful law firms,” she said.

Technology and Al

Generative Al took the legal
world by storm in 2024, and while
the predicted revolution has yet
to fully take hold, Second Hun-
dred firm leaders are not only
offering training on generative Al
in response to attorney demand,
they are also using the technology
themselves to innovate on profes-
sional development.

Professional development lead-
ers at Hanson Bridgett, Goldberg
Segalla, and Lowenstein Sandler
all noted increased demand from
attorneys for training on how to
use Al as did Gary at Credo.

Lowenstein, however, has gone a
step further, infusing a range of its
professional development efforts
with technology.

“In terms of all the things we
do, these days we’re thinking
about how we're out in front in
innovative thinking and behav-
ior—growth mindsets are really
important, and so is habit devel-
opment,” said Patti Scott, director
of professional development at the

Second Hundred firm. “These days
we know the current professional
has to have an authentic and active
personality, especially with Al, and
they need to combine new habits
with using the tools.”

According to Scott, the firm has
been using Al to help associates
“conquer the blank page” when
it comes to writing up their self-
assessments for reviews; part-
ners have also been using Al to
help summarize assessments in
preparation to write a final review.

“We have such high participa-
tion in the performance review pro-
cess, it can be difficult for partners
to synthesize so many voices. Al
can take this lengthy draft review
and help summarize it into an
impactful career,” Scott said.

In addition to adopting a
“robust, multilayered training
program” for both attorneys and
the firm’s business support group
to use Microsoft CoPilot, the firm
has also incorporated technology
in day-to-day feedback processes.

“Last year into this year, we
piloted a real-time feedback pro-
cess...[that] gives associates
the ability to solicit performance
feedback real time through a tool,”
Scott said Associates can send a
form with five standard questions
to a supervisor after completing a
piece of work. The pilot program
confirmed that the feedback form
could be filled out in less than 10
minutes, preventing feedback from
going stale, and allows attorneys to
get feedback before it comes time
for individual reviews, Scott said.

The firm has also employed
technology in its work-allocation
process. Through a program
called LS Assign, Lowenstein keeps
track of assignments and hours,
which Scott noted helps optimize

the firm’s attorney utilization.

“We want to look at work assign-
ment and be able to tell a story
about what it gets [attorneys]
access to,” Scott said. “Are they
getting runways for mentorship,
networking, brand development in
the organization? Are they getting
exposure to other associates, mid-
level associates, partners, people
in their practice group and other
practice groups, and are more
people getting eyes on their work?”

Making a Rainmaker

Personnel at firms noted the
importance of business develop-
ment, marketing, and basic, hard
legal skills in their professional
development programs.

While hard skill training has
remained fairly consistent for some
time now, Shunk explained, power
dynamics have shifted towards
talent, who seek a different type
of structure than the traditional
apprenticeship model in which
young lawyers would be trained
one on one by a partner.

As such, Shunk said, firms have
shifted towards more program-
matic training on “soft skills,”
including business development
and networking.

Teaching attorneys how to
network was one new branch
of programming highlighted by
Hanna at Goldberg Segalla; Low-
enstein Sandler’s work allocation
program ensures attorneys aren’t
falling through the cracks and are
learning to network with partners
internally; and Hanson Bridgett’s
Martinez noted it takes an indi-
vidualized approach, helping
attorneys interested in becoming
subject matter and thought leader-
ship experts, as well as in-person
“connectors.”

Gary and Shunk also noted the
rise in demand for leadership-
focused training, to help attorneys
learn how to navigate managing a
team and providing effective feed-
back to their reports. For example,

Hanson Bridgett’s academies train
first-years in hard legal skills, mid-
levels on business development
and other soft leadership skills, and
senior associates on the business
operations of the firm in prepara-
tion for becoming partner.

But not everyone at a law firm
wants to be a partner in the tradi-
tional sense, Shunk noted, which
is driving change in professional
development offerings.

“Several years ago, talent began
saying, ‘We want to do things dif-
ferently, we don’t want the life of a
traditional partner, we want more
flexibility, we want to work from
home, we don’t want to work the
same number of hours, and per-
haps we want partnership tracks
that don’t look the same,”” Shunk
said. “And all of those things put
pressure on firms to do things dif-
ferently.”

And with those new paths for
attorneys, Gary said, comes an
increased need for transparency.

“If firms are going to define
alternative ‘paths,’ then they need
to define the map to provide the
attorney clarity of responsibilities
to get from point A (existing title)
to point B (the title or responsibil-
ity the attorney wants to get to,
and the title the firm needs) and
what the firm will do to help them
on that journey,” Gary explained.
“Paths are not about profitability
but maximizing talent — success
and fulfillment — which maximizes
effort, leading to better retention.”

‘Profit-Sharing Partner’

In response to those genera-
tional differences and uncertain-
ties, Second Hundred firms are
embracing both clarity and flex-
ibility, with one firm even offering
a third kind of partnership track to
help cultivate the next generation
of talent.

Armstrong Teasdale, No. 172 in
this year’s revenue rankings, has
developed a third kind of partner-
ship tier. Respondingto  » Page9
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Expert Analysis

FAMILY AND THE LAW

Interim Property Distributions
In Matrimonial Actions

omestic Relations Law
§234 deals with proper-
ty determinations before
or after final judgment
in certain matrimonial

actions.

It provides, in relevant part,
that in any action for divorce, for
a separation, for an annulment or
to declare the nullity of a void mar-
riage, the court may (1) determine
any question as to the title to prop-
erty arising between the parties; and
(2) make such direction, between
the parties, concerning the posses-
sion of property as in the court’s
discretion justice requires, having
regard to the circumstances of the
case and of the respective parties.

Under Domestic Relations Law
§234 the determination regarding
title to property or direction con-
cerning possession of property
may be made in the final judgment
or by one or more orders made
before or after final judgment, or
by both order or orders and final
judgment.

In contrast, Domestic Relations
Law §236 (B)(5) (a) deals with
property determinations and dis-
tributions in the final judgment in
an action where all or part of the
relief granted is divorce, the dis-
solution, annulment, or declaration
of the nullity of a marriage, and in
proceedings to obtain a distribu-
tion of marital property following a
foreign judgment of divorce.

It provides that except where
the parties have provided in an
agreement for the disposition of
their property pursuant to Domes-
tic Relations Law §236 {B)(3), the
court, shall determine the respec-
tive rights of the parties in their
separate or marital property, and
shall provide for the disposition
thereof in the final judgment.

JOEL R.BRANDES practices matrimonial
law in New York City concentrating on
appeals. He is the author of the twelve-
volume treatise, Law and the Family
New York, 2024-2025 Edition, and Law
and the Family New York Forms, 2024
Edition (five volumes), both published
by Thomson Reuters, and the New York
Matrimonial Trial Handbook, 2d Edition
(Bookbaby, 2024).

Separate property shall remain
such. Marital property shall be dis-
tributed equitably between the par-
ties, considering the circumstances
of the case and of the respective
parties.

In the absence of a final judg-
ment of divorce, the court is with-
out the authority to make property
dispositions under Domestic Rela-
tions Law §236 (B)(5). (Brevilus v.
Brevilus,41 A.D.3d 630,839 N.Y.S.2d
157 (2d Dep’t 2007)).

Unlike jointly owned
property or property held
as tenants in common
property held as tenants
by entireties is not subject
to partition except by
mutual consent to become
effective only upon disso-
lution of the marriage.

In addition, Domestic Relations
Law §236(B)(5)(f), provides that,
in addition to making determina-
tions and distributions of sepa-
rate and marital property as set
forth in Domestic Relations Law
§236(B)(5), “the court may make
such order regarding the use and
occupancy of the marital home and
its household effects as provided
in” Domestic Relations Law §234,
“without regard to the form of own-
ership of such property.”

Domestic Relations Law §236(B)
(5)(f) makes it clear that the court
may award a spouse use and occu-
pancy of the marital home and
its household effects in divorce
actions, even though title to the
home remains solely in the name
of the other spouse.

The Supreme Court lacks author-
ity under Domestic Relations Law
§234 to determine a question as

to the title of property arising
between the parties unless there
is a valid dispute between them to
the title of the property.

Nothing in Domestic Relations
Law §234 allows the court to trans-
fer to one spouse property belong-
ing solely to the other. (Dolphus v.
Dolphus, 39 A.D.2d 829, 332 N.Y.S.2d
974 (4th Dep’t 1972); McGuigan
v. McGuigan, 46 A.D.2d 665, 359
N.Y.S.2d 842 (2d Dep’t 1974)).

Determinations as to title under
Domestic Relations Law §234 are
not discretionary but are gov-
erned by the rules of property law,
because Domestic Relations Law
§234 was a procedural change, not
a change of substantive property
law or as to the applicable criteria
for determining ownership. (Baum
v. Baum, 72 A.D.2d 781,421 N.Y.S.2d
601 (2d Dep’t 1979)).

“[T]he determination of title
questions [is] to be controlled by
principles of property law.” (Kahn
v. Kahn, 43 N.Y.2d 203, 401 N.Y.S.2d
47,371 N.E.2d 809 (1977).

The legislative history of Domes-
tic Relations Law §234 clearly indi-
cates that the legislature did not
intend to alter existing substantive
property law principles in enacting
this section. Its essential purpose
was procedural: to permit a court
in a marital action to resolve dis-
putes involving possession and
title to property arising as an inci-
dent to the marital action. (Kahn v.
Kahn, 43 N.Y.2d 203, 401 N.Y.S.2d
47 (1977)).

Where appropriate, the court
may exclude one spouse pendente
lite from the property owned solely
by the other or award exclusive
occupancy of a jointly owned home
after trial, because this is a direc-
tion “concerning the possession”
of the property within the word-
ing of the statute. (Watkins v. Wat-
kins, 19 A.D.2d 872, 244 N.Y.S.2d
86 (1st Dep’t 1963); Schwatzman
v. Schwatzman, 62 A.D.2d 988,
403 N.Y.S.2d 317 (2d Dep’t 1978);
Kaplan v. Kaplan, 66 A.D.2d 834,
411 N.Y.S.2d 406 (2d Dep’t 1978)).

A tenancy by the entirety is a
form of real property ownership
available only to parties married
at the time of the conveyance. As
tenants by the entirety,  » Page8

LAW FIRM MANAGEMENT

Accelerating New Lateral Partners’
Integration Using Media Relations

Immediately integrating a
new lateral partner into a law
firm’s media relations program
accelerates the new partner’s
external business development
efforts, as well as the internal
mining of new business oppor-
tunities within the firm

ateral lawyer moves hit a
five-year high in 2024, with
no sign of slowing down
this year. A law firm that
immediately integrates
a lateral into the firm'’s strategic
communications program will see
benefits that include quickly estab-
lishing the lawyer’s thought leader-
ship in priority areas, as well as the
direct generation of new business
development opportunities.

Just this month we saw a mean-
ingful cross-selling opportunity
arise as aresult of a law firm’s media
relations program. A new lateral
partner at a national law firm was
preparing for a media interview
we coordinated with a reporter at
a priority trade publication.

As part of his preparation, he
consulted with a client for perspec-
tives. During the conversation, his
client told him about four specific
services he needed. Coincidentally,
the law firm represents another cli-
ent that provides those services,
creating an opportunity for the new
hire to connect and engage with
the colleague that represents the
service provider.

This is a perfect example of the
kind of collaboration law firms are
looking for from the lateral hires they
bring on, and the law firm’s quick
integration of the new partner into its
media relations efforts can be cred-
ited for enabling this connection.

Facilitating the Transition
from the Public Sector
To Private Practice

Attorneys transitioning from
the public sector bring invaluable
experience to law firms. But new

JORDAN FRIEDMAN and IVETTE DELGADO
are vice presidents at Infinite, a public
relations firm that focuses on achieving
communications success forlaw and pro-
fessional services firms.

By And
Jordan Ivette
Friedman Delgado

lateral partners from the public
sector may find navigating the cul-
tures and contours of their new
law firms, particularly large ones
with multiple offices and practice
groups, a significant adjustment.

In addition, an attorney joining
from the public sector may not have
had prior opportunities to engage
in business development activities ,

For external communica-
tions, media coverage can
be leveraged to highlight a
lateral’s strengths in areas
of key importance to the
firm, allowing the firm to
take command and own-
ership of priority issues in
the marketplace.

so0 he or she may need time to build
and hone those skill sets.

Immediately integrating a new
lateral from government into a
firm’s media relations program can
quickly provide opportunities for
the lateral to build visibility, estab-
lish credibility on priority firm mat-
ters, and begin contributing to the
advancement of the firm’s broader
strategic goals.

Media coverage secured for lat-
erals can be leveraged internally
at firms to ensure that partners
throughout the firm are aware of
their focus areas, so that laterals
can be plugged into priority efforts
to serve clients or pursue develop-
ment opportunities.

For external communications,
media coverage can be leveraged
to highlight a lateral’s strengths in
areas of key importance to the firm,
allowing the firm to take command

and ownership of priority issues in
the marketplace.

Pathways for Integration
Success Using Media Relations

While every law firm has its own
distinct culture and process for lat-
eral partner integration, all firms
can swiftly involve new members in
their media relations efforts.

Given today’s faster-than-ever
news cycles and the media’s con-
stant need for informed sources for
insights and analysis, robust and
sustained engagement with report-
ers can produce meaningful media
coverage quickly.

With this in mind, there are
several practical steps a firm can
take to help pave the pathway for
effective lateral integration into the
firm’s media relations program.

Create a website bio that is suc-
cinct but contains specifics: Attorney
bios are often the most visited pag-
es on a law firm’s website. These
pages are not only visited by clients
and new business prospects, but
by partners within the law firm
seeking to learn more about their
partners. Specific areas of exper-
tise should be highlighted, as well
as representative matters, and, as
appropriate, noteworthy elements
of personal and professional his-
tories. When possible, avoid large
blocks of text, and instead consider
the use of bullet points for clarity,
impact and pithy delivery.

In addition, regularly update
attorney bios to showcase recent
successes and awards, as well as
thought leadership demonstrated
by articles and participation in
noteworthy events, conferences
and other forums.

Schedule intake sessions with the
firm’s communications team, includ-
ing the external PR agency: Intake
sessions, which can be conducted
very efficiently (often in a half-hour
or less) allow the communications
team to learn a new lateral part-
ner’s specific perspectives and
priorities.

By arming the communications
professionals with information and
insights that can be immediately
leveraged with the media, new
lateral partners can be “put into
play” right away. » Page9
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« Continued from page 1

hit in a week, other times, there
would be weeks in a row without
anew SPAC.

This was not one of those
weeks. In the vehicles’ strongest
showing since early 2022, there
were eight new SPACs from April
28 through May 5. Of those eight,
four were done by one duo from
one firm.

Ellenoff Grossman & Schole
partners Douglas Ellenoff and
Stuart Neuhauser worked a full
50% of the SPACs this past week,
on its busiest week in years.

Ellenoff told Law.com that the
increase in the SPAC market “can
be attributed to several factors.”

The number of listed SPACs
(that have already completed
their [POs and are in search
mode for their DeSPAC partners)
has declined substantially over
the last few years, while “the
number of more mature private
companies seeking to go pub-
lic (and recognize that the [PO
market is shut) has increased
a lot and overall valuations are
much more favorable for these
discussions to be productive
and proceed,” Ellenoff said in an
email.

“In a related development,
the amount of capital willing to
support these transactions has
dramatically increased as well,”
he added.

Unlike the surge from 2020
into early 2022, where the mar-
ket eventually became saturated
and some of those SPACs were
left waiting for a partner, Ellen-
off says this iteration, thus far, is
well within the normal bounds
for sustainability.

“Yes, while we are ahead of
SPAC industry numbers in a stan-
dard year (prior to 2021-2023),
we are well within the number of
publicly-traded SPACs that can
transact with private companies
looking for liquidity in the public
markets,” he wrote. “The macro-
dynamic factors are all pointing
positively for the moment.”

Ellenoff also said that the use
of the SPAC vehicle, aided by the
idea that “there needs to be an
alternative means of going public
other than IPOs and direct list-
ings,” even in the face of some
regulatory efforts to “disadvan-
tage” SPACS, is a testament to its
viability in the market.

“Today’s resurgence is con-
firmation that despite those
(regulatory) roadblocks, SPACs
serve anecessary and important
mechanism to go public and
access U.S. markets.”

Welcome back, SPACs.

Deals on the Radar

The information regarding the
deals below was derived exclu-
sively from Law.com Radar.

Merck KGaA, a science and
technology company, has agreed
to acquire SpringWorks Thera-
peutics, a commercial-stage
biopharmaceutical company
focused on severe rare diseases
and cancer, for approximately
$3.9 billion. Sullivan & Cromwell
advised Merck, which is based
in Darmstadt, Germany. Good-
win Procter advised Stamford,
Connecticut-based SpringWorks.
Centerview Partners and Gold-
man Sachs & Co., which acted as
joint financial advisors to Spring-
Works, were advised by a Skad-
den, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
team including Graham Robinson
and Christopher Barlow.

Novartis AG will acquire Reg-
ulus, a biopharmaceutical com-
pany focused on the discovery
and development of innovative

medicines targeting microRNAs,
for an initial payment of $7 per
share in cash at closing, or up to
$1.7 billion. Novartis, which is
based in Basel, Switzerland, was
advised by Covington & Burling
partners Catherine Dargan and
Michael Riella. Regulus, which
is based in Carlsbad, Califor-
nia, was advised by a Latham
& Watkins team led by partners
Charles Ruck and Daniel Rees.

Sabre Corp., a technology pro-
vider to the global travel indus-
try, has agreed to sell its Hospi-
tality Solutions business to TPG
for $1.1 billion in cash. Sabre was
advised by a Haynes and Boone
team led by partner Dan Malone
and associate Joshua Reisman.
TPGwas counseled by Davis Polk
& Wardwell.

SPACs:

Churchill Capital Corp X, a
blank-check company founded
by former Citi executive Michael
Klein, registered with the SEC
on April 28 for a $300 million
IPO. The New York-based com-
pany, which has applied to list
its shares on the Nasdaq, was
advised by Ellenoff Grossman
& Schole partners Douglas Elle-
noff and Stuart Neuhauser. The
underwriters, led by BTIG LLC,
were represented by White &
Case partners Daniel Nussen
and Joel Rubinstein.

Wen Acquisition Corp., a
blank-check company targeting
the fintech sector, filed with the
SEC on April 30 to raise up to
$261 million in an initial public
offering. The SPAC, which has
applied to list its shares on the
Nasdaq, was advised by Ellen-
off Grossman & Schole partners
Douglas Ellenoff and Stuart
Neuhauser. Underwriter Can-
tor Fitzgerald Co. was advised
by DLA Piper partner Stephen
Alicanti.

Inflection Point Acquisition
Corp. II, a blank-check company,
registered with the SEC on April
29 for a $253 million IPO. Under-
writer and sole book-running
manager Cantor Fitzgerald & Co.
was represented by a DLA Piper
team led by partner Stephen Ali-
canti. Counsel information for
the SPAC was not immediately
available.

MSM Frontier Capital Acquisi-
tion Corp., a blank-check com-
pany targeting African energy
and cement companies, filed
with the SEC on April 30 to raise
up to $225 million in an initial
public offering. The SPAC, which
has applied to list its shares on
the Nasdaq, was advised by
Greenberg Traurig partners
Alan Annex, Tricia Branker and
Jason Simon. Underwriter Cohen
& Company was advised by Loeb
& Loeb partners Mitchell Nuss-
baum and Andrei Sirabionian.

Kochav Defense Acquisition
Corp., a blank-check company
targeting the defense and aero-
space industries, filed with the
SEC on April 25 for a $220 million
IPO. The SPAC, which has applied
to list its shares on the Nasdagq,
was advised by Ellenoff Gross-
man & Schole partners Douglas
Ellenoff and Stuart Neuhauser.
The underwriters, led by SPAC
Advisory Partners, were repre-
sented by Loeb & Loeb partners
David Levine and Mitchell Nuss-
baum.

ProCap Acquisition Corp, a
blank-check company led by
the founder of investment firm
Professional Capital Manage-
ment, filed with the SEC to raise
up to $200 million in an initial
public offering. The SPAC, which

has applied to list its shares on
the Nasdaq, is advised by Reed
Smith partners Anne Peetz and
Lynwood Reinhardt. Lead under-
writer BTIG is represented by
Kirkland & Ellis partner Chris-
tian Nagler.

Columbus Circle Capital Corp
I, a blank check backed by Cohen
& Co., registered with the SEC
on April 25 for a $200 million
IPO. The New York-based com-
pany, which has applied to list
its shares on the Nasdaq, was
advised by Ellenoff Grossman
& Schole partners Douglas Elle-
noff and Stuart Neuhauser. The
underwriters, led by Cohen &
Co., were represented by Loeb
& Loeb partners David Levine
and Mitchell Nussbaum.

Wintergreen Acquisition
Corp., a blank-check company
targeting the TMT industry in
Asia, filed with the SEC on April
28 for a $50 million IPO. The
SPAC, which has applied to list
its shares on the Nasdaq, was
advised by Concord & Sage
partner Qin Li. The underwrit-
ers, led by D. Boral Capital, were
represented by Robinson & Cole
partner Er Zhou.

IPOs:

The Growhub Limited, a Sin-
gapore-based AgriTech firm, filed
with the SEC on May 2 to raise
up to $20.3 million in an initial
public offering. Growhub, which
has applied to list its shares on
the Nasdaq under the ticker
‘TGHL,” was advised by Loeb &
Loeb partner Lawrence Venick.
Underwriter Alexander Capital,
which is based in Red Bank, New
Jersey, was advised by Akerman
partners Christina Russo and
Mark Y. Liu.

Debt Offerings:

Alphabet was counseled by
Davis Polk & Wardwell in a debt
issuance worth $5 billion. The
investment-grade notes were
issued in four tranches. The
Davis Polk team included part-
ners Alan F. Denenberg and Frank
Azzopardi.

Chiyoda, Japan-based Sumito-
mo Mitsui Trust Bank was coun-
seled by Davis Polk & Wardwell
in a debt offering worth $2.5
billion. The Davis Polk team
included partner Christopher
Kodama.

Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver
& Jacobson counseled the lead
underwriters in connection with
Procter & Gamble’s debt offer-
ing of $1.25 billion. Underwriters,
which included Citigroup, Mor-
gan Stanley and Goldman Sachs,
were advised by a Fried Frank
team led by partners Andrew
Barkan and Daniel Bursky:.

Banco de Credito del Peru
was counseled by Davis Polk &
Wardwell in a debt offering worth
$750 million. The Davis Polk team
included partners Manuel Garcia-
diaz and Michael Mollerus.

D.R. Horton was counseled
by Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher in a
debt issuance valued at $500 mil-
lion. The notes come due 2030.
Cahill Gordon & Reindel advised
underwriters BofA Securities,
Mizuho Securities USA, U.S. Bank
and Wells Fargo Securities.

Latham & Watkins advised
Jefferson Capital Holdings, a
purchaser and servicer of con-
sumer charged-off and insolven-
cy receivables, in a debt offering
worth $500 million. The notes
come due in 2030. The Latham
team was led by partners Marc
Jaffe and Erika Weinberg.

—Patrick Smith

DOJ’s Client

« Continued from page 1
mon Distinguished Professor of
Law at New York Law School.

So the president may define the
mission broadly, but the norm is
that a prosecutor makes calls on
a case-by-case basis.

Those guidelines and traditions
are important, because they help
a prosecutor avoid substituting
their own objective—or the objec-
tive of someone who is not their
client—for that of the client.

That does not mean the attor-
ney general ignores the presi-
dent’s directives. It just means
ethics and rules control steps
taken in response to a directive.

“It would not be illegal for the
president to call the attorney gen-
eral and say, ‘I never liked this guy,
why don’t you see if he violated
the Internal Revenue Code,’” Gill-
ers opined. “The attorney general
is obligated to comply with the
order of her boss, so long as doing
so does not violate the ethics or
rules of the court that licensed
her, or where she practices,” Gill-
ers said.

So how does a prosecutor
make decisions on behalf of a
non-speaking entity?

“The prosecutor is serving as
a fiduciary for the public,” said
Roiphe. “In order to do that, you
follow your ethical obligations,

you follow policy priorities
defined by the elected official,
and you follow the Department of
Justice guidelines and traditions.”

The attorney general is
hemmed in by a number of checks
and balances: criminal law, legal
ethical considerations, rules of
professional conduct and the pen-
alties of disbarment, civil liability
or criminal prosecution.

The candidate is also nomi-
nated, vetted prior to taking the
role, to ensure they're fit and have
the knowledge and experience to
follow the law and the Constitu-
tion. And a lawyer owes a duty to
the courts that license them, as
well as their client.

“They’re surrounded by oth-
er prosecutors who have taken
oaths,” Green illustrated. “They
have the risk that if they act in
their own interest and not in the
public interest, they can be dis-
barred. They could be impeached.
Their reputation could be ruined.”

“At the end of the day, some-
body has to have decision-making
authority,” he added. “There are
processes in place to incentivize
those people to make disinter-
ested decisions.”

It’s not an exact science,
Roiphe said.

“It’s a way of approaching a
case that ensures that, as best
we can, we achieve uncontrover-
sial goals, like treating like cases
alike and not putting innocent

people in prison,” she stated.

Norms, Gillers highlighted, are
important to maintaining and
ensuring the public maintains
trust that the prosecutor is con-
ducting themselves appropriately.

Historically, the relationship
between the president and the
attorney general or the Justice
Department has been an arm'’s-
length one, in which the presi-
dent exercises “a narrow scope
of authority” over the DOJ, Gill-
ers said.

“Once we establish that sepa-
ration, we can have confidence
that decisions of DOJ are made for
legal reasons and that discretion
is exercised for legal reasons only
and not political reasons,” Gillers
said. “If law alone determines
the decisions of the Department
of Justice, we can have greater
confidence that those decisions
will be the same from administra-
tion to administration.”

“We're testing that theory now,”
he added.

!
@’ Emily Saul can be reached at
esaul@alm.com.
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You Are the Product—
But Do You Own the Data?

hen Jessie downloaded

a fitness app to track

her daily runs, little

did she realize that

she was creating valu-
able data points that would be
aggregated, analyzed, and sold to
advertisers.

Though she inputed her heart
rate, routes, and personal health
information, does Jessie actually
own this data? Can she demand its
deletion or prevent its sale? These
questions highlight the growing
tension between personal data and
property rights in the digital age.

The Data Ownership Dilemma

In today’s digital economy, per-
sonal data has become an incred-
ibly valuable commodity—there are
companies that profit from this infor-
mation—and the question remains:
do you actually own your own data?

This distinction matters. When
you post on social media, track
your fitness on an app, or simply
browse websites, you generate
data that companies collect, ana-
lyze, and monetize. The average
American’s personal data is esti-
mated to be worth as high as $500
- $7,000 annually to data brokers
and technology companies. With-
out established ownership rights,
individuals have limited control
over how this information is used
or who profits from it.

What Does “Data Ownership”
Actually Mean?

According to the United States
Office of Research Integrity, at least
as it pertains to research, “[d]ata
ownership refers to both the posses-
sion of and responsibility for infor-
mation. Ownership implies power as
well as control. The control of infor-
mation includes not just the ability
to access, create, modify, package,
derive benefit from, sell or remove
data, but also the right to assign
these access privileges to others.”

MILTON SPRINGUT is a partner at Herrick,
Feinstein in its litigation department
and intellectual property and technol-
ogy group. JERMAINE A. BROOKSHIRE,
JR.is an associate at the firm.

By And
Milton Jermaine A.
Springut Brookshire, Jr.

However, the question persists
as to whether the personal data that
you submit for public consumption
is something over which you can
claim legal ownership—and, further,
whether you can exclude others
(such as popular social media plat-
forms) from profiting from, or using
such data without your consent?

In today’s digital economy,
personal data has become
an incredibly valuable
commodity — there are
companies that profit from
this information — and
the question remains: do
you actually own your own
data?

The Legal Framework:
Can Data Be Property?

Americans are afforded certain
inalienable rights (i.e., freedom of
speech, rights to due process, and
equal protection under the law), and
while privacy is implied in our consti-
tutional framework, our legal system
has struggled to clearly define data
ownership rights in the digital age.

This gap is not surprising.
Concerns about data protection
emerged alongside the rise of
internet technologies, which were
not contemplated when our funda-
mental human rights frameworks
were established. This has created
alegal gray area where many argue
that the right to privacy in the digi-
tal age should be treated as a spe-
cific legal right to be defined and
regulated, rather than assumed to
be covered by existing fundamental
rights principles.

A salient case which deals with
common law conversion and
whether it applies to intangibles
is Kremen v. Cohen, 337 F.3d 1024,
1029-30 (9th Cir. 2003) (California
conversion law). To make out a
claim for conversion, one must
show a property interest in the
thing converted. Id.

Property is a broad concept

that includes every intan-

gible benefit and prerogative
susceptible of possession

or disposition....We apply a

three-part test to determine

whether a property right
exists: “First, there must be
an interest capable of precise
definition; second, it must be
capable of exclusive posses-
sion or control; and third, the
putative owner must have
established a legitimate claim
to exclusivity.” Id.

Application of this test sug-
gests that a set of personal data
can, indeed, be a form of personal
property:

(@) it can be defined precisely—

the data points for certain types

of information (name, address,
credit card number, heart rate,
etc.), or more precisely, the
association of particular data
points (average heart rate) with
particular identifying informa-
tion (name), and their inclusion
in a set of data about the person;

(b) it is capable of exclusive

control; and

(c) it is based on a legitimate

claim to exclusivity—for

instance, where the data
pertains to a particular per-
son and the person creates

a data set about themselves

by inputting their data into

an app where it was stored
in a database and associated
with their identity then the
data set was created through
the efforts of the person over
a period of time.

Legislative Approach
To Data Rights

Support for treating data as
property can be found in the
California Consumer Privacy Act
of 2018 (the “CCPA™),  » Page6

Bar President

« Continued from page 1

small firm practice for rubber
meets the road issues of the aver-
age person,” said his close friend,
Michael Miller, who was also a for-
mer NYSBA president who received
mentoring from Pruzansky.

Pruzansky also held a term as
president of the Suffolk County Bar
Association.

Hank Greenberg, a Greenberg
Traurig shareholder and yet
another former NYSBA president,
called Pruzansky “a model of coura-
geous, principled and independent
bar leadership.”

Miller remembered how Pru-
zanksky led the state bar in bring-
ing suit against the federal govern-
ment, specifically Reno, regarding
a portion of the Health Insurance
Affordability Act.

At issue was the government’s
desire to criminalize the practice
of advising clients on how to law-
fully dispose of assets to qualify
for Medicaid.

“I remember it vividly because
this is an area of my practice,” Mill-
er said. “He called it the ‘Granny’s
Advisor Goes to Jail Act.” It was
very controversial at the bar; suing
the federal government was no
small matter.”

Miller said Pruzanksy saw it as a
right-to-counsel issue, and that he
found it perfectly lawful for attor-
neys, as well as accountants, social
workers and financial planners, to
advise elderly clients in this way.

As a result of the litigation, a
preliminary injunction was granted
to the bar, Miller said, and a set-
tlement continues to be honored
where the government agreed not
to prosecute or attempt enforce-
ment.

Miller said Pruzansky was a
child of immigrants who came
to America, escaping brutal anti-
semitism.

Miller said Pruzansky liked to
share that he once asked his grand-
mother, who had seven children,
how nine people could live in a
tiny three-room apartment on the
Lower East Side of Manhattan. He
said she told him, “It was easy. We
took in boarders.”

“He insisted that was a true
story,” Miller said with a laugh. “I
thought that was wonderful.”

Pruzansky helped establish a bar
committee on disaster response, as
he was deeply committed to pro
bono efforts, according to Miller.

When TWA Flight 800 crashed
into the Atlantic Ocean near the
coast of Long Island in 1996, result-
ing in the deaths of 230 people, Pru-
zansky developed, coordinated and
personally worked on a pro bono
project to assist families of victims
about their rights to obtain coun-
sel, and other related matters. It
served as a model for subsequent
efforts for pro bono responses to
disasters such as 9/11 and the
COVID-19 pandemic, Miller said.

Pruzansky also advocated
“vociferously” for improving fees
for 18-b assigned counsel, and he
revitalized a state bar committee

on civil rights that had become dor-
mant, recruiting top people in the
field to focus on compelling issues
such as due process and the First
Amendment.

Pruzanksy also lobbied for a cli-
ents’ bill of rights, in coordination
with late Court of Appeals Chief
Judge Judith Kaye. The declaration
is required to be displayed in every
law office in New York.

Domenick Napoletano, president
of the New York State Bar Asso-
ciation, issued a statement about
Pruzansky’s passing:

“As the child of immigrants,
Joshua Pruzansky never lost
sight of how lucky he was to be
an American. He took delight in
everything about our judicial
system, marveling at the diffi-
cult decisions that judges had to
make every day and praising their
ability to be impartial. For more
than half a century, he practiced
law on Long Island, building deep
and enduring relationships with
his clients. As New York State Bar
Association president from June
1, 1997, to June 1, 1998, he fought
for higher reimbursement rates for
court-appointed attorneys, advo-
cated for lawyers to provide clients
with a bill of rights, and opposed
legislation that would have limited
how much time consumers had to
file auto insurance claims. He was
a tough advocate for lawyers but
also encouraged them to volunteer
their time to worthy causes.”

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

Johnson

« Continued from page 1

fare and safety of all our students.
[ am retiring from Paul Weiss and
intend to devote significant time
and energy to Columbia.”

“Paul Weiss has been my private
law practice home off and on for
over 40 years,” he added. “I will
miss my colleagues there and
appreciate the loyalty and sup-
port they have shown me over
the years.”

In a statement, Paul Weiss chair
Brad Karp noted that Johnson ini-
tially joined the law firm more than
four decades ago and has left the
firm four previous times for govern-
ment service.

“Jeh has had a long, storied
career, both in private practice
and public service....I am incred-
ibly grateful to have been partners
with Jeh throughout my career

and I thank Jeh immensely for the
contributions he has made to the
legal profession both inside and
outside Paul, Weiss,” Karp said.
“As Jeh steps away from Paul,
Weiss for the fifth time, Colum-
bia University is lucky to have
him as a co-chair of the Board of
Trustees, where I know he will
continue his career-long commit-
ment to leading with courage and
wisdom.”

Johnson was a 2021 recipient of
The American Lawyer’s Lifetime
Achievement Award.

Columbia University had its own
agreement with the White House in
late March after Trump suspended
over $400 million in federal fund-
ing on the premise that the school
was not doing enough to protect
Jewish students. As part of that
deal to get its funding back, the
university agreed to overhaul its
protest policies, security prac-
tices and Middle Eastern studies

department. Still, the university
announced this week that it is
laying off nearly 180 employees
following the funding cuts.

Johnson will serve alongside
David Greenwald, the chairman
emeritus of Fried Frank who
became co-chair of the board of
trustees in 2023.

“There’s no one better suited
to co-chair the board of trustees
right now than Jeh Johnson, a
leader who has spent his career in
public service and in private prac-
tice navigating some of the most
complex and consequential issues
imaginable,” said Greenwald.

|
@ ‘ Patrick Smith can be reached at
pasmith@alm.com.
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For Ambitious
In-House Lawyers, Path
To GC Seat No Longer
A Straight Line

BY TRUDY KNOCKLESS

FOR years, the path for reaching the general coun-
sel seat was predictable: Start in Big Law, tran-
sition in-house and climb steadily within a legal
department.

But today’s GCs aren’t just legal authorities—
they're strategists, trusted advisers and cultural
leaders. That evolution is opening new doors for
in-house lawyers, but it’s also raising the bar for
what the job demands—leadership, visibility and

COURTESY PHOTO

Jasmine Singh, general counsel of Ironclad

the ability to navigate business, social and political
complexity with confidence.

“It’s not just legal and regulatory,” said Richard
Parr, who’s been a legal chief for various compa-
nies for nearly two decades and currently is GC
of the optometry practice network AEG Vision.
“It’s reputational issues, public policy, economic
policy, culture, geopolitical concerns. You have to
play across a much broader field.”

This expectation of breadth—expert lawyers
with the smarts and social intelligence to advise
the board on a geopolitical conflict one day and
win the trust of a business unit leader disdainful
of attorneys the next—has elevated the stature
and influence of the GC in the C-suite.

High-Stakes Decision

But it’s also made finding GC candidates who
bring the whole package extraordinarily difficult.

As veteran recruiter John Gilmore, managing
partner of the legal recruiting firm BarkerGilmore,
put it, “Over the last five or six years, it’s gone
from, ‘I need someone with a great resume’ to ‘I
need someone who can dazzle us with their inter-
personal skills and leadership ability.””

Companies’ fear of getting the hire wrong is pal-
pable. It’s a big reason that more companies are
requiring GC candidates to go through  » Page 8

Nvidia GC’s Pay
Soars 75%, as Comp
Committee Ups Pay
Scale for Top Brass

BY CHRIS O’'MALLEY

WHEN Timothy Teter left Cooley to become general
counsel of the chip designer Nvidia eight years
ago, many people outside tech had never heard
of it. Today, it’s leading the Al revolution.

And Teter’s faith in the future of the Santa Clara,
California-based company is paying off royally, with
his compensation in the 2025 fiscal year, which
ended Jan. 26, totaling $19.2 million.

That’s a jump of about 75% from the $11.0 mil-
lion Teter earned the year before, according to the
company'’s proxy statement filed late Thursday
with the Securities and Exchange Commission.

ADOBE STOCKS

P Za ol 0

Nvidia headquarters in Santa Clara, Calif.

Teter, whose salary was $844,087, received $17.8
million in stock awards. That’s $8.2 million more in
stock than he received the year before, accounting
for his sharp rise in pay.

The shares vest over several years, meaning the
ultimate return for Teter depends on the stock’s
long-term performance. But if the stock maintains a
fraction of the momentum it’s had in recent years,
he’ll make a fortune. Nvidia’s five-year return was
nearly 1,500%, and the company now ranks as the
world’s third-most-valuable company.

Teter’s big boost in 2025 pay stems from the fact
that the compensation committee’s “decided that
increases to each (named executive officer’s) total
target pay were appropriate in light of ~ » Page6

CORPORATE SECURITIES

Activist Proxy Contests:
An Evaluation

ere is a small mystery (or, at

least, a riddle). Corporate

CEOs are sleeping poorly at

night because sive hedge

funds, which have largely
replaced the hostile takeovers of
earlier generations.

The number of such engagements
continues to rise (and Barclays finds
the last three years — 2022 to 2024—
have been the “busiest three year
period for activists on record”). Typi-
cally, these “engagements” will seek
to add outside directors, nominated
by the activist hedge fund, to the
corporate board.

In 2024, 160 different investors
launched campaigns, and this num-
ber included 45 first-time activists.
That rookies are rushing into this
field means that many smell profits
in activism. But should they?

Clearly, activists can succeed.
In 2024, 119 board seats were won
globally by activists (either by way
of settlement or a proxy contest),
and some 27 CEOs resigned at com-
panies targeted by activists (also a
new record).

Given that the latest research
shows that the percentage of stock
in U.S. public corporations owned
by institutions is now 73.7% (with
insiders and affiliates owning only
5.2%), there might seem to be little
that target management could do
to hold off a well organized engage-
ment by an experienced activist. Not
only are retail shareholders largely
irrelevant, but the concentration of
ownership has increased even more.

Today, the top three institutional
shareholders own over 20% of the
shares of the typical U.S. public

Professor JOHN C. COFFEE is the Adolf A.
Berle Professor of Law at Columbia Univer-
sity Law School and Director of its Center
on Corporate Governance.

corporation (on a value-weighted
basis), and the top twenty-five insti-
tutions hold approximately 50%. This
enhanced concentration implies
that activist investors may need to
assemble only a small number of
supporters to win a proxy contest.
This may seem to suggest that activ-
ists are in the saddle and cannot be
easily resisted.

But the foregoing summary con-
siders only some of the evidence.
On the other side of the ledger, the
rate of success for activists in con-
tested proxy contests is quite low.
Why? The basic answer has to be
that institutional investors are not
monolithic.

Different categories of institu-
tions have different aims, and each
markets themselves to different
constituencies. This column will in
particular contrast the position of
activists hedge funds with that of
highly diversified index funds (as
typified by the Big Three—Black
Rock, Vanguard, and State Street).

No suggestion is made that they
have any animosity for each other
(and even index funds will some-
times vote to oust a failing manage-
ment), but the Big Three and other
indexed investors tend to require
clear evidence of managerial failure
before they will do so. The burden is
very much on the activists to make
that showing.

How the Adversaries Stack Up.

A. The Activist’s Perspective.
Activists wishing to lead an engage-
ment have three built-in advantages:
First, they can provide their allies
with a material non-public informa-
tion that they can lawfully trade on.

Specifically, an activist insurgent
knows that if it files a Schedule 13D
or 13G, announcing that will soon
launch (or even just consider launch-

ing) a proxy contest seeking to place
some new directors on a target’s
board, this public announcement
will typically produce a 6% to 7%
increase in the target’s stock price,
net of the market, on the day it is
filed with the SEC.

That is a predictable one day
reaction, and those who learn of it in
advance and trade on it will make an
extraordinary short-term profit. And
it is basically legal (absent special
facts) because no fiduciary duty is
breached (because the activist holds
no office at the target).

The lure of such a profit may
enable the activist insurgent to
assemble a “wolf pack” that will
support it. This can mean the 5%
shareholder who files this Schedule
13D may head a larger, but informal,
group that could own as much as
another 5% to 10% (for, conceiv-
ably, a total of 15%). Put simply,

prove more symbolic than real. So
long as the stock market reaction
is positive (even if only slightly),
the activist can claim a victory and
is positioned to undertake further
engagements.

Target management is likely to be
far more risk averse than the hos-
tile activist. The target’s manage-
ment cannot afford to lose a proxy
contest, because a loss would show
its lack of support among its own
shareholders (and may even attract
third party bidders).

Knowing this, an activist with
even a weak case may be able to
extract some benefit (possibly, more
symbolic than real). One such ben-
efit that it can demand is that the
target reimburse it for its litigation
and proxy costs (which can easily
come to several million).

Yes, there is a basic conflict of
interest here, as target management

Negotiations will be in private, and a proxy contest will only occur if

no settlement can be struck.

life is good for institutions that
have friends alerting it to such an
engagement.

The insurgent next needs to
achieve some settlement with the
target, but it does not need to obtain
control, and it may even settle for
fairly illusory relief. Negotiations will
be in private, and a proxy contest
will only occur if no settlement can
be struck.

Typically, one or two new direc-
tors will go on the board, but it is
uncommon that a new majority will
control the board.

Promises to consider spin-offs of
subsidiaries and other structural
changes may be made by the tar-
get, but the relief so negotiated may

may be using corporate funds (i.e.,
shareholders’ money) to buy peace
that protects management’s jobs.

Thus, from an ex ante perspective,
the activist knows that its expens-
es have at least a good chance of
being reimbursed, even if the case
it makes for change is weak. For tar-
get management, reimbursement of
expenses costs it virtually nothing
(because they are paying with the
shareholders’ money).

To be sure, not all activists are
seeking a cheap settlement and
some (for example, Elliott Invest-
ment Management) are well-heeled,
aggressive, and want control. But, at
the start of an engagement, one can-
not foretell the outcome,  » Page8

Kohl’s Fires CEO
For Undisclosed Deal
With Vendor

BY CHRIS O’'MALLEY
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IN a stunning ethical and corporate governance
crisis, retailer Kohl’s said Thursday that it has fired
its brand-new CEO, Ashley Buchanan, after learning
he steered businesses to a vendor with whom he
had a personal relationship.

It now wants Buchanan to fork over $2.5 million
from a $3.75 signing bonus.

Menomonee Falls, Wisconsin-based Kohl’s
announced in November that it was hiring Buchan-
an, and his first day was Jan. 15. Buchanan came

COURTESY PHOTO

Ashley Buchanan came to Kohl's from Michaels,
where he'd been CEO since 2020.

from the arts-and-craft supplies retailer Michaels,
where he’d been CEO since 2020. He’d previously
held leadership roles at Sam’s and Walmart.

Kohl’s said its board fired Bachanan “for cause”
following an investigation by outside counsel and
the board’s audit committee. That designation
means that he will forfeit $17 million in stock grants
he received as “recruitment awards” as well as
two-thirds of a signing bonus, the company said.
His employment agreement required him to stay
12 months to receive the full $3.75 million, with the
repayment reduced by $312,500 for every month
he worked.

“Mr Buchanan had directed that the company
conduct business with a vendor founded by an
individual with whom Mr. Buchanan has a personal
relationship on highly unusual terms favorable to
the vendor,” Kohl’s stated in a filing with the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission.

As part of that deal, “he also caused the com-
pany to enter into a multi-million dollar consulting
agreement wherein the same individual was a part
of the consulting team,” the company added.

In addition, Buchanan failed to disclose the rela-
tionship per the company’s code of ethics.

The company provided no further details on
Buchanan’s unauthorized business relationship.

Buchanan did not respond to a request for com-
ment from Law.com. » Page 9
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EBay CLO Who Left Last Year

Received $6.5 Million in Severance

BY GREG ANDREWS

EBAY paid Marie Oh Huber $6.5
million in severance when she
departed as chief legal officer last
June, the company said in a new
regulatory filing.

Huber and eBay have not shed
light on the reasons for her exit. But
the filing says the money was owed
under the terms of Huber’s offer
letter when she took the reins of
the e-commerce platform in 2015.

That letter says Huber would
be entitled to severance under
just two scenarios: the company
terminated her without cause or
she resigned for “good reason,”
such as a material reduction in
pay or authority.

The filing says Huber’s “employ-
ment terminated,” a sentence
structure that doesn’t make clear
who pulled the trigger. But Huber
would not have been entitled to
severance if she left on her own,
unless she was able to make the
case her role had diminished.

Huber announced her depar-
ture plans in March 2024, just two
months after eBay agreed to pay $3
million to settle felony cyberstalk-
ing charges stemming from a scan-
dal she was not implicated in but
that occurred during her tenure.

Under the San Jose, California-
based company’s settlement with
the Department of Justice, eBay
admitted that its employees in 2019
sent live spiders and cockroaches
to harass and punish a Massachu-
setts couple whose online newslet-
ter, EcommerceBytes, was upset-
ting top executives with negative
coverage.

The DOJ probe netted convic-
tions of seven eBay workers and

y

Since leaving eBay, Marie Oh Huber has been teaching at Stanford Law School.

contractors. Receiving the most
severe sentence was the ringleader,
James Baugh, eBay’s former senior
director of safety and security, who
in 2022 was sentenced to five years
in prison.

The SEC filing said Huber
received severance as a lump-
sum cash payment. The payout
included two years of her $675,000
salary, plus the value of stock and
option awards that were scheduled
to vest within 12 months.

Beyond her severance, Huber
received $90,865 for accrued but
unused paid time off.

Ebay CEO Jamie lannone—who
assumed the role in 2020, months
after the company put a stop to
the EcommerceByrtes harass-
ment campaign—didn’t reference
the scandal when he highlighted
Huber’s impending exit in a March
2024 blog post.

In the post, he said “thank you”
to Huber and said he “has appreci-

ated Marie’s close partnership, and
deep commitment to our sellers,
buyers, and employees. She’s been
an integral member of my leader-
ship team since the beginning, and
her thoughtfulness and optimism
will be missed.”

Last September, the company
hired Samantha Wellington as chief
legal officer. She joined eBay from
Dublin, California-based payroll
administrator TriNet Group, where
she was executive vice president of
business affairs and chief legal officer.

Today, Huber, 63, is a lecturer
at Stanford Law School and a fel-
low at the university’s Rock Cen-
ter for Corporate Governance, a
joint initiative of the law school
and graduate school of business.
She is also a director of Portland
General Electric, a role she’s held
since 2019.

I
@ ‘ Greg Andrews can be reached at
gandrews@alm.com.

Judicial Ethics
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Opinions From the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics

The Advisory Committee on Judi-
cial Ethics responds to written inqui-
ries from New York state’s approxi-
mately 3,600 judges and justices, as
well as hundreds of judicial hear-
ing officers, support magistrates,
court attorney-referees, and judicial
candidates (both judges and non-
Judges seeking election to judicial
office). The committee interprets
the Rules Governing Judicial Con-
duct (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: 24-197

Digest: Where a judge’s minor
child is participating in a Girl
Scout cookie sale fund-raiser:

(1) The judge may personally
solicit cookie orders from family
members, but must otherwise
leave any such solicitations to
the child;

(2) Door-to-door sales: The
judge may accompany his/her
child while the child solicits
cookie sales door-to-door, and
may help the child complete the
cookie order sheet;

(3) Booth sales: The judge may
assist the troop in planning and
set up of cookie sale booths;

(4) Web sales: The judge may
assist his/her child in setting up
the child’s web-based cookie
sale page, but may not person-
ally share the link with non-family
members;

(5) Deliveries: The judge may
accompany his/her child to deliv-
er cookie orders to customers;

(6) The judge may record
cookie orders solicited by troop
members into an online ordering
system and accept funds solicited
and collected by troop members
from their cookie sales for deposit
into the troop’s bank account;

(7) The judge may assist the
troop in all aspects of organizing
and logistics to donate and ship
unsold boxes of cookies overseas.

Rules: 22 NYCRR 100.2;
100.2(A); 100.4(C)(3) (b)), (iv);
Opinions 24-120; 23-230; 23-140;
23-114; 23-91; 22-15(B); 21-73;
18-44(B); 17-55; 16-153; 14-08;
13-38; 10-157; 10-137; 10-22; 09-28;
07-178; 07-17; 98-15.

Opinion: The inquiring judge
is a co-leader of a local Girl Scout
troop whose members, including
the judge’s child, are in elemen-
tary school. The troop’s sole fund-
raising activity is selling Girl Scout
cookies for a few months each
year. The judge asks several ques-

tions, which are addressed below,
about supporting this fund-raiser.
Ajudge must always avoid even
the appearance of impropriety
and act to promote public confi-
dence in the judiciary’s integrity
and impartiality (see 22 NYCRR
100.2; 100.2[A]). A judge “may
assist” a not-for-profit organiza-
tion “in planning fund-raising,” but
must not personally participate
in soliciting funds or other fund-
raising activities (see 22 NYCRR
100.4[C][3][b][i]), and must not
permit the use of the prestige of
judicial office for fund-raising (see
22 NYCRR 100.4[C][3][b][iv]).

1. Accompanying Child During
Cookie Sales

The judge asks if he/she may
be present with his/her child to
supervise the child speaking to
adults (family members, fam-
ily friends, neighbors, teachers,
and previous customers) directly
about ordering cookies.

a) Family Members

As we have recognized, “a
person elected or appointed to
judicial office does not forfeit his/
her rights or responsibilities as a
parent” (Opinion 07-178; accord
Opinion 13-38). Thus, we have
advised that a “judge whose
minor child is participating in a
charitable fund-raiser may per-
sonally solicit funds from family
members” (Opinion 16-153). As we
explained (id. [internal quotations
and citations omitted]):

Specifically, the strict prohi-

bition on personally partici-

pating in the solicitation of
funds or other fund-raising
activities need not apply to

a judge’s interactions with

his/her own family members.

The Committee reasoned

that the public will readily

appreciate that a judge’s
interactions with his/her
own family members will
be motivated by their own
familial relationship with
the judge, rather than by
the judge’s judicial status or
the prestige of judicial office.
Furthermore, there is no
risk that soliciting funds for
charity from a relative will be
construed as an opportunity
to curry favor with a judge,
when that relative’s appear-
ance or interest in a case
would in any event require
the judge’s disqualification.

Accordingly, the judge may
supervise his/her child talking
to family members about cookie
sales and is not prohibited from
being directly involved in the
solicitation of sales from family
members within the sixth degree,
provided the judge does not ref-
erence his/her judicial title or
status in doing so (see Opinion
22-15[B)).

(b) Friends, Neighbors, and
Others

The rule prohibiting a judge
from personally participating in
soliciting funds or other fund-
raising activities (see 22 NYCRR
100.4[C][3][b][i]) is not less-
ened where friends, neighbors,
teachers, or other non-family
members are concerned. We
have advised that a judge, as a
parent, may accompany his/her
minor child as the child knocks
on neighbors’ doors and makes
calls to family friends to request
pledges for a charitable school
walk-a-thon (see Opinion 16-153).
We explained that while the judge
may be present to supervise, the
child must be allowed to speak
for him/herself, and therefore
the judge “must not supple-
ment or clarify the child’s own
explanations of the fund-raising
event” (id.).

Here, too, the inquiring judge
may be present with his/her
child to supervise as the child
goes door-to-door speaking to
friends, neighbors, teachers,
previous customers, and oth-
ers about Girl Scout cookies,
but the judge must the leave the
actual solicitation to his/her child,
without additional commentary.
(As explained in more detail
in the next section, the judge
may also help the child com-
plete his/her cookie order sheet
when accompanying the child
door-to-door.)

2. Helping Child Complete
Order Sheet, Set Up Booths, and
Presence at Booths

The judge asks if he/she may:
(a) help his/her child complete
the cookie order sheet, including
helping the child record people’s
names and other contact informa-
tion on the order sheet; (b) help
the troop and the judge’s co-lead-
er schedule, order cookies, and
set up cookie booth(s) where the
troop will sell cookies; and (c) be
present at the booth to supervise
the troop while they interact with
potential customers.

In assisting a not-for-profit orga-
nization in planning fund-raising
(22 NYCRR 100.4[C][3][b][iD, a
judge may participate in certain
behind-the-scenes activities for
a fund-raising event, “as long as
the judge does not personally
participate in the solicitation
or collection of funds or other
fund-raising activities that occur
during the event” (Opinion 10-22
[allowing judge to assist with
general setup, food preparation,
and cleanup at fire department
fund-raiser]; see also Opinions
24-120 [advising judge may bake
and decorate baked goods, set
up bake sale and clean up after,
but may not participate in selling
food at event]; 18-44[B] [prohibit-
ing judge from selling  » Page7

Data
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Cal. Civil Code 1798.100, et seq.
The CCPA (which went into
effect in January 2020), grants
individuals the right to require
businesses that collect their per-
sonal data the right to control
that data—including the right
to require deletion of that data,
and/or to bar sale of the data to
third parties. See Id. at 1798.105,
1798.120.

Notably, the CCPA contains
a comprehensive definition of
personal information: “informa-
tion that identifies, relates to,
describes, is reasonably capa-
ble of being associated with,
or could reasonably be linked,
directly or indirectly, with a par-
ticular consumer or household,”
and then goes on to list twelve
(12) categories of such person-
al information. Cal. Civ. Code
§1798.140(v).

Case Law: Evolution of
Data as Property

While Kremen suggests a path
forward for treating data as prop-
erty, subsequent cases show the
limitations of applying that logic
to all digital assets. In the 2024
case, Best Carpet Values, Inc. v.
Google, LLC, 90 F.4th 962 (9th Cir.
2024), the Ninth Circuit decided
against extending Kremen “to
protect as chattel the copies of
websites displayed on a user’s
screen,” because the plaintiffs
did not allege a cognizable prop-
erty interest in the website copies
nor did they allege a possessory
interest sufficient to give rise to
a trespass to chattels claim. /d.
at 968.

Best Carpet is to be distin-
guished from Kremen because the
above mentioned three prong test
was not satisfied in Best Carpet.
Moreover, in Kremen, the Ninth
Circuit determined that Califor-
nia’s conversion law applied to
an internet domain name, rather
than to the website itself or other
intangible assets associated with
the website.

A few cases have held that
there is no property interest in
personal data. See Low v. Linkedin
Corp., 900 F.Supp.2d 1010 (N.D.
Cal. 2012) and In re iPhone Appli-
cation Litig., 844 F.Supp.2d 1040
(N.D. Cal 2012), but these cases
have little analysis and seem to
rely on older cases. Making the

negative impact on this notion
even more tenuous is that the
two older cases cited in iPhone
do not even discuss Kremen, and
in fact deal with a different issue.
See Thompson v. Home Depot, Inc.,
2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 68918 (S.D.
Cal. 2007) and In re Facebook
Privacy Litig., 791 F. Supp. 2d 705
(N.D. Cal. 2011).

Those two cases dealt with a
claim under California’s unfair
competition law, Bus. & Prof.
Code 17200, and the require-
ment that the plaintiff “suffered

that consumers have the right to
demand their information be delet-
ed, or not sold to third parties, this
is unconvincing.

Competing Interests: Balance
Privacy with Innovation

Some argue that the underlying
tensions of control and access in
the data privacy discussion may
need to be balanced against oth-
er societal interests, like national
security, public safety, and tech-
nological innovation.

The average American’s personal data is estimated to be
worth as high as $500 - $7,000 annually to data brokers
and technology companies. Without established owner-
ship rights, individuals have limited control over how this
information is used or who profits from it.

injury in fact and...lost money
or property as a result of the
unfair competition.” Both held
that merely providing personal
information, without more, does
not establish a loss of property.
Thus, while courts have been
reluctant to recognize a loss of
property under unfair competi-
tion law claims in the absence of
economic harm, this should not
foreclose the broader inquiry
into whether personal data itself
is property—especially when it
generates commercial value for
others.

These cases are distinguish-
able—merely providing one’s
personal information does not
cause a loss of property, since
the person still has the informa-
tion; however, that does not mean
there is no property in the infor-
mation, and in its commercial
exploitation.

The iPhone case did cite and
purport to apply Kremen, but it
is not that persuasive. First it
held that personal data is not
capable of precise definition. But
it is not understood why a set of
data about a particular person
could not be precisely defined.
A data set that includes identify-
ing information (e.g., name and
social security number) and pri-
vate information (e.g., weight,
heart rate over time, blood sugar
readings) are a precisely defined
list for that person.

The iPhone case also held that
“it is difficult to see how this broad
category of [personal] information
is capable of exclusive posses-
sion or control.” But, again, given

David Kris (2016). Digital Diver-
gence [White paper]. National Con-
stitution Center. In this view, data
privacy is important, but it must
be weighed against the need for
security, law enforcement, or the
benefits of technological develop-
ment. This is why some govern-
ments and institutions may not
fully recognize data privacy as a
non-negotiable right.

The Path Forward: What'’s
Next for Data Ownership

The current legal landscape
concerning individuals’ rights to
their personal data shared online
remains uncertain. As we progress
further into the digital age, many
people are starting to demand
greater transparency regarding
the use, storage, and sharing of
their personal data. This grow-
ing movement may lead to more
legal actions aimed at compelling
courts to exploring this issue in
depth and providing clearer guid-
ance.

Moreover, emerging decen-
tralized frameworks like Solid
(Social Linked Data) illustrate
how individuals could host
personal data in self-sovereign
“pods,” granting apps limited,
revocable access without relin-
quishing ownership.

Additionally, as elected officials
receive increasing feedback from
constituents dissatisfied with how
their personal data is managed, it is
likely that more states will feel com-
pelled to enact their own versions
of strong data privacy legislation
similar to the CCPA.

Nvidia
« Continued from page 5
the increasing scope and complex-
ity of their roles and responsibili-
ties, and internal pay equity consid-
erations,” according to the proxy.
Nvidia’s revenue in the latest year
was $130.5 billion, up 114%. Profit
rocketed by 145%, to $72.9 billion.
The company designs graphic
processing units that are used to
power Al training models.
According to the proxy state-
ment, Teter owns about 2.5 million
shares of Nvidia, which at today’s
price is worth about $288 million.

A year ago, Teter owned about
2.3 million shares worth about $201
million, on a split-adjusted basis.
The split, which occurred last June,
gave stockholders 10 shares for
every one share they’d held.

According to the proxy state-
ment, Teter owns about 2.5 mil-
lion shares of Nvidia, which at
today’s price is worth about $288
million.

A year ago, Teter owned about
2.3 million shares worth about $201
million, on a split-adjusted basis.
The split, which occurred last June,
gave stockholders 10 shares for
every one share they’d held.

Teter, who spent two decades

at Cooley, is a seasoned patent
litigator. His work at the law firm
included defending Nintendo
against claims its Wii gaming con-
sole infringed a smaller company’s
patents.

Teter started out not as a law-
yer but as an engineer, earning a
mechanical engineering degree
from the University of California-
Davis in 1988.

After nearly two years as a struc-
tural engineer for Lockheed Mis-
siles and Space Co. Teter attended
Stanford Law School.

|
@ ‘ Chris O’Malley can be reached at
comalley@alm.com.
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Abuse
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Medical Center and the Columbia-
affiliated New York-Presbyterian
Hospital for decades.

In total, DiPietro has filed more
than 800 cases against Columbia
for hundreds of women, for whom
he has obtained a collective $1 bil-
lion, as well as agreements from
Columbia to enact new policies
to protect their patients, such
as allowing chaperoning nurses
to anonymously report a doctor,
and to publicly notify patients of
a chaperone policy.

“If any credit is due in these
cases, it’s due to the patients who
have been willing to come forward
and tell their stories and hold these
institutions accountable, because
without them, I'm convinced Had-
den would still be there, doing this
to other patients,” DiPietro said.

When reached for comment late
Tuesday, a Columbia representa-
tive noted that the university had
commissioned an external review,
set up a survivors’ settlement fund
and revamped its patient safety
policies to address Hadden’s
abuse.

“We deeply regret the pain that
his patients suffered, and this set-
tlement is another step forward
in our ongoing work and commit-
ment to repair harm and support
survivors. We commend the sur-
vivors for their bravery in coming
forward,” the representative said
in a statement.

For DiPietro, the cases began in
2012, when he received a phone call
from a woman who was 7 months
pregnant with her first child, and
said she had been abused by her
OB-GYN. DiPietro met with the

woman, later revealed to be Evelyn
Yang, and took on her case.

He admittedly hadn’t known
how he was going to handle the
claim. Until then, he had primarily
taken on wrongful death or birth
injury cases. Moreover, it was 2012,
before the #MeToo Movement and
before the prosecution of Larry
Nassar, the physician who abused
his position as the team doctor of
the U.S. women'’s national gymnas-
tics team to assault young athletes.

“I didn’t know what to do, but
[ had to do something,” DiPietro
said.

That something was a civil case,
which DiPietro followed up with
more civil cases as more women
came forward.

As they progressed, the Man-
hattan District Attorney’s Office
investigated Hadden, eventually
filing a criminal case in 2016. How-
ever, the prosecution resulted in
a plea deal that had Hadden sur-
render his medical license, but he
avoided jail completely. Critical of
that deal, victims publicly came
forward, including Yang, whose
interview with CNN came as her
husband, Andrew, was running for
president.

The public testimonies drew
the attention of the U.S. Attorney’s
Office for the Southern District of
New York, which filed new crimi-
nal charges against the doctor in
2020 that eventually landed him a
20-year prison sentence. But the
public testimonies also convinced
other women to reach out to DiPi-
etro, including a woman who had
moved to Utah and said she had
a letter from Columbia’s former
Chair of Obstetrics and Gynecology
apologizing for Hadden'’s assault
during an appointment in the
1990s.

“That changed everything,
because Columbia had been deny-
ing that they had any knowledge of
this, and then that letter surfaced,”
said DiPietro.

By 2022, DiPietro was able to
reach settlements with Columbia
for the first batch of cases, the ones
he began filing in 2012. Another
group of cases was settled in 2023.
The most recent settlement closes
out the last of DiPietro’s cases over
Hadden, he said.

Though the litigation moved
quickly over the past few years,
DiPietro stressed the slow pace at
the beginning.

“Columbia stands alone among
institutions that not only cover up
sexual exploitation and abuse and
are absolutely terrible with how it
treats survivors who come forward
and report about it,” he said.

He pointed to similar cases
against the University of South-
ern California and the University
of California, Los Angeles over their
employment of George Tyndall and
James Heaps, gynecologists who
had similarly been charged with
assaulting their patients.

“All of those cases were filed
and resolved in a relatively short
amount of time, compared to how
long Columbia has fought the vic-
tims and survivors who came for-
ward in these cases,” DiPietro said.

DiPietro, however, is not yet
done with Columbia. The attorney
is currently representing over 400
men and boys who say they were
abused by Darius Paduch, a former
urologist at New York-Presbyterian
Hospital. In November, Paduch was
sentenced to life in jail for sexually
abusing patients from 2007 to 2019.

|
@ ‘ Alyssa Aquino can be reached at
aaquino@alm.com.

Opinion: 24-197
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items at concession stand, but
allowing participation in food prep
and other behind-scenes activi-
ties]; 17-55 [permitting judge may
to use skills as logistics expert to
plan and manage supplies or dona-
tions and to purchase items with
donated debit card]; 14-08 [allow-
ing judge to participate in radio
station’s fund-raiser placing labels
on forms and inputting data into
computer |; 09-28 [ permitting judge
to assist a police sports team with
logistics of event to raise funds for
charitable organization]; 07-17
[advising judge may serve on plan-
ning committee for charity’s fund-
raising walk and perform tasks
to set up]).

Thus, the judge may help his/her
child complete the cookie order
sheet, including helping the child
record people’s names and other
contact information on the order
sheet, and may also help the troop
and the judge’s co-leader schedule,
order cookies, and set up cookie
booth(s) where the troop will sell
cookies.

However, a judge may not “serve
at any booth where fund-raising is
taking place” (Opinion 98-15; see
also Opinion 23-230 [prohibiting
judge from personally volunteer-
ing at not-for-profit organization’s
exhibit booth, where recruitment
occurring)). As we have previously
explained, “it would be difficult, if
not impossible, to avoid the per-
ception that the prestige of judicial
office is being used” for solicitation
(Opinion 10-137).

For this reason, the inquir-
ing judge may not be present at
the booth to supervise the troop
while they interact with potential
customers. In our view, the judge’s
presence at a fund-raising booth is
substantially different from accom-
panying his/her minor child while
the child engages in door-to-door
solicitations (cf. Opinion 16-153).

3. Setting Up and Sharing
Child’s Cookie Sale Webpage

The judge asks if he/she may
assist his/her child in setting up a
web-based sale page, by helping
the child type a short bio and a
statement about him/herself and
what the child hopes to learn and
earn by selling cookies. The judge
also asks if he/she may share the
judge’s child’s webpage, either by
e-mail or text message, to family
members and friends who do not
live locally.

As noted above, a judge “may
assist with general setup, food
preparation, and cleanup” during
anot-for-profit organization’s fund-
raising dinner, “as long as the judge
does not personally participate
in the solicitation or collection of
funds or other fund-raising activi-
ties that occur during the event”
(Opinion 10-22).

Therefore, the inquiring judge
may assist his/her child in setting
up a webpage by helping the child
type a bio and personal statement.

Nonetheless, we have said
that a judge may not promote
the products or services of any
organization (see Opinion 21-73),
and thus, a judge “must not post,
forward or distribute fund-raising

solicitations or invitations to fund-
raisers, even if the judge would
be sharing a link rather than
personally collecting the funds”
(Opinion 23-114). As it relates
to a judge’s family members, we
have said a judge may “create
an online fund-raising tool and
distribute the link to the judge’s
own family members” (Opinion
22-15[B]). We cautioned that “the
judge must not share the link with
non-family member contacts, even
if the judge would not make any
comment and would not follow
up with the recipient” (id.; see
e.g. Opinion 23-140 [barring judge
from sharing links for not-for-profit
fund-raisers]).

Here, likewise, the inquiring
judge may share his/her child’s
webpage soliciting cookie sales
with family members but may not
share such webpage with friends
and other non-family members.

4. Delivering Cookie Orders

The judge asks if he/she may
accompany his/her child for cookie
order deliveries and whether the
judge may deliver cookies to
customers when the child is not
present.

Just as the judge may accom-
pany his/her minor child when
the child solicits cookie sales,
we conclude that the judge may
accompany the child to deliver
the cookies that were previously
sold (cf. Opinion 16-153). We note
that a judge accompanying his/her
child to deliver Girl Scout cookies,
which have been previously paid
for, is likely to be seen as fulfilling
parental responsibilities to protect
and guide the child, rather than
as engaging in impermissible fund-
raising activities.

Conversely, we have said a
judge should not deliver compli-
mentary tee shirts to sponsors
after an organization’s fund-raising
event “because this would create
an appearance that the judge has
impermissibly participated in per-
sonally raising funds” (Opinion
09-28). We conclude that a judge
delivering cookies to customers
when the child is not present will
likewise create an appearance of
personal participation in fund-
raising.

Thus, the inquiring judge may
accompany his/her child to deliver
cookie orders but may not under-
take such delivery to friends, neigh-
bors, or other non-family members
in the child’s absence.

5. Collecting Monies for Cookie
Orders

The judge asks if he/she may
collect monies solicited and col-
lected by troop members for cook-
ie orders to be deposited into the
troop bank account, held in the
name of the troop.

Clearly the judge may not per-
sonally collect cookie sale pro-
ceeds directly from customers (see
e.g. Opinions 24-120 [prohibiting
judge from collecting or punch-
ing pre-paid tickets for children’s
rides at fund-raising fair]; 23-140
[advising judge may not “collect or
accept money either before or dur-
ing” fund-raising event]; 18-44[B]
[barring judge’s personal participa-
tion in collection of funds at not-
for-profit organization’s concession

stand during sporting event]; 10-22
[advising judge may not participate
in collection of funds at volunteer
fire department’s annual fund-
raiser]).

Here, in contrast, we understand
the judge proposes a role that is
more analogous to serving as the
troop’s treasurer, by accepting
monies that have already been
paid to troop members for deposit
into the troop’s bank account. In
our view, such activity does not
create an appearance of impermis-
sible participation in fund-raising
(cf Opinion 23-91).

Accordingly, we conclude the
judge may accept funds solicited
and collected by troop members
from their cookie sales for deposit
into the troop’s bank account.

6. Recording Cookie Orders in
Online System

The judge asks if he/she may
record the troop’s cookie orders
into the “Girl Scout/Little Brownie
Baker” online ordering system.

We see no reason to preclude
the judge from engaging in this
behind-the-scenes data entry task
in support of the troop’s fund-rais-
er (see Opinion 14-08 [permitting
judge to place labels on forms and
input data into computer for radio
station’s fund-raising drive])).

Accordingly, the judge may
record the troop’s cookie orders
into the “Girl Scout/Little Brownie
Baker” online ordering system, pro-
vided the activity does not require
the judge to contact customers
regarding the information received
on their orders.

7. Coordinating a Cookie Drop

Finally, the judge asks if he/she
may help “coordinate Operation
Cookie Drop, where the local Girl
Scout troops physically donate
unsold boxes of cookies to be
shipped to Armed Service mem-
bers overseas.” The judge indicates
that “coordination would include
lining up vehicles, helping remove
cookie boxes from cars, stacking,
organizing and taking inventory.”

A judge may assist a civic orga-
nization “by packing food dona-
tions and loading them into a truck
for storage prior to distribution
to needy families” and distribut-
ing the donated items (Opinion
10-157). A judge may also “use
his/her skills as a logistics expert
to plan and to manage supplies or
donations as they are received”
(Opinion 17-55).

Applying these principles, we
conclude that the judge may assist
the troop in all aspects of organiz-
ing and logistics to donate and ship
unsold boxes of cookies overseas
and therefore may help coordinate
Operation Cookie Drop.
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Brooklyn Women'’s Bar Asso-
ciation Foundation (CLE)
Women, Their Health & the Law
Who do doctors really treat
when women are patients? Our
panel of experts will discuss the
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today.
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&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

MONDAY, MAY 12
NYC Bar (CLE)

Reasonable Accommodations in
the Workplace: An Inside View
from the EEOC, NYS Division of
Human Rights, and NYC Com-
mission on Human Rights
5p.m.-6:30pm
CLE credits: 1.5
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB051225&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact:

Customer Relations Depart-
ment, 212-382-6663 or custom-
errelations@nycbar.org

NYC Bar (Non CLE)
Transitioning from the Federal
Government to Private and
Public Sector Roles: An Interac-
tive Workshop and Job Search
Program
5p.m.-7:30pm
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=CAM051225&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org
ADR Forum Series: Ask the Litiga-
tors - What Makes for Success-
ful Mediation?
6p.m.-7p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even

Build Your
Legal Team.

tDetail?EventKey=ADR051225&
mcode=NYLJ

Location: Zoom

Contact:

Customer Relations Depart-
ment, 212-382-6663 or custom-
errelations@nycbar.org

WEDNESDAY, MAY 14
NYC Bar (CLE)

White Collar Crime Institute
Event Time: 9 a.m. - 5:30 pm
Kickoff Reception 6 p.m. — 8 p.m.
CLE Credits: TBD
Institute Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/wcc/
Kickoff Reception Registration
Link: https://services.nycbar.
org/wcc/
Location: 42 West 44th Street,
New York

Federal Bar Council (CLE)
Ponzi Scheme! The Unwinding
6:30 pm - 7:30 pm
Location: Daniel Patrick Moyni-
han US Courthouse
1 CLE credit
https://fbc.users.membersuite.
com/events/a5720928-0078-
cb2b-c831-0b480c7c69d5/
details

NYC Bar (Non CLE)

Owning Your Development &
Maximizing the Junior Attor-
ney Experience
12:30 pm - 1:45 pm
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?’EventKey=CAM051425&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

The 2025 Milton Handler Lecture
on Antitrust
6:30 pm - 7:45 pm
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=CMTE051425
&mcode=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street,
New York
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, MAY 15

NYC Bar (CLE)

Practical Strategies for Mitigat-
ing Microaggressions in Legal
Practice
9a.m.-10:45am
CLE credits: 2
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEBO051525&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

FRIDAY, MAY 16
NYC Bar (CLE)

Insurers’ and Insureds’ Perspec-
tives on Current Issues in D&O
Liability 2025
9a.m.-12p.m.

CLE credits: 3

Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB051625&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom

Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

NYC Bar (Non CLE)

Senior Lawyers Chatroom
12p.m.-1p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=SEN051625&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact:
Customer Relations Depart-
ment, 212-382-6663 or custom-
errelations@nycbar.org

TUESDAY, MAY 20

NYC Bar (CLE)

The Do’s & Don’ts of Zoning
Lot Mergers & Development
Rights Transfers in New York
City
9:30am -12:30 pm
CLE credits: 3
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/
Members/Event_Display.
aspx?WebsiteKey=f71e12f3-
524e-4f8c-a5f7-
0d16ce7b3314&EventKey=_
WEB052025&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact:

Customer Relations Depart-
ment, 212-382-6663 or custom-
errelations@nycbar.org

Go to lawjobs.com and choose the most qualified candidates.

lﬂW]ObS.LU[T‘ Your hiring partner

WEDNESDAY, MAY 21

NYC Bar (CLE)

Marketing and Advertising Law
2025
9a.m.-1p.m.
CLE credits: 4
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.
org/Members/Event_Dis-
play.aspx?4&EventKey=_
WEB052125&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

NYC Bar (Non CLE)

Small Firm Chats - Stay Connect-
ed with Your Peers and Us!
12p.m. - 12:45 pm
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=SLFC052125&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

Bar@theBar
6 p.m.-8p.m.

In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=BAR052125&
mcode=NYLJ

Location: 42 West 44th Street,
New York

Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, MAY 22

NYC Bar (CLE)

Litigating Land Use Article 78
Proceedings in NYC
12p.m.-2p.m.

CLE credits: 2

Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB042425&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom

Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

NYC Bar (Non CLE)
Withholding of Federal Funding
Under the Trump Administra-
tion
6p.m.-7:30pm
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=WFF052225&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

WEDNESDAY, MAY 28

NYC Bar (Non CLE)

The Afterlives of Books: A Discus-
sion of Rare Books, Collection
Histories, and International
Cultural Heritage Law
6p.m.-7:30pm
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=HIST052825&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th St., NY
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, MAY 29
Federal Bar Council (CLE)

Environmental Justice 101: Past,
Present, and Future?
6:15pm - 7:30pm
Location: Hunton Andrews
Kurth, LLP
CLE Credit TBD
https://fbc.users.membersuite.
com/events/a5720928-0078-
c2d9-c5f3-0b4824802ee4/
details

NYC Bar (Non CLE)

Yoga for Lawyers
7 p.m.-7:45pm
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=YOGA052925
&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

FRIDAY, MAY 30
NYC Bar (Non CLE)

Senior Lawyers Chatroom
12p.m.-1p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=SEN053025&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org
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both spouses enjoy an equal right
to possession of and profits yielded
by the property (Neilitz v. Neilitz,
307 N.Y. 882, 122 N.E.2d 924 (1954).

Each tenant may sell, mortgage,
or otherwise encumber his or her
rights in the property, subject to
the continuing rights of the other
(VRW, Inc. v. Klein, 68 N.Y.2d 560,
565, 510 N.Y.S.2d 848 (1986)).

When a husband and wife take
title to real property a tenancy by
the entirety comes into being; and
upon the death of one, the surviv-
ing spouse takes the entire estate.
(Steltz v. Shreck, 128 N.Y. 263, 28
N.E. 510 (1891); In re Klatz!’s Estate,
216 N.Y. 83, 110 N.E. 181 (1915); Yax
v. Yax, 240 N.Y. 590, 148 N.E. 717
(1925)).

Neither spouse can dispose of
any part of the estate to affect the
right of survivorship of the other,
or make contracts which bind the
other, incur expenses for work not
essential to preserve the premises,
lease the premises to affect the
right of the other’s possession or
subject the property to right of
way easements. (Baker v. Westfall,
30 Misc. 2d 946, 219 N.Y.S.2d 328
(County Ct. 1961); Adams v. Holt,
141 A.D.2d 481, 529 N.Y.S.2d 110
(2d Dep’t 1988)).

Although either spouse may
mortgage or convey his/her own
interest in the property the act
will not impair the non-consenting
spouse’s survivorship interest.
(Wurz v. Wurz, 27 Abb. N. Cas. 58,
15 N.Y.S. 720 (Sup 1891); Saxon v.
Saxon, 46 Misc. 202, 93 N.Y.S. 191
(Sup 1905)).

Unlike jointly owned property or
property held as tenants in com-
mon property held as tenants by
entireties is not subject to parti-
tion except by mutual consent to
become effective only upon dis-
solution of the marriage.

Compulsory partition is not
available to a tenant by the entirety.
(Stewart v. Stewart, 208 Misc. 795,
144 N.Y.S.2d 637 (Sup 1955)). Once
the legal relationship between hus-
band and wife is judicially altered
through divorce, annulment, or
legal separation, the tenancy by the
entirety converts to a tenancy in
common (Kahn v. Kahn, 43 N.Y.2d,
supra, at 207, 401 N.Y.S.2d 47, 371
N.E.2d 809; Goldman v Goldman, 95
N.Y.2d 120, 122, 711 N.Y.S.2d 128,
130 (2000)).

In Kahn v Kahn, (43 N.Y.2d 203,
401 N.Y.S.2d 47 (1977)) the Court
of Appeals addressed the issue of
whether, in a matrimonial action
that was commenced before the
enactment of the Equitable Distri-
bution Law, the court may order
the sale of real property held by the
parties as tenants by the entirety,
even though the marital relation-
ship has not been legally altered.

The Court of Appeals observed
that Section 234 of the Domestic
Relations Law was derived from
Section 1164-a of the Civil Prac-
tice Act (L.1953, ch. 698). Unlike
the present section, section 1164-
a applied only in an action for a
separation and made no reference
to title questions.

Its sole purpose was to allow
a court to decide in the marital
action the right of possession of
real property held by the husband
and wife as tenants by the entirety.
Recognizing that a judgment of
separation does not dissolve the
marriage and terminate a tenan-
cy by the entirety, the legislature
sought to prevent any injustice
which might arise as a result of a
spouse’s continued rights as a ten-
ant by the entirety notwithstanding
a judicial decree of separation.

For example, a tenant by the
entirety may sell, mortgage, or
lease his interest in the property
without the consent of the other
tenant. The legislature feared
the obvious harm that could be

caused by a vindictive spouse
who transferred or encumbered
his interest in the property in
an attempt to harass the other
spouse. It held that absent such
adecree, a tenancy by the entirety
is not terminated.

Since section 234 was intended
only as a procedural device to per-
mit a court in a marital action to
determine questions of posses-
sion and title arising within that
action, and was not intended to
alter existing substantive property

...” (Domestic Relations Law §236
BG)(@-0).

Under the Kahn rule, the
Supreme Court may not, absent
an agreement by the parties, order
the sale or disposition of the mari-
tal home owned as tenants by the
entities or any other marital asset,
pendente lite, for any reason.

And where a judgment of divorce
is granted under the irretrievable
breakdown grounds in Domestic
Relations Law §170(7) no judgment
of divorce may be granted unless

Under the Kahn rule, the Supreme Court may not, absent
an agreement by the parties, order the sale or disposition of
the marital home owned as tenants by the entities or any
other marital asset, pendente lite, for any reason.

law principles, it held that unless a
court alters the legal relationship
of husband and wife by granting a
divorce, an annulment, a separa-
tion or by declaring a void mar-
riage a nullity, it has no authority
to order the sale of a marital home
owned by the parties as tenants by
the entirety.

The rationale of the Kahn deci-
sion was that such property could
not be sold without a judgment
altering the marriage relation-
ship and changing the tenancy
by the entirety, which can not
be partitioned, into a tenancy in
common, which could be ordered
partitioned.

In actions under the Equitable
Distribution Law, the Supreme
Court may not determine the rights
of the parties in their separate or
marital property and provide for
the disposition thereof in the final
judgment unless “... all or part of
the relief granted is divorce, or the
dissolution, annulment or declara-
tion of the nullity of a marriage...”
or a proceeding “... to obtain a dis-
tribution of marital property follow-
ing a foreign judgment of divorce

and until the economic issues of
equitable distribution of marital
property, the payment or waiver
of spousal support, the payment
of child support, the payment
of counsel and experts’ fees and
expenses as well as the custody
and visitation with the infant chil-
dren of the marriage have been
resolved by the parties, or deter-
mined by the court and incorpo-
rated into the judgment of divorce.

In Jancu v. Jancu, (174 A.D.2d
428, 571 N.Y.S.2d 456 (1st Dep’t
1991)), the First Department
reversed a pendente lite order
directing the sale of the parties’
two houses in New Jersey. The
order contravened the rule that
the courts do not have the author-
ity to direct the pendente lite sale
of property owned by parties as
tenants by the entirety absent a
judgment of divorce, separation,
or annulment.

In Fox v. Fox, (309 A.D.2d 1056,
765 N.Y.S.2d 906 (3d Dep’t 2003)),
the Third Department held it is
settled that “absent the termina-
tion of the marital relationship by
judgment of divorce, amendment,

separation or declaration of nullity,
courts do not have the authority
to direct, pendente lite, the sale of
property owned by the parties as
tenants by the entirety.”

In Delvito v. Delvito, (6 A.D.3d
487, 775 N.Y.S.2d 71 (2d Dep’t
2004)), the Second Department
stated that “It is settled that courts
have no authority to order the sale
of property held by tenants by the
entirety without the parties’ con-
sent, unless the legal relationship
of husband and wife is first altered
through judicial intervention.”

It agreed with the wife’s conten-
tion that the record did not establish
that she consented to a sale of the
marital residence while the matri-
monial action was pending. (To the
same effect see Adamo v. Adamo, 18
AD.3d407,794N.Y.S.2d 413 (2d Dep't
2005); Buddle v. Buddle, 53 A.D.3d
745,861 N.Y.S.2d 193 (3d Dep’t 2008);
Moran v. Moran, 77 A.D.3d 443, 908
N.Y.S.2d 661 (1st Dep’t 2010); Taglioni
v. Garcia, 200 A.D.3d 44, 157 N.Y.S.3d
7 (1st Dep’t 2021)).

In FR. v. AR., (85 Misc.3d
1257(A), 2025 WL 1143279, unre-
ported disposition (Sup. Ct., 2025))
the court discussed the Kahn deci-
sion at length, although the parties
did not hold title as tenants by the
entirety.

The parties were married in
2007. The plaintiff commenced
an action for a divorce on May 11,
2023. Title to the marital residence
was acquired after their marriage
and before the commencement of
the action for divorce and was held
solely in the name of the plaintiff.

After the plaintiff commenced
the divorce action, he ceased pay-
ing the mortgage on the marital res-
idence. The bank then commenced
a foreclosure action on March 28,
2024. The Supreme Court granted
the defendant’s pendente lite appli-
cation to sell the marital residence.

In this action, title to the mari-
tal residence was held solely by
the plaintiff - it was not held as

tenants by the entirety. Here, the
court did not alter a tenancy by the
entirety without altering the status
of the parties as husband and wife,
because there was no tenancy by
the entirety in the residence to
alter.

Conclusion

In FR, v. AR, supra, the court
observed that some Supreme Court
cases ordered that the martial
residence held as tenants by the
entirety be sold pendent lite based
upon equitable principles. There,
the Supreme Court found that a line
of authority, post Kahn, established
exceptions to Kahn v Kahn.

It cited St. Angelo v. St. Angelo,
(130 Misc 2d 583 (Sup.Ct., 1985))
where the marital residence
appeared to be in imminent danger
of foreclosure; D.R.D. v. JD.D., (74
Misc 3d 237 (Sup.Ct., 2021)) where
the court held that the wife was
using the husband’s equity as an
interest-free loan; JH. v. C.H, (2024
NY Misc. Lexis 919 at *3), where
foreclosure proceedings were
pending; and Lidsky v. Lidsky, (134
Misc. 2d 511, 511 N.Y.S.2d 765 (Sup
1986)), where the court held that it
had the power to act under Domes-
tic Relations Law §234 to direct the
wife to execute documents neces-
sary to secure refinancing of the
loan on the marital premises, and
that her failure to act would be a
wasteful dissipation of assets.

None of the Supreme Court cas-
es that direct the sale of a marital
residence held as tenants by the
entirety pendente lite, based upon
“equitable principles”, address the
underlying rationale of Kahn v Kahn.

That is, property held as tenants
by the entirety can not be sold
without a judgment altering the
marriage relationship and chang-
ing the tenancy by the entirety,
which can not be partitioned, into
a tenancy in common, which can
be ordered partitioned.

Proxy
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and if obstacles arise, the activist
can settle for a somewhat illusory
settlement.

Decades ago, Carl Icahn per-
fected these techniques, and with
each transaction, he became more
powerful. To sum up, inside infor-
mation, expense reimbursement,
and the greater risk aversion of
target management likely tilt the
outcome of activist engagements,
but still activists regularly lose.

B. The Process of Engagement.
Let’s start with an easily document-
ed generalization: activists typical-
ly seek to resolve an “engagement”
through private negotiations, not a
proxy contest. Of course, this may
partly reflect that proxy contests
are costly, much more so than
negotiations.

But this cost explanation can-
not explain activists’ dismal record
when they undertake a proxy con-
test. For example, a comprehensive
study by Nickolay Gantchev cover-
ing proxy contests between 2000
and 2007 found that activists suc-
ceeded in only 29% of their proxy
campaigns. See Nickolay Gantchev,
The Costs of Shareholder Activism:
Evidence from a Sequential Deci-
sion Model, 107 J. Fin. Econ. 610,
at 620 at table 3.

This is not recent data, but, in
2024, Barclays found that activists
undertook just ten proxy contests
and secured board representation
in only three (or 30%)—and they
won only six out of 38 seats being
contested. So far in 2025, Barclays
more recently reports that activ-
ists have started two proxy con-
tests against target corporations,
winning one and losing the other

(despite the activists obtaining
support of both I.S.S. and Glass-
Lewis).

This pattern seems to have per-
sisted. Of course, these low rates
could change, but they certainly
help explain why activists pre-
fer private negotiations to proxy
contests. Not only are negotiations
cheaper, but activists seem to do
better negotiating with a risk-
averse management than trying
to convince often skeptical share-
holders.

But why are target shareholders
seemingly so skeptical of activists?
Little doubt exists that most target
corporations have lagged behind
their peers in performance. Hence,
one would expect shareholders to
favor the activists.

Now, we come to the heart of
the matter, and we must note that
there are multiple subcategories
of institutional investors. In par-
ticular, critical differences distin-
guish activist investors (mainly
hedge funds) from indexed inves-
tors (which are dominated by the
Big Three).

C. Activists Versus the Indexed.

1. Activist Funds. The appear-
ance and growth of activist hedge
funds in the late 1980s probably
was a consequence of judicial
acceptance of the poison pill
(which also occurred in that
decade). Because the poison
pill effectively blocked hostile
takeover, the only viable route in
response to the pill was to pres-
sure the target by seeking seats
on its board.

Delaware courts would not tol-
erate much interference with the
shareholders’ right to vote. Still,
the activist hedge fund had to learn
new skills. The traditional hedge
fund simply sought through in-

depth research to identify over-
valued or undervalued firms (and
sell short the former and buy the
latter).

But the activist hedge fund had
to act as a turnaround specialist.
It also needed to achieve some
degree of control (or at least influ-
ence) over the target to be able to
implement its agenda.

The shift from takeovers to
proxy contest implied that much
smaller financial institutions could
run such a campaign, because they

i. They are huge with Black
Rock having, as of late 2024,
$11.6 trillion in “aum”; Van-
guard, $10.4 trillion, and
State Street, $4.7 trillion—or
an aggregate of $26.7 trillion
in aum. To draw the obvious
comparison, the fifty largest
activist funds are estimated
to have $156 billion in aum,
while the Big Three alone hold
over $26 trillion—a hundred
to one ratio.

Collectively, index funds are

Although the Big Three and other indexed investors have
no motivation to solicit others to oppose the activist's pro-
posals, this role can be left to target management.

did not need to be able to acquire
the target, but only to form a
coalition among its dissatisfied
shareholders sufficient to change
corporate policies (and possibly to
oust the incumbent management).

In fact, the typical activist hedge
fund is not anywhere near the size
of a large bank or underwriter.
Only Elliott Investment Manage-
ment (with $72.7 billion in “assets
under management” (or “aum”) as
of the end of 2024) is of the size
that it could regularly be a bidder
in traditional takeover battles.

To illustrate, the 10th largest
activist fund (Sachem Head Capi-
tal Management) has regulatory
“aum” of only $3.3 billion. Given
its smaller size, the activist fund’s
real task is coalition formation, and
no more than a dozen activist firms
have economic clout at present.

2. Index Funds. The Big Three
and the other highly diversified
asset managers are virtually the
opposite of activist funds in struc-
ture and strategy:

estimated to hold over 33%
of all U.S. public stocks. This
ensures that virtually any
activist engagement with a
public corporation will involve
the Big Three as major share-
holders in the target;

ii. Index funds are passive and
resist becoming involved in
operational or governance
issues (but they do vote, as
the SEC requires them to use
their voting power). This pas-
sivity largely follows from their
size. Vanguard informs me that
it currently holds over 13,000
stocks (globally), including
over 5,000 U.S. issuers. No one
can closely monitor that large
a portfolio;

iii. While hedge funds charge
high fees (with the standard
formula being 20% of earnings
and 2% of assets under man-
agement), index funds com-
pete on the basis of price and
hence economize on costs.

Indeed, Black Rock’s extraordi-
nary growth over the last twenty-
five years appears to have been
fueled by its ability to keep its costs
very low. This means that hedge
funds can afford to prepare in
depth research papers about their
proposed targets, but that index
funds are less well positioned and
would be undertaking a risky task
if they were obliged (or expected)
to conduct thorough research on
every issuer in their portfolio that
becomes a target of a hedge fund
engagement; and iv.

Being highly diversified, indexed
funds are not sensitive to firm-
specific risks, while activist hedge
funds specialize in addressing
firm-specific problems and risks.
In short, they care about different
things.

The Puzzle Answered

What explains the activist funds’
low rate of success in proxy con-
tests? Mathematically, the answer
seems inescapable: index funds
tend not to support activist engage-
ment. No other group—retail
shareholders, other hedge funds,
or anyone else—has the size or
motivation to oppose an activist
and its wolf pack.

But, holding an estimated one
third of the votes in U.S. public
corporations, index funds have
unavoidable impact. Although
the Big Three and other indexed
investors have no motivation to
solicit others to oppose the activ-
ist’s proposals, this role can be left
to target management.

To corroborate this hypothesis,
this author recently asked a senior
Vanguard official to estimate the
frequency with which they support
(or oppose) activist proposals in

proxy contests. He answered that
“over recent years, Vanguard has
voted for the activist’s proposal in
about 20% of the cases.”

Of course, Vanguard and the
other two members of the Big
Three do not communicate with
each other about pending proxy
contests and avoid any appear-
ance of acting in concert. But Van-
guard’s opposition alone poses a
substantial (but not necessarily
dispositive) obstacle to activist
hedge fund’s campaign.

If we assume that activists
accurately perceive Vanguard’s
skepticism, this may explain why
activists generally resolve dis-
putes with target managements
in private negotiations. Target
management has reasons to be
risk averse and to prefer to settle
quietly than take the risk that their
case will fall within the 20% that
Vanguard does support. Noth-
ing in this analysis suggests that
Vanguard (or any other indexed
investor) is breaching any duty to
shareholders of the target.

First, it owes them no fiduciary
duty and, second, it has a legiti-
mate desire to maintain a good
relationship with target manage-
ment. If it supports even 20% of
these proposals, it appears to be
considering proposals on a case-
by-case basis. Will the current pat-
tern persist? Not necessarily, but
engagements are likely to decline
in volume if we face a tariff-induced
recession.

Is reform needed? Possibly. If
we should be nervous about any-
thing in the foregoing description
of activist engagements, it is the
degree to which most disputes
are settled in private negotiations
between the target and the activ-
ist—in the dark.

GC Seat
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hours of psychological testing. And
it’s also led many companies to favor
outside hires—especially those who
are already sitting GCs, thereby dem-
onstrating they’re up to the task.

“I can’t tell you how many head-
hunter calls I've received saying,
‘We want a sitting GC,”” said Laura
Schumacher, a former GC and for-
mer vice chair of AbbVie who now
serves as a strategic adviser for
BarkerGilmore.

The trend has cooled over the
past year, in part because the spike
in outside hires also prompted a
spike in the number of GCs who
exited their roles after short ten-
ures, a sign that the hires might not
have been a good fit, the search
firm Russell Reynolds Associates
said in a March 2025 report.

GC hires that don’t pan out are
always painful for companies, and
that’s especially so when the per-
son hired was a sitting GC. Such
candidates typically forfeit mil-
lions of dollars in cash and stock
compensation when they leave and
expect their new employer to offer
signing bonuses and stock awards
to make them whole.

Fifty-four percent of Fortune 500
GC hires last year were internal pro-
motions, up from 39% in 2023 and
48% the year before, the Russell
Reynolds Associates report found.

‘No Magic Formula’

Even so, companies aren’t pick-
ing internal candidates by default,
as some once did. And because
succession planning is spotty at
many companies, internal can-
didates often have holes in their
resumes, such as a lack of experi-
ence interacting with the board,
that can hinder their chances of
landing the top job.

“If you want to be a GC at a large
company, you need experience
in three key areas: legal, compli-
ance and ethics, and government
affairs or public policy,” said David
Yawman, a former GC of PepsiCo
and now an executive coach.
“You don’t have to specialize in
all of them, but you need enough
exposure to understand how they
interact and how to advise at the
highest level.”

That kind of exposure doesn’t
come from staying in your comfort
zone. It requires stepping into new
environments—sometimes dramat-
ically so. Jasmine Singh, now GC at

Ironclad, left law altogether at one
point in her career after realizing
litigation wasn’t the right fit.

“I moved to Las Vegas and
became a fitness instructor,” she
said during a recent webinar on
women in legal leadership. “Eventu-
ally I came back to law—transac-
tional this time—and it was the first
time I felt like [ belonged.”

Her story, though unconventional,
highlights a point many GCs, recruit-
ers and executive coaches make:
Self-awareness and adaptability are
just as important as technical skill.

“We’re seeing more companies
reward people who take on stretch
assignments, who show up in times
of crisis and who demonstrate they
can lead,” Gilmore of BarkerGilm-
ore said. “There’s no one path, but
there are patterns: visibility, versa-
tility and the ability to earn trust.”

Gilmore recalled a recent con-
versation with an in-house lawyer
who’d just been hired as GC after
successfully handling a high-stakes
litigation matter. “He wasn’t next
in line on paper,” he said. “But the
board saw him in action. They
watched how he handled pressure
and said, ‘That’s our person.””

That kind of real-time cred-
ibility—built through experience
rather than title—is increasingly

what distinguishes GC candidates
in competitive searches. And it’s not
just about visibility during a crisis.
Recruiters are also looking for signs
of boardroom readiness, strategic
thinking and business fluency.

“You need to demonstrate strong
business acumen,” said Heather
Fine, a legal recruiter at Major,
Lindsey & Africa. “That means
stepping outside of legal—working
cross-functionally, leading through
influence, gaining exposure to the
board and C-suite.”

Fine said she often coaches mid-
level in-house lawyers to seek out
global or business-side roles—not
because it fast-tracks them but
because it sets them apart. “Lead-
ership, communication and judg-
ment are what make people GCs.
Legal skills are assumed. They're
table stakes,” she added.

That’s a message Susan Hackett,
the recently retired CEO of the in-
house consultancy Legal Executive
Leadership, has been delivering for
years.

“You need to be seen as the per-
son who can be trusted in a storm,”
she said. “That means developing
judgment, building a network of
champions and getting in the room
when decisions are made—even if
you’re not the one talking.”

But getting that experience
requires more than good timing—it
takes initiative.

“You have to take on work that
broadens your lens. If you can’t get
a role in public policy or sustain-
ability, join a project,” Parr said.
“Go to Capitol Hill for a lobbying
day. Volunteer for cross-functional
teams. You need to be the person
who understands more than just
the legal question on the table.”

Jason Winmill, managing part-
ner at Argopoint, a consultancy for
legal departments, said companies
are looking for GCs who are broad
thinkers and can craft pragmatic
solutions. “The general counsel is
now expected to be the connec-
tive tissue between legal risk and
business opportunity. It’s not just
about protecting the company—it’s
about enabling it to move faster,
smarter and more confidently. The
best GCs operate with the mind-
set of a CEO—just one with a law
degree,” Winmill said.

“There’s no magic formula for
becoming a GC anymore,” added
Gilmore. “I've seen people take all
kinds of routes—compliance, cor-
porate secretary, even a stint as
CHRO. What matters most is step-
ping out of your comfort zone and
into roles that give you visibility

to the executive team and board.”
Hackett added: “The value of the
lawyer has grown. That means the
skills you need to have has grown.
But if you can be the calm in the
storm—the one who sees the big
picture and moves the conversation
forward—that’s what makes you a
general counsel,” Hackett said.
“There’s no magic formula for
becoming a GC anymore,” added
Gilmore. “I've seen people take all
kinds of routes—compliance, cor-
porate secretary, even a stint as
CHRO. What matters most is step-
ping out of your comfort zone and
into roles that give you visibility
to the executive team and board.”

|
@ ‘ Trudy Knockless can be reached at
tknockless@alm.com.

Letters Welcome

The Law Journal welcomes letters from its read-
ers for publication. They must contain the names
and addresses of correspondents. Letters should
be of reasonable length and submitted with the
understanding that all correspondence is subject
to the editorial judgment of the newspaper in
considering duplication, length, relevancy, taste
and other criteria. Letters may be e-mailed to:

@‘ adenney@alm.com
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Disciplinary Proceeding

Matter of Aaron Etra,
an attorney

Motion No. 2025-01069

Appellate Division,
First Department

Manzanet-Daniels, J.P, Kern,
Kennedy, Friedman,
Pitt-Burke, JJ.

Decided: May 1, 2025

Jorge Dopico, Chief Attorney,
Attorney Grievance Committee,
New York (Louis J. Bara, of coun-
sel), for petitioner

Respondent, pro se.
— e nm—

Per curiam — Respondent Aaron
Etra was admitted to the practice
of law in the State of New York
by the First Judicial Department
on March 28, 1966. At all times
relevant herein, he maintained a

registered business address in the
First Judicial Department.

By unpublished order dated
October 25, 2024, this Court found
respondent guilty of professional
misconduct in violation of the
Rules of Professional Conduct (22
NYCRR 1200.00) rules 8.4(d) (con-
duct prejudicial to the administra-
tion of justice) and 8.4(h) (other
conduct that adversely reflects on
fitness as a lawyer) and appointed
a referee to conduct a sanction
hearing.

By motion dated February 21,
2025, the Attorney Grievance
Committee (AGC) seeks an order
pursuant to the Rules for Attorney
Disciplinary Matters (22 NYCRR)
§1240.14(b), immediately suspend-
ing respondent from the practice
of law. The AGC maintains that
respondent, who is 83 years old,
suffers from medical infirmities
that render him presently unable
to defend himself at the sanction
hearing or to otherwise practice
law. In support of its motion, the
AGC submitted an affirmation

from respondent detailing his
health issues and consenting to
a suspension on medical grounds,
and letters from two of respon-
dent’s physicians, corroborating
respondent’s medical conditions.
Respondent has not opposed the
motion.

As the AGC has presented suf-
ficient medical evidence of respon-
dent’s incapacity to practice law,
immediate suspension is warranted
pursuant to 22 NYCRR 1240.14(b)
and this Court’s precedent (see
Matter of Schneider, — AD3d —,
2025 NY Slip Op 01047 [1st Dept
2025]; Matter of Olive, 216 AD3d 59
[1st Dept 2023]; Matter of Roussin,
208 AD3d 174 [1st Dept 2022]).

Accordingly, the AGC’s motion
should be granted, and respondent
suspended from the practice of law
in the State of New York pursuant
to 22 NYCRR 1240.14(b), effective
immediately, and any disciplin-
ary investigation or proceedings
against respondent are stayed until
further order of this Court.

All concur.

Build & Invest

« Continued from page 2

the observation that Gen Z lawyers
are less interested in the traditional
partnership model at most firms,
Armstrong Teasdale managing part-
ner Richard Engel said the firm is
looking to make people more com-
fortable with the responsibilities of
being a partner by allowing them
to “stick a toe” in before fully com-
mitting.

“We call it a profit-sharing part-
ner,” Engel said. “When you see the
growth in the income partner ranks
seen in the Am Law 200, that’s been
the fastest group over the past five
or six years, but there’s a lot of
transience in that. There’s higher
turnover there than in any other
area, and one of the things we've
proposed is, we want to give these
folks—who are not ready or not
willing to buy in completely and
become an owner of the firm—a
new tier where they can share the

profits of the firm with a small bit
of equity.”

“The main benefit of this is
that if you want to see what it’s
like to be an owner, you're going
to get a piece of the action and a
piece of the upside of the firm,
independent of the salary you're
getting or bonuses otherwise,”
Engel continued. “A great major-
ity of those jumping in are younger
partners...It’s giving them a little
taste [of equity]. If they qualify for
full equity, some can’t wait for that,
but there’s a bit of reticence you're
seeing among transient income
partners.”

The firm also added a new
role, “Chief of Legal Talent and
Practice Management,” in August
2024, which Engel said was entirely
focused on professional develop-
ment, practice growth, and recruit-
ment.

“The only thing we are is our
talent,” Engel acknowledged.

Meanwhile, Scott and her col-
leagues at Lowenstein Sandler have

also noted increased candor among
its newest generation of talent, find-
ing many more attorneys in the firm
more willing to discuss alternate
career paths, such as moving in-
house or seeking out a role as a
federal prosecutor.

“What has changed [over the
years] is attorneys’ willingness
at the partner level and associate
level to talk about different career
paths that might not necessarily
mean partnership in the firm,”
Scott observed, noting that the
firm actively takes steps to help
its attorneys progress to positions
even outside of the firm, including
helping them secure secondments
with clients.

“They might be more willing to
discuss going in-house. ..People are
sharing that they have other career
plans earlier on, so we can help do
these things,” Scott said. “We’ve seen
such a dramatic change in trust.”

|
@‘ Amanda O’Brien can be reached at
aobrien@alm.com.

Kohl’s

« Continued from page 5

According to Kohl’s proxy state-
ment from his Jan. 15 start date
through Feb. 1, the end of Kohl’s
fiscal year, Buchanan received a
salary totaling $67,045. The docu-
ment says the company provided
the $3.75 million signing bonus and
the $17 million in stock partly to
offset compensation Buchanan for-
feited when he left Michaels.

Kohl’s said it has named board
chair Michael Bender as interim
CEO as it begins a search for a
permanent CEO.

When Bachanan started in Jan-
uary, Bender praised him for his
“vast retail experience” and said
he “will bring a steady, proven,

innovative leader to Kohl’s as we
continue to transform the business
and drive future growth.”

Kohl’s has been struggling—
with sales in its latest fiscal year
tumbling 7.2%, to $15.4 billion, and
its stock plunging from $27 last
May to just over $7. Last month,
it closed 27 of its 1,100 stores.

The company said Buchanan’s
ouster “is not related to the compa-
ny’s performance, financial report-
ing or results of operations, and
did not involve any other company
personnel.”

Kohl’s SEC filing did not disclose
which law firm it hired to investi-
gate Buchanan, and a spokesper-
son did not immediately respond
to Law.com’s inquiry.

The company’s chief legal offi-
cer is Jennifer Kent, who joined

the retailer in February 2023.

Kohl’s has seen an exodus of
executives in recent years, thanks
in part to inflationary pressures
that crimped sales.

Michelle Gass had been CEO of
Kohl’s for nearly five years when
she stepped down in December
2022 to become president of Levi
Strauss & Co. A year later, Levi
promoted her to CEO.

Also departing in 2022 were
Chief Merchandising Officer Doug
Howe and Chief Marketing Officer
Greg Revelle. CEO Tom Kingsbury,
Buchanan’s predecessor, retired
last year.

Activist investors have demand-
ed that Kohl’s be put up for sale.

I
@ ‘ Chris O’Malley can be reached at
comalley@alm.com.

Media

« Continued from page 3

We have been able to start
generating media opportunities
for partners within weeks of con-
ducting intake sessions, since these
partners were able to provide
commentary on current and often
breaking news and developments
being reported on by the media.

In our experience, law firm part-
ners who participate in intake ses-
sions realize a significant return on
their time investment and greatly
increase their chances of media
relations success.

Make sure media coverage is
effectively leveraged: Communi-

cations teams at law firms need
to ensure that they are maximiz-
ing the value of the media rela-
tions results generated for new
lateral partners. Key questions
for evaluating whether this is
happening:

Is media coverage being upload-
ed to the news section of the firm’s
website, to LinkedIn and to the firm
intranet? How is this being done,
and how quickly?

Have new lateral partners been
informed about how they should
leverage media coverage on their
own LinkedIn pages and other
approved platforms?

Law firms that effectively use
a new lateral partner’s media
relations results to raise inter-

nal awareness about his or her
experience and areas of focus
will be able to integrate later-
als into their firms significantly
faster than firms that don'’t take
this approach.

To conclude, media relations
should not only be viewed as
external communications and
business development priorities,
but as a new lateral integration
priority, as well.

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.

Challengers

« Continued from page 1

confront unfair trade practices in
court,” aspokesperson told the New
York Law Journal on Wednesday.

The alliance filed suit in Florida
following weeks of executive orders
that collectively created an up to
25% duty on Canadian and Mexi-
can aluminum and steel goods, a
145% duty on Chinese goods and
an at least 10% duty on products
on virtually all remaining global
imports.

Shortly after that suit landed,
several citizens of the Blackfeet
Nation filed their own case in the
Montana federal court. They simi-
larly questioned IEEPA’s use, while
separately arguing that the duties
were interfering with their tribal
sovereignty.

The Trump administration
immediately moved to transfer
both cases to the trade court,
which has already received multi-
ple lawsuits challenging the duties.
In late April, the trade court gave
the administration an early win and
declined to temporarily stay the

duties for review, finding that an
importer hadn’t shown the type
of injuries warranting immediate
court intervention.

During a Wednesday call, John
Vecchione, an attorney with the
alliance, panned the motion as
an attempt to use “illegal tariffs”
to put his clients in a court of the
government’s choosing.

“You can’t bootstrap the illegal-
ity of the tariffs to move Ameri-
cans to the court you like, and we
believe the court should see it our
way,” Vecchione said.

The Florida federal court has
yet to decide the administration’s
request, but the Montana federal
court has approved the transfer.
The Blackfeet citizens have since
appealed the transfer to the Ninth
Circuit, which the White House
has challenged on administrative
grounds, arguing that the transfer
order is not an appealable final one.

On May 2, the tribal citizens
argued that a transfer would strand
their claims under the Indian Com-
merce Clause in “no-man’s land.”
They further argued that the trade
court has no jurisdiction over Indi-
an tribes.

“The transfer order leaves
Appellants with no forum for relief
and as such, it is a final order and
reviewable in this Court on a de
novo basis,” they said.

Monica Tranel, counsel for
the tribal members, likened the
fight over jurisdiction to a “run
around.”

“This issue should be litigated
on the merits,” Tranel said in a
statement. “Real people are getting
hurt every day. This is not a game
for people who live on the border
and make their living with the long
and enduring relationships across
the border.”

The cases are Emily Ley Paper
Inc. v. Trump, case number 3:25-cv-
00464, in the U.S. District Court for
the Northern District of Florida and
Webber v. U.S. Department of Home-
land Security, case number 252717,
in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Ninth Circuit.

I
@ ‘ Alyssa Aquino can be reached at
aaquino@alm.com.

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

First Department

APPELLATE
DIVISION

CALENDAR FOR
THE MAY TERM

THURSDAY, MAY 8

2P.M.

24/6075 People v. Juan Perez

24/237N azor v. Sydney Sol Group

24/3879 2497 Realty Corp. v.
Fuertes

24/4809 Abramov v. 230 PAS SPE

24/1482 Salamah v. Grabowska

24/3282(2) Charles Condominiums
v. Victor RPM First

22/3637 People v. Manuel Vega

18/3935(4) Kyowa Seni Co. v. Ana
Aircraft

24/4761(4) Kyowa Seni Co. v. Ana
Aircraft

24/620 CUCS Housing v. Aymes

24/1689(2) Isaly v. Garde

24/2428 Lopez v. NG 645 Madison

24/327 Skyview Capital v. Conduent
Business

23/3250N Gillard v. Citigroup

25/253N Anheuser-Busch v. BBSR,
LLC

24/1175N Windward Bora LLC v.
Zorrilla

CALENDAR FOR
THE JUNE TERM

TUESDAY, MAY 13

2P.M.

23/1441(1) People v. Monet Duzant

25/518 Fortson v. Thompson

24/2359H., Children

24/7348 Leftt v. Blodgett

24/6942 Zhakiyanov v. Ogai

23/5131People v. Kevin Avila

24/3637 Stein v. Rockefeller
University Hospital

24/1587 Grove Equities v. Diaz

23/70 People v. Robert Wilson

25/723 Arencibia v. SilverLining,
Inc.

23/4831 Theroux v. Resnicow

24/2502(2) EXRP 14 Holdings v.
LS-14 Ave

22/4028 People v. David Martin

24/3651N Blinbaum v. Chan

WEDNESDAY, MAY 14

2P.M.

23/6308 People v. Ryan Cruzado

25/1075Martinez v. City of NY

24/7155R., Olga v. Olga M.

24/3480 Real World v. 393 West
Broadway

24/6199(2) Tahari v. Narkis

22/2716(1) People v. Ruddy Osias

24/3749 Patel v. Maybank Kim Eng
Securities

24/6455 Gamma USA v. Pavarini
McGovern LLC

19/1916(2) People v. James
Rackover

24/5726 McCann v. Ship Wrecked
Bar

25/561Island Consolidated v.
Grassi & Co.

17/2055(1) People v. Brandon
Vilella

24/4431H. G., an Infant v. NYC
Transit Authority

24/3449N Valley National Bank v.
252 W. 31 St. Corp.

THURSDAY, MAY 15

2P.M.

23/4332 People v. Jared McGowan

24/52902 Cap Investments v. Frog
Investments

24/45818., Lulu v. Rahmel H.

24/403 Promenade Nelson Apts v.
NYS Division Housing

24/3042 Mevram Services v.
Quadrum Hospitality

22/4348 People v. Juan Cordero

24/1838 Cuzco v. Broome Property

24/3765 Certain Underwriters at
Lloyd’s v. Itzhak Nissanoff Inc.

23/5321People v. Eric Daniel

24/3437 Staff v. Luen Nam Realty

24/4546 Prete v. JJ Hoyt LLC

25/217 JLJ Productions v. Amazon.
com

20/2165 People v. Donald O’Toole

24/7606N Bykovtseva v. DTH
Capital

TUESDAY, MAY 20

2P.M.

22/5282 People v. Christopher Walls

24/1743(3) U.S. Bank v. Chait

24/2868 A/M., Children

24/1245 Stallard v. NYC Police
Department

24/5495 Miracle NY Properties v.
Nayber 18

23/5124 People v. Kirby Hiciano

24/1788(2) Singer v. De Blasio

20/2475 People v. Kevin Davis

24/5160268 W. 12th Owners Corp.
v. Kunst

25/1377 Ross v. Onegevity Throne
Health Tech

23/3406 People v. Chaquona Wood

21/447 People v. Lazareth P.

24/3474N Reyes v. City of NY

25/907N Metropolitan Partners v.
Nerney

WEDNESDAY, MAY 21

2P.M.

23/3142 People v. Anthony Stokes

24/1121 Tucker v. All Metro Home
Care

24/6625B., Kevin v. Tanisha H.

25/666 HSBC Bank v. Amponsah

24/3461 Yang v. Knights Genesis

19/5317 People v. Pierre Maycock

24/3971Berrones v. 130 E. 18
Owners

24/5695 People v. Jonathan
Hernandez

25/830 Ceratosaurus Investors v.
B2C Alternative Equity

24/5643 Perez v. Norman'’s Cay
Group

22/2018 People v. Jonathan Cedeno

23/1003 People v. Marianella Diaz

24/4TTTN Roberts v. City of NY

23/4703N PanWest NCA2 v.
Rockland NCA2

THURSDAY, MAY 22

2P.M.

24/449 People v. Devin Webbert
23/1164 Stuyvesant Town v. NYS
Division Housing
24/6655M., Damineh v. Bedouin J.
24/4926 Weatherspoon v. Mazal
Ubracha 101
19/3413 People v. Hector Hernandez
24/4837 Board of Managers v. Miller
24/5100 Daniello v. J.T. Magen &
Company
23/4282 People v. Sergio Celleri
19/2012 People v. Damien Bell
24/6572(2) One River Run v. Milde
25/744 Olympic Galleria Co. v. Sitt
24/1069 People v. Adam Rivera
25/682N Rosario v. Hallen
Construction

24/6500N Prospect Capital v.
Morgan Lewis

TUESDAY, MAY 27

2 P.M.

23/1713 People v. Kamal Dockery

24/3382 Szymczyk v. Hudson 36

22/5411 M., Children

24/2742N avarro v. Joy
Construction

21/633 People v. Sophia Fearing

24/4463 Rubin v. Sabharwal

24/3348(2) Spin Capital v. Golden
Foothill Insurance

23/2079 People v. Sean Bryan

20/2147 People v. Pedro Vega

24/3450 Felton v. St. Joseph
Hospital

24/4168 Providence Construction v.
Silverite Construction

23/629 People v. Dominick
Tarazona

24/5204(3)N Slabakis v. Poyiadjis

24/3721N Associated Industries v.
Farahnik

WEDNESDAY, MAY 28

2P.M.

23/5635 People v. Joyquin McCall

24/3476 Toomer v. NYC Housing
Authority

24/5095J., Jeselle v. Alexis J.

22/4211 People v. Dante Thomas

24/3092 Chatham Capital v.
Platinum Asset

24/1510 People v. Shanasier Frasier

24/4099 Wollman v. Seven Seas
Union

19/2853 People v. Josue Maldonado

24/1955 People v. Jawaun Sims

24/4524N ational Community v.
Midtown Coalition

24/2297 Palmer v. City of NY

24/4520(2)N Arena Limited v.
Chalets LLC

24/5964N Wyse v. Amtrust North
America

24/3801N Idahosa v. MFM
Contracting

THURSDAY, MAY 29

2P.M.

22/5759 People v. Lisandro Cabrera

23/6379 Abrams v. Abrams

24/6705M., J’Quan v. Zhonvel B.

24/2301 Hasan v. Macerich
Company

23/5980 People v. Rockeem M.

24/6749 Cooper v. Arbor Realty
Trust

23/6001 Goon v. Grand Central
Partnership

19/2033 People v. Akram Joudeh

23/4355 McCoy v. Lvovsky

24/5780 American Infertility of NY
v. Kushnir

23/3936 People v. Kareem Lowndes

24/5061N Spay, Inc. v. ASMF
Holdings

24/7800(3)N AT&T Mobility v.
Grupo Salinas

TUESDAY, JUNE 3

2P.M.

23/3918 People v. Daniel Citalan

23/4993(2) 600 Associates v.
Illinois Union Insurance

24/589 P, Juan v. Wendy R.

24/2304(1) Engley v. 639 Jefferson
Place

24/6083(1) Engley v. City of NY

24/1734 People v. Jaiden Dechabert

24/7029(6) Ametek, Inc. v. Goldfarb

25/1066 Board of Managers v. 45
East 22nd St.

24/7033 L/S., Children

22/3375 People v. Charles Kenyatta

22/2774 People v. Anthony Messina

24/1568 Tavarez v. 920 E 173rd St.

24/5424N Passantino v. City of NY

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 4

2 P.M.

22/2808 People v. Kayjon Yizar

24/5395 Badesch v. Fort 710
Associates

24/48658., Jodeci v. Sheila M.

24/3927(1) Zhang v. Chu

24/3273(1) Zhang v. Chu

24/514 People v. Sterling Stewart

24/1108 Pereira v. 509 W 34th

24/7534 Kohler v. West End 84
Units

24/2207 Cedeno v. Bollyky

24/741(1) People v. Jefter
Dominguez

23/6133(1) People v. Jefter
Dominguez

24/3196 Robles-Lopez v. E.S.H.
Family Corp.

25/1321N Stafford v. A&E Real
Estate

24/3247(2)N Board of Managers v.
World-Wide Holdings

THURSDAY, JUNE 5

2P.M.

20/2149 People v. Nicholas Wallace

17/2821 Etrade Bank v. DelValle

23/2411U., Cheryl v. Ehigie U.

18/3965 People v. Eric Keaton

20/569 People v. Jevon Eddy

24/5315 State Division Human
Rights v. C & A Central

23/5737(6) J Carey Smith v. 11
West 12 Realty

24/7901 Board of Managers v. Park
Park Associates

23/1348 People v. Rigoberto Deleon

23/4914(2) Alcan Harbor v.
Assurant Group

22/2458 People v. Sonia Taylor

25/569N Ghatak v. McKinsey &
Company

25/1060N 1240 EI Grant Highway v.
1240 Edward Grant

* ok ok

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, MAY 13

9:30 A.M.

25214/19 De La Cruz v. Aquinas

High School
10 A.M.

153982/20 Gaitan v. 18 EAST 18th
Street

653697/24 Hofstra v. United
Educators

WEDNESDAY, MAY 14

10 AM.
650330/20 AT&T Mobility v. Grupo
Salinas
655852/21 Interebar Fabricators v.
C.B. Contracting Corp.
655018/23 Handl NY v. Identity
Group
656352/20 260 Mott Realty v Eli
Halili LLC
2 P.M.

659287/24 PV 1508 CIA v. Singer

650032720 Colliers International v.
City Hall Commons LLC

FRIDAY, MAY 16

9:30 A.M.

653548/24 Board of Managers v
Malcolm Shabazz Development

WEDNESDAY, MAY 21

10 AM.

650314/24 Exceptional Media v.
Chainalysis, Inc.

THURSDAY, MAY 22

10 AM.

653409/23 Davidoff Hutcher &
Citron LLP v. McLendon

WEDNESDAY, MAY 28

10 AM.
654176/22 BankUnited v. Gray-Line
TUESDAY, JUNE 3

10 AM.
9153/19 Anderson v. Anderson
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 4

10 A.M.

652901/24 Rego Park Lender v.
Golyan

FRIDAY, JUNE 20

10 AM.

813946/21 Liu v. Consolidated
Scaffolding Inc.

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 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. In addition, listed
below is information on Judicial
Hearing Officers, Mediation,
and Special Referees.

IAS PARTS

1 Silvera: 300 (60 Centre)

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: 300 (60 Centre)

13 Schumacher 304 (71 Thomas)

14 Bluth: 432 (60 Centre)

15 Johnson: 116 (60 Centre)

17 Hagler: 335 (60 Centre)

18 Tisch: 104 (71 Thomas)

19 Sokoloff: 540 (60 Centre)

20 Kaplan: 422 (60Centre)

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 Dominguez: 289 (80 Centre)

28 Tingling: 543 (60 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 Perry-Bond: 684 (111 Centre)

36 Saunders: 205 (71 Thomas)

37 Engoron: 418 (60 Centre)

38 Nock: 1166 (111 Centre)

39 Clynes: 307 (80 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)

50 Sweeting: 279 (80 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
Adams 300 (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

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

Judicial Hearing Officers

Part 91 Hon. C. Ramos
Part 93 Hon. Marin

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. Inmediately 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—Motion 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.

FINAL—Adjournment date is final

60 CENTRE
STREET

Submissions Part
THURSDAY, MAY 8

Submission

1100357/25 Marino v. Board of
Education of The City School
Dist. of NYC

2101393/24 Moncion v. NYC Nypd

FRIDAY, MAY 9

Submission

1101116/24 Molina v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene
2100433/25 Weaver v. The NYCHA

Paperless Judge Part
THURSDAY, MAY 8

650740/20145 Ave. A Rlty. LLC v.
Gelarto, Inc. Et Al

650739/251571-1573 Third Ave.
LLC v. Taim Upper East LLC Et Al

160635/21176-178 Lexington Ave.
LLC v. Seneca Ins. Co., Inc.

850142/25527 West Partners LLC v.
Our Children’s Foundation, Inc.
Et Al

652472/24 Aerogen LLC Et Al v.
Tapjets Hldgs. Inc. Et Al

654742/20Agp Hldgs. Two LLC v.
Certain Underwriters At

651428/25 Akf Inc. v. Syndikos
Investments LLC Et Al

656437/23 Alphacentric Income
Opportunities Fund v.
Wilmington Trust Co. (and Any
Predecessors Or Successors
Thereto) As Trustee Et Al

650768/25 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v.
Rochelle Newspapers, Inc.

659112/24 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v.
Talentcode Mgt. Group, Inc. Et Al

650890/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Whitted

659128/24 Azur Ltd. v. Barokas

159523/21 Baez v. Kelly

150677/25Baptiste v. The City Univ.
of NY EtAl

160975/20 Benevento v. NYC

150777/25Billingslea v. NYC Et Al

160479/24 Branch v. X-Port
Services, Inc. Et Al

653252/22 Bykov v. Ac Universal
Supply, Inc. Et Al

654616/24 C4 Pest Control v.
Vernon Manor Co-Operative
Apts., Section I, Inc.

159136/21 Cabrera v. Jpmorgan
Chase Bank

152192/21 Carey v. Carey

655118/24 Celtic Services NYC Inc.
v. Seigel

651213/25 Chesterfield Faring v.
Cronin

152213/25 Cinfiors Ltd v. NYC Et Al

659501/24 Clever Gain Mgt. v. Smi
138 E 50 St LLC Et Al

659800/24 Coburn Analytics, Inc. Et
Alv. Kunato, Inc. Et Al

450504/16 Comm'rs. of The State v.
Greystone Mgt. Solutions

157430724 Corniel v. Natasha
Accessories

158809/24 Daniels v. NYC Et Al

156974/22 Delegal v. NYC Et Al

952333/23 Delgado v. Donald J.
Trump For President, Inc. Et Al

100044/25 Deloach v. Assurant

155913/24 Diamond v. Charter
Communications, Inc. D/b/a
Spectrum Cable Et Al

154987/24 Diaz v. NYCHA Et Al

161588/24 Distefano v. Studio Fuda
LLC

159733/23 Dist. Council 37 v. NYC
Et Al

154660/25 Dist. Council 37 v. NYC
Et Al

160055/24 Doe v. Combs

152574/19Douglas v. The NYCHA

159852/24 Drory v. Gold Esq.
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654985/23 Eggerud v. West End 84
Units LLC Et Al

655350/17 Elhanani v. Kuzinez

651935/24 Energo v. 135-137 West
115th St. Housing Dev. Fund
Corp.
151803/24 Escobar v. 24 West Food
Corp. D/b/a Food Dynasty Et Al
652199/22 Estjon v. Blackboard Ins.
Co.

157697/24Fanas v. Singh

157599/16 Focacci v. One East River
PL. Rlty.

650635/25 Fox Rothschild Llp v.
Sparrow

650611/25 Frink-Hamlett Legal
Solutions, Inc. v. Tellock

156419/20 Gabriele v. Boyarsky

155149/23 Granby’s Funeral
Service, Inc. v. Seneca Ins. Co.,
Inc. Et Al

154419/24 Guaraca Saquisilli v. 164
4 LLCEt Al

651195/25Hbc Us Hldgs. LLC v. Nat.
Fire & Marine Ins. Co.

158494/24Hickman v. NYC Et Al

190118/25Hidden v. Allied Bldg.
Prods. Corp. Et Al

654719/24Imian Py Member LLC v.
Vlacich LLC

150561/22 Jones v. Wazadally

150278/23 Knight v. East Pub Inc. Et
Al

152374/24Kuvshynov v. Fox News
Network

161333/18 Lackenbauer v. L&K
Partners, Inc.

651249/25 Ladder Cre Finance Reit
Inc. v. Gindi

950711/21 M.L. v. Archdiocese of NY

655044/22 Ma v. Wang

805300/20 Mack v. Northern
Manhattan Nursing

161082/22Maldonado v. Cm &
Associates Contracting Inc. Et Al

152328/17Mallay v. AW. & S.
Const. Co.

190095/25March v. Coty Inc. Et Al

151982/19McCann v. Ship Wrecked
Bar And Grill

850505/23 McLp Asset Co., Inc. v.
Delucia

650013/25Metro. Partners Group
Admin. v. Nerney

158477/22Moronta v. West 151st St.
Rity. Co. LLC Et Al

158117/24 Murphy Marshall v. Acp
Parent LLC

151134/23NY Marine &
General Ins. Co. And Certain
Underwriters At Lloyd’s A/s/o
Genesis Y15 Owners LLC v. 26
West 127 Owner LLC Et Al

655724/23 01d Republic Nat.
Title Ins. Co. v. First Choice
Settlement of NY

153364/24 Oleske v. NYS Dept. of
Law Et Al

154776/17 Orj Properties Inc v.
Nyhk West 40 LLC

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

159540/23 Palma-Castro v. Madison
Plaza Apt. Corp. Et Al

154851/25People of The State of
NY v. Dailypay, Inc.

159248/24 Percaro v. Mall At Smith
Haven

652209/25 Petrossian v. Creative
Goods Merchandise LLC

650756/25 Plrs Restoration D/b/a
Paul Davis Restoration v. 61
West 62 Owners Corp. Et Al

450775/24 Prop. Clerk v. Hernandez

153115/23 Ro v. Transit Wireless
LLC Et Al

152162/24Roa v. NYC Et Al

153678/23 Rodriguez v. The
Langston Condominium Et Al

805384/21 Rudansky v. City Md Et
Al

153222/23 Sarasota Dev. Co., LLC Et
Al'v. The Board of Mgrs. of The
58-60 Reade St. Condominium Et
Al

154028/19 Sarracco v. NYC Bike
Share

850678/23 Sbt Advantage Bank v.
Ma

154698/25 Schellens v. NYC Et Al

157481/22 Shin v. 157 Suffolk St. Jv
LLC

153993/21 Singh v. Campbell

652433/25 Stifel, Nicolaus &

Co., Inc., Acting Through Its
Business Div., Eaton Partners v.
Aquilo Capital Mgt.

150855/22 Stoddart v. Dynamic Us
Inc.

153468/24 Terrero v. Green

453777/24NYC Et Al v. 21647 LLC

655761/24 Thinkup, Inc. v.
Disruptive Prod.s, Inc. Et Al

653742/23 Toribio Francisco v.
Creston Hills 26 LLC Et Al

657252/20 Valley Nat. Bank v. Fpg
Maiden Lane

650434/25Vcs Venture Securities
LLC v. Pecoraro

653071/21 Walgreen Co. v. Kassover

158684/21 Warner v. Bpp St Owner

452432/16 Weinhardt v. NYCTA

151308/25West 92nd St. Associates
LLC v. Lozovsky

654094/23 Wheels Up Partners v.
Exclusive Jets

654392/23 Wv Partners LLC v.
Hudson Private Corp.

157001/22 Zhang v. Downing St.
Rity. LLC. Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

151042/21225 East 14th Street v.
Lin

155177/2237 West 20 LLC v. Safe
Drive Systems, Inc.

652032/2562nd St. Dev. LLC v.
Johnson

161746/24 6448 Rlty. Associates LLC
v. Sagi

655877/24 Aac 555 Grand
Concourse LLC v. Amg 555 G C
Quickserve LLC Et Al

950062/21 Abb v. Police Athletic
League Inc.

652186/24 Abi Seven LLC v. Hand
Forged Tattoos

650947/25 Acar v. Amric LLC

655814/24 Afi Solar Capital
Solutions v. Vielectron

652020/25 Agostino And Associates
P.C. v. Baltas

156774/24 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
Emp Solutions, Inc.

158261/22 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
G.A. Fleet Associates, Inc. Et Al

950040/21 Al v. Police Athletic
League, Inc.

157532/22 Alegre v. NYC

655644/24 Alvarado v. Rezdora LLC
Et Al

158518/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Miller

653283/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Acosta -Ovalle

805441/23 Anderson v. Hudson
Pointe At Riverdale Center For
Nursing And Rehab Et Al

154842/23 Armijos v. Ai 229 West
43rd St. Prop. Owner

654058/24 Art Capital Group LLC Et
Al'v. Mugrabi

652465/22 Bagirova v. The Nomo
Soho Hotel Et Al

159701/24 Barber v. Loreal USA,
Inc. Et Al

805138/24 Bates v. Mount Sinai
Hosp. Et Al

650388/24 Bellwood NY Inc. v. 119
Ave. A Rlty. Corp. Et Al

656079/18 Board of Mgrs. of The St.
v. Jma Consultants, Inc. D/b/a

451025/25Bohlen v. Salamon

161369/23 Brennan Center For
Justice At NY Univ. School of
Law v. NYC Police Dept.

850613/23 Brick Air Capital LLC v.
NId Properties, Inc. Et Al

950049/21Brr v. Police Athletic
League, Inc.

805147/19Bryson v. Ting

161781/24 Cacciatore v. Tisch

158746/23 Cahn v. Chapler

805058/24 Calderon v. NY
Presbyterian Cornell Medical
Center Et Al

154625/25 Calender v. NYC Et Al

159634/22 Carchipulla v. Terminal
Fee Owner Lp Et Al

159020/20 Castillo De La Cruz v.
510 East 86th St. Owners

654284/23 Castle Village Owners
Corp. v. Girardi

651150/24 Certain Underwriters At
Lloyd’s v. Basf Corp. Et Al

652179/25 Cf Encore Purchaser LLC
v. Goldklang

150151/21 Chica v. Permanent
Mission of The

152739/24 Coles v. NYC Et Al

652502/22 Collins v. Heavy Camp
Records, Inc. Et Al

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

650598/24 Con Ed Co. of NY v. Tokio
Marine Specialty Ins. Co., A
Delaware Corp.

106473/11 Corrigan v. NYCTA

152496/20 Cruz Fuentes v. 65
Franklin LLC

158366/20 Cuesta v. Inwood
Heights, Inc.

152296/25D. Boral Capital LLC v.
Currenc Group Inc.

151545/24 Dasilva v. Montes Jr.

151068/25 Delancey Suffolk
Associates LLC v. Alsaidi

452634/20 Dept. of Environmental
Protection of The NYC- Water
Board v. Board of Mgrs. of The
Crossings Condominium Et Al

659327/24 Deutsch v. Avangrid, Inc.
EtAl

150628/22 Donovan v. NYCTA Et Al

151769/24 Dubose v. Good News
Rlty., Inc.

659884/24 Duff v. Royer Cooper
Cohen Braunfeld LLC Et Al

161853/23 Emamian v. Beldock
Levine & Hoffman Llp Et Al

161688/19Estate of Lara Nadia
Anike v. One Union Square East

850009/21 Ev4 Associates LLC v.
219 Ave ANYC LLCAKA

157555/23 Fine Craftsman Group v.
Dwyer

151781/25Fogccs 218 West 147th
St. v. The Tax Comm. of NYC Et
Al

162594/19Fontanez v. NYCHA

659294/24 Fowler v. Ibarra LLC Et Al

151395/20 Gamble v. Cpv Valley

654525/16 Gelwan v. Deratafia

650076/25 Genuine Plumbing And
Heating LLC v. Jonis-145 E 35th
St. LLC

150152/25 Gilbertson v. Bryant Park
Corp. Et Al

161655/24 Ginsburg & Misk Llp v.
Eshaghpour

161831/24Glyn v. Stray Kids Et Al

161327/24 Gomez v. 235 West 107th
St. Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et
Al

161403/23 Govt. Accountability &
Oversight v. Office of The Mayor
of NYC

653208/24 Great American Ins. Co.
v. Arch Real Estate Hldgs.

102035/11 Grosz v. NYC Dept. of

320085/23 Guarini v. Guarini Iv

160867/23 Haggerty v. NYC Et Al

154012/21 Hecht v. Brandt

655468/23 Holifield v. Xri
Investment Hldgs. LLC Et Al

151463/25Holmes v. NYC Et Al

151470/25in The Matter of The
Application of 351 Canal St. LLC
v. Niblack

154128/25in The Matter of The
Application of 99 Sutton LLC v.
NYC Bd. of Ed. of Standards And
Appeals Et Al

153740/24in The Matter of The
Application of Hunter Severini v.
NYC Et Al

161377/24in The Matter of The
Trust Created By Howard Alan
Wolfson v. Wolfson

659012/24 Intralinks, Inc. v. Hudson
Sustainable Group

151516/23 Jimenez v. Summit
Security Services, Inc. Et Al

850501/24 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Segal

655823/20 Katzoff v. Bsp Agency

805089/22L.E.C. Et Al v. Gavara

150990/23 Laby v. Structure Tone

152329/23 Lending Assets LLC v.
Gerbi Esq.

158244/24 Leonard v. Ge Shl LLC Et
Al

153625/18 Lewis v. NYC

650791/25 Lignel v. Butler

653206/23 Linden Associates L.P. Et
Alv. Shepherd Buccini

651023/24 Lipari v. Zigman

152159/25 Lopez v. NYC Et Al

655206/23 Lynn v. 126 Columbia
Tower 1 LLC Et Al

154618/20 Manko v. City Univ. of
New

157316/21 Mark Propco LLC v.
Jackson Aka Lisa M. Calicchio

160189/23 Minier v. 431 Audubon

450803/18 Mojica v. NYC

161530/23 Morel De Jesus v.
Mostafa

654441/24 Mortensen v. Nat. Cable
Communications LLC

153078/17 Nancy Bloostein v. 87th
St. Sherry Associates LLC

151657/20NY Marine And General
v. NY Firetech Inc

156177/21 Noel v. 336 E 95th Rity.
LLC

152858/20 Noka v. Gashi

158711/23 Ortiz v. Akam Living
Services, Inc.

651359/25 Oxford Finance LLC v.
Mirlis

153568/23 Parker Interior
Plantscape v. Legacy Builders/
developers Corp

162227/24 Patel v. United Dental
Corp. Et Al

655006/22 Patterson Belknap Webb
& Tyler Llp v. Hoganwillig

652609/24 Peng v. The Board of
Mgrs. of Acmos on Chrystie LLC
Et Al

154048/23 Pennbus Realties
v. Ciardullo Architecture &
Engineering

157502/23 Pennbus Realties v.
Optimal Strategix Group, Inc. Et
Al

450155/22 Perez v. Silva

159965/24 Perkins v. Muladze

151934/23 Pollack v. Kling Phd

850131/21 Ps Funding, Inc. v. Itay
Kahiri LLC Et Al

151532/25Ragunathan v. Savino &
Smollar PC. Et Al

950046/21 Rgg v. Police Athletic
League, Inc.

190083/21Richard Barthelmess
And Virginia Barthelmess v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co., Et Al

650655/25 Richards v. Reno

153010/23 Rosa v. Archdicese
of NY A/k/a Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

151576/21 Rosenthal v. Park Hill
Tenants Corp. Et Al

655484/24 Rxr Sl Owner LLC v. V
Fashionable

159212/21 Saquisili v. 305 Equities
Corp. Et Al

651267/24 Sotheby’s Financial
Services California, Inc. v.
Bighawk Beverages

159380/23 Stacy v. NYC Et Al

655549/23 Steven Gurney-Goldman
v. Solil Mgt.

156500/22 Szpiczynska v. 2057-61
Rity.

158126/22 Teperman v. 1411 Ic-Sic
Prop. LLC

652296/23 Tompkins 183 LLC v. All
Dimension Home Improvement
& Restoration, Inc.

652042/25 Tontec Int’l Ltd. v. Ddc
Enterprise Ltd.

453299/21 Trump v. Trump

321967/24 Tsuari v. Miller

650988/24 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Garbarini & Scher

190283/24 Vargas v. Conopco, Inc.,
A Subsidiary of Unilever U.S.,
Inc. And D/b/a Unilever Home
& Personal Care USA, Sued
Individually And As Successor-
In-Interest To Chesebrough
Manufacturing Co. A/k/a
Chesebrough-Ponds A/k/a
Chesebrough-Pond’s USA Co. Et
Al

655825/24 Vulpes Testudo Fund Et
Alv. Gregory Daniel Shinnick Et
Al

160211/22W. v. Delacruz

Court Calendars

250798/20 Greystone Properties
West End LLC v. The Tax Comm.
of NYC

651339/22 Groner v. Kushner

240108/24in The Matter of The
Application For The Review of
An Assessment Under Article 7
of The Real Prop. Tax Law Cpc

NEW NOTE!
U.S DISTRICT COURT

Southern District

Court Seeks Candidates for Criminal Justice Act
Panel

The United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York is seeking applicants for the
SDNY Criminal Justice Act (CJA) Panel. Applications
are available on the court’s website at https://www.
nysd.uscourts.gov/forms/cja-panel-membership-
application.

The CJA Panel is comprised of private attorneys
who are authorized to serve as appointed defense
counsel pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3006A. To qualify
for a position on the CJA Panel, attorneys must be
members in good standing of the bar of the Southern
District and have proven experience and competency
in the field of federal criminal defense work.

Applications will be reviewed by a committee of
attorneys that will forward its recommendations
to the Southern District Board of Judges’ Defender
Services Committee. The Court is committed to
increasing the diversity of the applicant pool and
encourages qualified female and minority lawyers
to apply for positions.

Candidates can apply to be a member of the Foley
Square Panel or the White Plains Panel or both. CJA
Panel attorneys commit to being “on duty” one day
every four to six months if a member of the Foley
Square panel and approximately one day every month
if on the White Plains panel. On that “duty day,”
CJA attorneys represent clients when the Federal
Defender has a conflict; the hours of duty are from
9:00 a.m. until the closing of the Magistrate Judge’s
Office, which is sometimes after 5:00 p.m. CJA Panel
members serve a three-year term and are reimbursed
at the rate of $175/hour for in-court and out-of-court
time.

“We are fortunate to have such talented and skilled
attorneys dedicated to providing indigent defendants
with the representation to which they are constitu-
tionally entitled,” said United States District Judge
Vernon Broderick who is Chair of the Southern Dis-
trict’s Defender Services Committee.

Southern District Chief Judge Laura Taylor Swain
said, “Our exemplary panel of CJA lawyers provides
representation that is both excellent and essential.
Panel attorneys ensure the protection of defendants’
constitutional rights and uphold the Rule of Law.
We look forward to being able to invite additional
outstanding practitioners to join them in this impor-
tant work.”

Attorneys can also apply for membership on panels
that represent defendants in capital cases and in
non-trial work, primarily habeas corpus proceedings.
In addition, the Southern District also sponsors a
mentoring program that helps identify and prepare
experienced state court practitioners for appoint-
ment to the Panel. While the mentorship program
is aimed at increasing the diversity of the Panel, the
program is open to all. Contact Peter Quijano at 212-
686-0666 or Anthony Ricco at 212-791-3919 for more
information on the mentorship program.

U.S.COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT

Court Seeks Applications for Federal Public
Defender
For the Northern District of New York

Application Deadline is May 16

The United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit invites applications from qualified candidates
for the position of Federal Public Defender for the
Northern District of New York. The term of office is
four years, with potential for appointment to suc-
cessive terms. The current authorized annual salary
is $195,200.

The Federal Public Defender, functioning under
the authority of 18 U.S.C. § 3006A(g)(2)(A) and the
Criminal Justice Act Plan for the Northern District
of New York, provides criminal defense services to
individuals unable to afford counsel. The Office of
the Federal Public Defender for the Northern District
of New York has offices in Albany and Syracuse. The
Federal Public Defender supervises a staff of assistant
federal defenders, federal capital appellate resource
counsel, investigators, paralegals, a mitigation spe-
cialist, and support personnel.

The website for the office is: Office of the Public
Defender Northern District of New York.

Applicants must satisfy the following conditions:

(1) be amember in good standing in the bar of the
state in which the candidate is admitted to practice;

(2) have a minimum of five years criminal practice
experience, preferably with significant federal crimi-
nal trial experience, which demonstrates an ability
to provide zealous representation of consistently
high quality to criminal defendants;

(3) possess the ability to effectively administer the
office, including the following management areas:

¢ Budget, procurement, and travel

e Human resources

¢ Space, facilities, and property;

(4) have a reputation for integrity; and

(5) demonstrate a commitment to the representa-
tion of those unable to afford counsel.

As the chief executive of the Office of the Federal
Public Defender, the Federal Public Defender holds
ultimate responsibility for the administration of the
Office. The Office serves as a resource center for all
practicing federal defense attorneys in the District,
providing regularly scheduled training programs as
well as advice and counsel when needed. The Federal

Public Defender works nationally with other federal
defenders on evolving issues in federal criminal law
and other areas of shared concern.

The Second Circuit uses an open and competitive
selection process. A Merit Selection Committee will
review all applications and interview the most quali-
fied candidates. With consideration of the District
Court’s recommendation, the Committee will refer
the best qualified candidate to the Court of Appeals
for selection and appointment. Applicants will be
considered without regard to race, color, religion, sex,
national origin, age, sexual orientation, or disability.
The selected nominee will be required to complete
a background investigation prior to appointment.
The Federal Public Defender may not engage in the
private practice of law.

Application forms are posted on the Court’s web-
site at http://www.ca2.uscourts.gov. Completed appli-
cation packages must be in the format required by
the Second Circuit and received no later than May
16, 2025.

NEW YORK STATE
COURT OF APPEALS

Scheduling Dates
For Primary Election Appeals

The Clerks’ Offices of the Court of Appeals and the
Appellate Division Departments release the following
joint scheduling announcement:

The Departments have scheduled and reserved
the following dates to consider appeals related to
the June 24, 2025 primary elections:

First Department: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 (Wednes-
day, May 7, 2025 if necessary)

Second Department: Wednesday, May 7, 2025
Third Department: Friday, May 9, 2025
Fourth Department: Tuesday, May 6, 2025

The Court of Appeals has scheduled Tuesday, May
13, 2025 to consider appeals and motions for leave
to appeal related to primary election matters.

All parties, election boards and affected courts are
expected to proceed expeditiously with all phases of
election matters so that the requirements of these
special sessions and the Election Law can be met.
Please consult with the respective Clerks’ Offices
for details about meeting the timing requirements
of each Court.

Because there is limited time available between
the primary election sessions of the Appellate Divi-
sion Departments and the Court of Appeals, parties
who seek to have matters placed upon the Court of
Appeals motions or appeals calendars must contact
the Court of Appeals Clerk’s Office for filing instruc-
tions promptly (usually immediately upon release
of the Appellate Division decision).

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT

Pro Se Electronic Filing of Documents

Parties who are not represented by an attorney
(known as self-represented or pro se individuals) are
not permitted to electronically file documents in CM/
ECF without a court order. The preferred methods
of delivery of court filings are United States Mail
and hand delivery to the Clerk’s Office of either
courthouse.

The Eastern District of New York does provide a
method of electronic delivery for self-represented
parties who cannot mail or hand deliver documents
to the courthouse via this link: https://prose.nyed.
uscourts.gov/. This delivery method replaces any
earlier versions and cannot be used to file initial
complaints in a new case. All pro se parties who
use the electronic delivery method must provide a
valid email address and must follow all document
filing guidelines which are available on the court’s
web site: www.nyed.uscourts.gov.

Pro se parties may contact the Clerk’s Office at
either courthouse for assistance:

United States District Court
Eastern District of New York
225 Cadman Plaza East
Brooklyn, NY 11201
718-613-2665

United States District Court
Eastern District of New York
100 Federal Plaza

Central Islip, NY 11722
631-712-6060

NEW NOTE!
APPELLATE TERM

First Department
Filing Dates for the June Term

The JUNE 2025 Term of the Court will commence
on JUNE 4, 2025.

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 APRIL 8, 2025.

Respondent’s Briefs must filed on or before MAY
1, 2025.

Reply Briefs, if any, must be filed on or before MAY
9, 2025.

160257/23 Walford v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

950730/21Wilson v. Archdiocese of
NY EtAl

950085/21 Ww v. Police Athletic
League, Inc.

651243/24 Zepsa Industries, Inc. v.
401 West Prop. Owners

E-Filing
Submission Part

Adjourned for
Working
Copies Part

Part 1

Justice Adam Silvera
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 300

Part 2

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

250102/20156 E 30 Realty v. The
Tax Commission of The City of
New York

257650/17 16 East 55th St. v. Tax
Comm. of The

263626/19175 Varick v. The Tax
Comm. of NYC

254004/20186 Norfolk LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

250278/20205 East 10th St. Owners
Inc. v. The Tax Comm. of NYC

262789/1726/32 J LLC v. The Tax
Comm. of NYC

250641/1928 Perry St. 250736/179 West 35th St. LLC v.
Condominium v. The Tax Comm. The Tax Comm. of NYC
of NYC 256823/12Ai 229 West 43rd St. v.

250603/17300 West 23rd St.
Owners, Inc. v. The Tax Comm.
of NYC

255474/20301 First Dorm Condo
LLC v. The Tax Comm. of NYC

266364/203950 Rity. Corp. v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

252908/124 Third Ave. Leasehold v.
The Tax Comm.

251922/14535-545 Fee LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

263911/19543 B'way. Corp. v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

252564/1655 East 66th St. Corp. v.
The Tax Comm. of NYC

251937/1786th St. Tenants Corp. v.
Tax Comm. of The

The Tax Comm.

250599/20Alkal v. The Tax Comm.

of NYC

259478/17 Armed Rlty. Co. v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

258765/19 Beresford Apts., Inc. v.
The Tax Comm. of NYC

261128/13 Berit Rlty. L.L.C. v. Tax
Comm. of The

256659/15Cleo Rlty. Associates v.
The Tax Comm.

266368/20 First Hudson Capital v.
The Tax Comm. of NYC

257364/17Fm United LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

155149/23 Granby's Funeral
Service, Inc. v. Seneca Ins. Co.,
Inc. Et Al

Headquarters, Inc. v. The Tax
Comm. of NYC Et Al

255921/17 Jtre W 72 St. LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

256561/23 Lumary LLC v. The Tax
Comm. of NYC

151982/19McCann v. Ship Wrecked
Bar And Grill

250260/22Mo 37 v. The Tax Comm.
of NYC

250204/19Moira F. Boccellari
Grantor Trust v. The Tax Comm.
of NYC

259080/22 Nkm Proscia LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

251949/1801d Glory Real Estate v.
Tax Comm. of The

264995/18 Omni Berkshire Corp. v.
Tax Comm. of The

257363/17 Oversight Mgt. v. Tax
Comm. of The

251507/21 Stone St. Partners v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

259437/19The Reade Chambers
Condominium v. The Tax Comm.
of NYC

261040/07W20012/ 15cpw Rlty. v.
Tax Comm. of The

250874/20Yomtov 26 LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

Motion

240108/24in The Matter of The
Application For The Review of
An Assessment Under Article 7
of The Real Prop. Tax Law Cpc
Headquarters, Inc. v. The Tax
Comm. of NYC Et Al

653299/23 Bah v. Securitas Security
Services USA, Inc. Et Al

161781/24 Cacciatore v. Tisch

652179725 Cf Encore Purchaser LLC
v. Goldklang

655005/21 Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. v. Ace American Ins. Co.

151545/24 Dasilva v. Montes Jr.

652085/24 Equinox F&B, Inc. v. The
Juice Press

162481/23 Ford v. Mazal Ubracha
101 LLC

153767/25Fuhr v. Smith

653622/22 Hernandez v. Mi Paso
Centroamericano Corp. Et Al

656185/23 Hope Come Int’l Ltd. v.
Royal Promotions Group, Inc.

656129/18Itria Ventures LLC v.
Beaver St. Pizza LLC

653206/23 Linden Associates L.P. Et
Alv. Shepherd Buccini

651023/24 Lipari v. Zigman

650655/25 Richards v. Reno

655484/24 Rxr Sl Owner LLC v. V
Fashionable

152842/21 Sky It Group v. Super
Nova 330 LLC

651029/24 Stargo Mechanical
NY Inc. v. Peak Mechanical
Solutions Inc. Et Al

152937/23 The Board of Mgrs.
of The 111 Fulton St.
Condominium v. Leviev Fulton
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154519/25The Board of Mgrs. of
The Barbizon/63 Condominium
v. Lo Casio

651243/24 Zepsa Industries, Inc. v.
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Motion

153767/25 Fuhr v. Smith

154519/25The Board of Mgrs. of
The Barbizon/63 Condominium
v. Lo Casio

Part 9

Part 3

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8
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Certain Underwriters At

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

654142/20 Piraeus Bank S.A. v.
Notias

657193/20 Tekiner v. Bremen
House Inc.

656715/22Vida Longevity Fund v.
Suttonpark Capital LLC Et Al
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Notias

657193/20 Tekiner v. Bremen
House Inc.
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Suttonpark Capital LLC Et Al
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656079/18 Board of Mgrs. of The St.
v. Jma Consultants, Inc. D/b/a

653208/24 Great American Ins. Co.
v. Arch Real Estate Hldgs.
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Part 6

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

805084/24 Aloisio v. Akb Foundation
EtAl

805112/22 Antonelli v. NY
Presbyterian Weill Cornell
Medical Center Et Al

805225/17Baker v. NY Orthopedic

805262/24 Calchera v. Sardar M.D.

805217/24 Chakrabarti v. Weill
Cornell Center For Reprod.ive
Medicine Et Al

805005/19 Corcoran v. Deipolyi

805190/22 Delamaza v. Bhardwaj
M.D.

805113/19E. S. F. A Minor By Her v.
Winthrop Univ. Hosp.

805194/15Endriss v. Barbara

805355/21 Epstein v. Calat D.M.D.

805293/17Flynn v. Goldenberg

805414/19 George Chen v. Barakat

805325/21 Gruppo v. Kiely M.D.

805105/24 Gutwillig v. Tewari M.D.

805201/24 Habib v. Brandon J.
Godbout

805171/22 Hegbeli v. Olanescu M.D.

805229/22 Hermy Orduna As
Attorney in Fact For Clorinda
Arrascue v. The Mount Sinai
Hosp.

805088/22 Hernandez-Clusan v. The
NY And Presbyterian Hosp. Et
Al

805329/22 Herrera v. Del Vecchio
M.D.
805356/18Isaacson v. Pacifico
805417/19Kang v. Zatorski
805063/24 Lesse v. Mount Sinai
Hosps. Group, Inc. Et Al
805110/23 Lezette Nieves As
Administrator of The Estate
of Esther Nieves v. Northern
Manhattan Nursing Home, Inc.
Et Al
805106/24 Macgregor v. Shen Md
Phd
805300/20Mack v. Northern
Manhattan Nursing
805215/24 Madalinska v. Agnes
Radzio M.D. Et Al
805291/19Morrison v. Johnson
805235/21 Nathaniel Shapiro v.
Riverspring Licensed Home Care
Services Agency Inc. Et Al
805440/23 Nolan v. Dewitt
Rehabilitation And Nursing
Center Inc Et Al
805166/22 Odesanya v. Ketly Michel
805074/21 Palese v. Goyal
805256/22 Pugh v. Duszka M.D.
805085/18 Rivera v. Chamas
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M.D.
805421/23 Weiss v. Citi Md Et Al
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Presbyterian Cornell Medical
Center Et Al
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Part 7

Justice Gerald Lebovits
60 Centre Street
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D/b/a Qortex Inc. Et Al
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Reading v. Colony Ins. Co.
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LLC v. Blakk Smoke Inc Et Al

100471/25Graf v. Reprod.ive
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Seay
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510 East 86th St. Owners

158986/20 Clarke v. Fifth Ave. Dev.
Co.

161688/19Estate of Lara Nadia
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659294/24 Fowler v. Ibarra LLC Et Al

650853/25 Genius Sports Media Inc.
v. Wondermind Global Inc.

150152/25 Gilbertson v. Bryant Park
Corp. Et Al

659012/24 Intralinks, Inc. v. Hudson
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160189/23 Minier v. 431 Audubon

653740/24 Paek v. Is Dev. LLC

162227/24 Patel v. United Dental
Corp. Et Al

157594/23 Sanchez v. Side By Side
Rity. LLC Et Al

155661/21 Weiss v. Astor Pl.
Associates LLC Et Al
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Justice Arlene P. Bluth
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3219
Room 432
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650740/20145 Ave. A Rlty. LLC v.
Gelarto, Inc. Et Al
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159921/20A & L Gaudio Rlty. Inc. v.
Nathan Francis Murley A/k/a

150952/20 Diaz v. Rg3 Rity. Corp

850358/24 Hilton Resorts Corp. v.
Whelan

151634/21M13 & M15 Hldgs. v.
Athanson

FRIDAY, MAY 9

152496/20 Cruz Fuentes v. 65
Franklin LLC

655006/22 Patterson Belknap Webb
& Tyler Llp v. Hoganwillig

Part 15

Justice Jeanine R. Johnson
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4462
Room 116

THURSDAY, MAY 8

365343/20 Lavitt v. Perlman
365807/23 Whelan v. Whelan

Part 17

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

156419/20 Gabriele v. Boyarsky

157599/21Jean v. 4181 B'way. LLC
EtAl

159851/22 Jean v. Stellar Mgt. Et Al

159338/18 Jordan v. Con Ed Co.

150913/20Ye v. Sze

FRIDAY, MAY 9

150751/20 Amon v. 96th St. Lofts
LLC

162594/19Fontanez v. NYCHA

157038/20 Melching v. First
Lexington Corp.

151274/20 Pittman v. Yantiss

Motion
150751/20 Amon v. 96th St. Lofts

LLC
151274/20 Pittman v. Yantiss

Part 19
Justice Lisa A. Sokoloff
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3979
Room 540

Part 20
ADR
Justice Deborah A. Kaplan
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3300
Courtroom 422

Part 24
Matrimonial Part
Justice Michael L. Katz
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3285
Courtroom 325

THURSDAY, MAY 8

161270/24 Abiah v. Boafo

320567/21Boafo-Abiah v. Abiah—
9:30 AM.

321168/23 Rossi v. Barron

Motion
161270/24 Abiah v. Boafo
FRIDAY, MAY 9

320085/23 Guarini v. Guarini Iv
308545/18 Zisman v. Levy

Motion
308545/18 Zisman v. Levy

Part 26

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

365577/22 Haffey v. Haffey
304827/18 Tsang v. Ng

FRIDAY, MAY 9
365050/24 Familant v. Familant

Part 28
Justice Aija Tingling
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4372
Room 543

THURSDAY, MAY 8

365294/24 Engel v. Engel
365306/24 Fata v. Duncan III
365538/23 Lee v. Verovic
365132/24Neumann v. Neumann
321028/24 Osorio v. De Jesus

Motion

365306/24 Fata v. Duncan III
321028/24 Osorio v. De Jesus

FRIDAY, MAY 9

365100/24 Steiner v. Steiner
321967/24 Tsuari v. Miller

Part 30V

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

805278/20Bui v. Reisacher
805226/20De Cicco v. Tornambe
805024/21 Genet v. NY And
805114/22 Gonzalez v. The NY And
Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al
800094/11 Hurt v. Gambrell
805374/22Kelly Eng v. NYU
Langone Medical Center Et Al
805150/19 Kimmelman And v.
Smith
805250/20 Lara v. Mount Sinai
Hosp.

Part 33

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

161588/24 Distefano v. Studio Fuda
LLC

157599/16 Focacci v. One East River
Pl Rlty.

152374/24Kuvshynov v. Fox News
Network

161082/22 Maldonado v. Cm &
Associates Contracting Inc. Et Al

153678/23 Rodriguez v. The
Langston Condominium Et Al

157481/22 Shin v. 157 Suffolk St. Jv
LLC

FRIDAY, MAY 9

159701/24 Barber v. Loreal USA,
Inc. Et Al

650388/24 Bellwood NY Inc. v. 119
Ave. A Rlty. Corp. Et Al

152296/25D. Boral Capital LLC v.
Currenc Group Inc.

151068/25 Delancey Suffolk
Associates LLC v. Alsaidi

659884/24 Duff v. Royer Cooper
Cohen Braunfeld LLC Et Al

650076/25 Genuine Plumbing And
Heating LLC v. Jonis-145 E 35th
St. LLC

161655/24 Ginsburg & Misk Llp v.
Eshaghpour

158244/24 Leonard v. Ge Shl LLC Et

Al
158126/22 Teperman v. 1411 Ic-Sic
Prop. LLC

Part 34

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

450504/16 Comm’rs. of The State v.
Greystone Mgt. Solutions

150278/23Knight v. East Pub Inc. Et
Al

153115/23 Ro v. Transit Wireless
LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

158746/23 Cahn v. Chapler

151516/23 Jimenez v. Summit
Security Services, Inc. Et Al

156177/21 Noel v. 336 E 95th Rlty.
LLC

151934/23 Pollack v. Kling Phd

Part 37
IAS Part

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

451461/24NYC v. The Hartford Co.

451825/23 Delacruz v. NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

154663/22 Jean-Charles v. West
146th St. L.P. Et Al

800296/11 Lee v. Nejat

805204/20 Lee v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

805084/22 Lin v. NYCH&HC Corp.

653535/22 Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v.
Pathforward Consulting, Inc.

154053/23 Nationwide General Ins.
Co. As Subrogee of Mari Matsuo
And Simon Colley v. Systems
2000 Plumbing Services

656493/23 New My Managment LLC
v. Wilmington Trust

154391/22 Otero v. Amsterdam
Nursing Home Corp.

160599/22 Pildain Millan v.
Flintlock Const. Services

656844/17 Quasar Rlty. Partners v.
R. Kenyatta Punter

805085/21S. v. NYCH&HC Corp.

805156/22 Taylor v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

157015/24Wong v. McGowen

FRIDAY, MAY 9

158261/22 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
G.A. Fleet Associates, Inc. Et Al
651150/24 Certain Underwriters At

Lloyd’s v. Basf Corp. Et Al
450721/19NYC v. Hwang

Motion
450721/19NYC v. Hwang

Part 43

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

656951/20Arad 2 Llc v. Hamo

659128/24 Azur Ltd. v. Barokas

655167/24 Chaparral Investments v.
Rubenstein

651171/25Chardan Capital Markets
v. Data Vault Hldgs., Inc.

659800/24 Coburn Analytics, Inc. Et
Alv. Kunato, Inc. Et Al

655350/17 Elhanani v. Kuzinez

652259/22 Hunnewell Partners
(bvi) Ltd. And Park St. (gp) Ltd.
v. Deloitte Transactions And
Business Analytics Llp

651249/25 Ladder Cre Finance Reit
Inc. v. Gindi

654635/22 Terra Driggs v. Bernstein

Motion

655167/24 Chaparral Investments v.
Rubenstein

651171/25 Chardan Capital Markets
v. Data Vault Hldgs., Inc.

FRIDAY, MAY 9
453299/21 Trump v. Trump

Part 40TR
Judicial Mediation

Justice Suzanne J. Adams
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 300

THURSDAY, MAY 8

657048/20109 West 38th LLC v.
Ambre Atelier
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158657/22 Martinez v. Rawlins
153187/24 Martinez v. Hernandez
156707/22Medina Ruiz v. Licht
151126/23 Millan v. Nozil
156104/21 Minzer- Nussbaum v.
Henry
161530/23 Morel De Jesus v.
Mostafa
152958/21 Nakamura v. Pan
155679/22 Oaks v. Reppucci
153030/24 Olson v. Alcantara
160733/20 Paredes v. Allen-Booker
450155/22 Perez v. Silva
159965/24 Perkins v. Muladze
153236/24 Quezada v. Habib
153130/24 Rengifo Betancur v.
Gazzola
156003/19 Robinson v. Delgado
154813/23 Robinson v. Dream
Home Contracting Et Al
152972/24 Rodriguez v. Zapey
159237/22Rome v. Lama
151024/19 Sauhl v. Bowers
153282/24 Shire v. Consol. Bus
Transit, Inc. Et Al
160534/21 Spurlock v. Tsiklauri
155986/23 Sullivan v. Ortiz
153305/23 Tang v. Sarker
159094/22 Tello v. Rodriguez
151825/23 Thomas v. Julmis
159012/23 Timlin v. Akpabie
152446/23 Veitia v. Perkiss
153147/21Viera v. Inzone Logistics
LLC Et Al
160211/22W. v. Delacruz
152834/22 Williams v. Chrysler
Dodge Jeep Ram Fiat Manhattan
159843/22Ye v. Osei
153872/22 Zhong v. Whole Foods
LLC. Et Al

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

156388/22 Alexander v. NYCHA

155811/21 Alvarado v. Moynihan
Interim Tenant LLC Et Al

159958/21 Cruz v. Const. Tech.
Group, Inc.

156478/21 Edwards v. Young Fish
110 Market Inc. Et Al

151991/18 Gaillard v. 149th
Partners Lp

155962/21 Hanlon McLean v.
Shanghai City Corp.

156754/19Harrison v. 345 Malcolm
XLLC

154168/21Ivanovic v. Ash

159516/20Jackson v. Nevei Bais
Inc. Et Al

157693/19 Pinzon v. Tristar
Associates

159441/18Rivera v. Jewish Home
Life Care

160903/20 Rodriguez v. Bdg Gotham
Residential

159255/19Ruiz v. Bop 245 Park LLC

651750/22 Union Mutual Fire Ins.
Co. v. Badri II LLC Et Al

152779/20Wolfe v. Orsid Rity. Corp.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

155670/21 Chiocchi v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc. Et Al

157922/18 Espinal v. Aledo

655307/24 Gavioli v. 230 East 73rd
Owners’ Corp. Et Al

653029/17 Greater Adult Neighbors,
Inc. v. Lerentracht

152899/18 Rondon v. 328 W. 44 St.
LLC

653553/16 Stathakos v. Colony Ins.
Co.

159251/18 Tricomi v. Human First,
Inc.

152699/16 Zunno v. Rxr S| Owner
LLC

Early Settlement
Part 2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld

80 Centre Street
Room 106

THURSDAY, MAY 8

160519/17 Batista v. NYC
152057/20 Castillo v. NYC
151324/18 Guerra v. NYC
153696/19 James v. Smith
450900/16 Jones v. NYCHA
452708/21Kim v. NYC
157192/22Marte v. NYC Et Al
160015/20 Minton v. 210 East 15th
St. Tenants

FRIDAY, MAY 9

157691/21 Howard v. Harbour
155097/22Kang v. Moore

451439/24 Metro. Transportation
Auth. Et Al v. Bauerschmidt Rlty.
Hldg. Corp.

151748/24 Moore St. Bldg. Corp. v.
Abbott Resource Services Co.

160705/22 Morgan v. Memorial
Hosp. For The Treatment of
Cancer And Allied Diseases Et Al

151038/24 Novak Jr. v. Port Auth. of
NY And New Jersey

158280/23 Parks v. Morettco LLC. Et
Al

154112/23 Preux v. Reutershan

652550/22 Rodriguez v. NYC Fire
Dept.

156938/23 Wasyl Zinkewitsch v.
Stephen Atamanchuk

Motion

652806/24 15 West 55th St. Prop.
LLC v. Goldman

654887/23 Amy Saltzman Pc v.
Morsali

150436/25 Archives v. Geller

150811/20 Dechert v. Romar Rlty.
Corp.

150396/24 Franklin Bh LLC v.
Tuliano

151748/24 Moore St. Bldg. Corp. v.
Abbott Resource Services Co.

652550/22 Rodriguez v. NYC Fire
Dept.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

161369/23 Brennan Center For
Justice At NY Univ. School of
Law v. NYC Police Dept.

651267/24 Sotheby’s Financial
Services California, Inc. v.
Bighawk Beverages

Part 50

Justice J. Machelle Sweeting
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5639
Room 279

Part 51
Matrimonial Part
Justice Lisa S. Headley
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3846
Room 122
THURSDAY, MAY 8
452951/22 Elsayed v. Hussein
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

156003/19 Robinson v. Delgado Phone 646-386-3207
Part 27 Room 641
Justice Denise M Dominguez FRIDAY, MAY 9
80 Centre Street 651880/18 MIf3 Nwj LLC v. Jekogian
Phone 646-386-5625 Family Trust
Court 289
ourtroom Part 87R
Part 39 Special Referee
Justice James G. Clynes Justice Joseph P. Burke
80 Centre Street 80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3619 Phone 646-386-5541
Room 307 Room 238
THURSDAY, MAY 8 Part 88R

650890/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Whitted

160293/24 Ch Cluster Ncp Phase
One LLC v. Aggarwal

160292/24 Ch Cluster Ncp Phase
One LLC v. McGarvey

157430/24 Corniel v. Natasha
Accessories

159958/21 Cruz v. Const. Tech.
Group, Inc.

151991/18 Gaillard v. 149th
Partners Lp

651586/25 Georgia Malone & Co.,
Inc. v. E&M Associates LLC Et Al

160871/21K. v. Playcare Kids

160721/17 Makkos v. Braka

160015/20 Minton v. 210 East 15th
St. Tenants

652209/25 Petrossian v. Creative
Goods Merchandise LLC

453777/24NYC Et Al v. 21647 LLC

650434/25Vcs Venture Securities
LLC v. Pecoraro

FRIDAY, MAY 9

151042/21225 East 14th Street v.
Lin

652020/25Agostino And Associates
P.C.v. Baltas

158587/20 Campbell v. Gooch

150151/21 Chica v. Permanent
Mission of The

650598/24 Con Ed Co. of NY v. Tokio
Marine Specialty Ins. Co., A
Delaware Corp.

158648/18 Cordero v. Chelsea Hotel
Owner LLC

161831/24Glyn v. Stray Kids Et Al

153078/17 Nancy Bloostein v. 87th
St. Sherry Associates LLC

157502/23 Pennbus Realties v.
Optimal Strategix Group, Inc. Et
Al

152899/18 Rondon v. 328 W. 44 St.
LLC

Part 41

Justice Nicholas W. Moyne
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3984
Room 327

THURSDAY, MAY 8

656435/23 1235 5th St. LLC v.
Gilman Architects NY Pllc Et Al

652806/24 15 West 55th St. Prop.
LLC v. Goldman

160635/21176-178 Lexington Ave.
LLC v. Seneca Ins. Co., Inc.

160361/22 Allen v. Friedfeld

150803/24 Alvarez v. Sbgc LLC Et Al

654887/23 Amy Saltzman Pc v.
Morsali

150436/25 Archives v. Geller

159838/23 Asto v. Matura
Installation Inc. Et Al

158081/23 B. v. Park Terrace Rlty.

158412/23 Bernard v. Strategic
Operational Services Corp.

653460/22 Board of Mgrs. of 176
East 82nd St. Condominium v.
Drk Third Ave. LLC Et Al

653252/22 Bykov v. Ac Universal
Supply, Inc. Et Al

650032/22 Canoe Catering & Prod.
ions, Inc. v. Contino

160160/23 Carbone v. New
Amsterdam Theatre Enterprises,
Inc. Et Al

160627/23 Chubb Ins. Co. of New
Jersey v. Arrow Fine Art Services
LLC

157158/22 Cipriani Club
Residences At 55 Wall
Condominium v. Sartore

653667/24 Cory A. Lang v. Luis
Cenedese, Individually And
As Trustee of The Atilio A.
Cenedese Revocable Trust, As
Mgr. of Inwood Redi Car Inc.,
And As Mgr. of 715 Heights Corp.

150811/20 Dechert v. Romar Rlty.
Corp.

159733/23 Dist. Council 37 v. NYC
Et Al

160009/23 Everett v. Revive 103
Hope Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
Et Al

150396/24 Franklin Bh LLC v.
Tuliano

160450/23 Fugazzi v. Port Auth. of
NY And New Jersey Et Al

150684/24 Hashem v. Shoprite of
Montgomery Et Al

154348/23 Kagansky v. Marina
Towers Associates

160407/23 Lorch v. 35-40 Associates

Special Referee

Justice Deborah E. Edelman
60 Centre Street
Room 158

THURSDAY, MAY 8
161280/23 M18pr v. York Beach
Surf Club LLC
Part 89R
Special Referee

Justice Sue Ann Hoahng
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3676
Room 236

71 THOMAS
STREET

Part 13

Justice Eric Schumacher
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Courtroom 304

THURSDAY, MAY 8

190391/18 Carrier v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190003/22 Cerrato v. Amchem
Prod.s,Inc.,  N/k/a Rhone
Poulenc Ag Co.,  N/k/a Bayer
Cropscience Inc., Et Al

190383/18 Gibbons v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190118/25Hidden v. Allied Bldg.
Prods. Corp. Et Al

190095/25March v. Coty Inc. Et Al

190346/17 Nankervis v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190278/23 Ringelberg v. Air &
Liquid Systems Corp. Et Al

190107/23 Rippe v. Abb, Inc.
Individually And As Successor
in Interest To Ite Circuit
Breakers, Inc Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

190036/18 Avakian v. Aerco
International

190218/18 Bongiovi v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190083/21Richard Barthelmess
And Virginia Barthelmess v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co., Et Al

190022/18 Romano v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190283/24 Vargas v. Conopco, Inc.,
A Subsidiary of Unilever U.S.,
Inc. And D/b/a Unilever Home
& Personal Care USA, Sued
Individually And As Successor-
In-Interest To Chesebrough
Manufacturing Co. A/k/a
Chesebrough-Ponds A/k/a
Chesebrough-Pond’s USA Co. Et
Al

190360/18 Waldron v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190147/18 Wendy Facas v. Air &
Liquid Systems

Part 18

Justice Alexander M. Tisch
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3472
Room 104

THURSDAY, MAY 8

651195/25Hbe Us Hldgs. LLC v. Nat.
Fire & Marine Ins. Co.

154851/25 People of The State of
NY v. Dailypay, Inc.

450775/24 Prop. Clerk v. Hernandez

FRIDAY, MAY 9

157316/21 Mark Propco LLC v.
Jackson Aka Lisa M. Calicchio

Part 23

Justice Eric Schumacher
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Courtroom 304

THURSDAY, MAY 8

190391/18 Carrier v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190003/22 Cerrato v. Amchem
Prod.s,Inc.,  N/k/a Rhone
Poulenc Ag Co.,  N/k/a Bayer
Cropscience Inc., Et Al

190383/18 Gibbons v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190118/25Hidden v. Allied Bldg.
Prods. Corp. Et Al

190095/25March v. Coty Inc. Et Al
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190346/17 Nankervis v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190278/23 Ringelberg v. Air &
Liquid Systems Corp. Et Al

190107/23 Rippe v. Abb, Inc.
Individually And As Successor
in Interest To Ite Circuit
Breakers, Inc Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

190036/18 Avakian v. Aerco
International

190218/18 Bongiovi v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190083/21Richard Barthelmess
And Virginia Barthelmess v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co., Et Al

190022/18 Romano v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190283/24 Vargas v. Conopco, Inc.,
A Subsidiary of Unilever U.S.,
Inc. And D/b/a Unilever Home
& Personal Care USA, Sued
Individually And As Successor-
In-Interest To Chesebrough
Manufacturing Co. A/k/a
Chesebrough-Ponds A/k/a
Chesebrough-Pond’s USA Co. Et
Al

190360/18 Waldron v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co

190147/18 Wendy Facas v. Air &
Liquid Systems

Part 29

Justice Leticia M. Ramirez
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3016
Room 311

FRIDAY, MAY 9

154842/23 Armijos v. Ai 229 West
43rd Street Property Owner

Part 36

Justice Verna L. Saunders
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3733
Room 205

FRIDAY, MAY 9
159253/19Halim v. Battery Wave

Part 46

Justice Richard Latin
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3279
Room 210

THURSDAY, MAY 8

158817/23 C. v. Rama African Hair
Braiding—2:15 PM.

150440/23 Rashidi v. Gid Dev.
Group Et Al—11 AM.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

160787/221576 Finest Deli Corp. v.
Kookmin Best Ins. Co., Ltd (us
Branch) Et Al—11 A.M.

156319/22 Jacobus v. Hollister Co Et
Al—11:30 A.M.

154618/20 Manko v. City Univ. of
New

151379/22 Napoli v. 50 Hymc
Owner—10:30 A.M.

153523/21Singh v. 735 Ave. of The
Americas LLC Et Al—12 Noon

Part 55

Justice James D’Auguste
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3289
Room 103

THURSDAY, MAY 8

100044/25 Deloach v. Assurant

100357/25Marino v. Board of
Education of The City School
Dist. of NYC

101393/24 Moncion v. NYC Nypd

153364/24 Oleske v. NYS Dept. of
Law Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

155177/2237 West 20 LLC v. Safe
Drive Systems, Inc.

655877/24 Aac 555 Grand
Concourse LLC v. Amg 555 G C
Quickserve LLC Et Al

158518/20 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Miller

159252/24 Chulco v. 10 West 57th
St. Rity. LLC

952291/23 Doe v. Affleck

153098/24 Kayam v. Maric
Plumbing & Heating, Inc. Et Al

152792/24 Nagler v. 22579 Owners
Corp. Et Al

110961/09 Sun Shan Lee Rlty. v.
Sapphire Estate

453018/24NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 45 West 28th St.

156833/24 Tsybulnik v. Midsummer
Theatricals LLC Et Al

100433/25Weaver v. The NYCHA

Motion
952291/23 Doe v. Affleck

453018/24NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 45 West 28th St.

Part 58

Justice David B. Cohen
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-636-3347
Room 305

FRIDAY, MAY 9

151769/24 Dubose v. Good News
Rlty., Inc.

654525/16 Gelwan v. Deratafia

151657/20NY Marine And General
v. NY Firetech Inc

158711/23 Ortiz v. Akam Living
Services, Inc.

151532/25Ragunathan v. Savino &
Smollar P.C. Et Al

Part 56

Justice John J. Kelley
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-5281
Room 204

THURSDAY, MAY 8

452939/21Bivona v. Gupta

805054/24 Grant v. NY Presbyterian
Allen Hosp. Et Al

805384/21 Rudansky v. City Md Et
Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

805441/23 Anderson v. Hudson
Pointe At Riverdale Center For
Nursing And Rehab Et Al

805138/24 Bates v. Mount Sinai
Hosp. Et Al

805015/24 Santiago v. Hudson Hill
Center For Rehabilitation And
Nursing Et Al

111 CENTRE
STREET

Part 25
Guardianship

Justice Ilana J. Marcus
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5675
Room 1254

Part 35

Justice Phaedra F. Perry
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3016
Room 684

THURSDAY, MAY 8

651935/24 Energo v. 135-137 West
115th St. Housing Dev. Fund
Corp.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

652032/2562nd St. Dev. LLC v.
Johnson

653283/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Acosta -Ovalle

452634/20 Dept. of Environmental
Protection of The NYC- Water
Board v. Board of Mgrs. of The
Crossings Condominium Et Al

157555/23 Fine Craftsman Group v.
Dwyer

161377/24in The Matter of The
Trust Created By Howard Alan
Wolfson v. Wolfson

Part 31

Justice Kathleen C.
‘Waterman-Marshall
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4296
Room 623

THURSDAY, MAY 8

659112/24 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v.
Talentcode Mgt. Group, Inc. Et Al

651213/25 Chesterfield Faring v.
Cronin

652199/22 Estjon v. Blackboard Ins.

0.

650611/25 Frink-Hamlett Legal
Solutions, Inc. v. Tellock

154419/24 Guaraca Saquisilli v. 164
4 LLC Et Al

158117/24 Murphy Marshall v. Acp
Parent LLC

151308/25West 92nd St. Associates
LLC v. Lozovsky

FRIDAY, MAY 9

365107/19 Anonymous v. Meirowitz

652502/22 Collins v. Heavy Camp
Records, Inc. Et Al

154128/25in The Matter of The
Application of 99 Sutton LLC v.
NYC Bd. of Ed. of Standards And
Appeals Et Al

650988/24 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Garbarini & Scher

Motion
365107/19 Anonymous v. Meirowitz

32
Mortgage Foreclosure
Part

Justice Francis A. Kahn, III
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5607
Room 1127B

THURSDAY, MAY 8

850142/25527 West Partners LLC v.
Our Children’s Foundation, Inc.
EtAl

850299/24 Deutsch v. 215 West
138th St. LLC Et Al

850358/24 Hilton Resorts Corp. v.
Whelan

850505/23 McLp Asset Co., Inc. v.
Delucia

850678/23 Sbt Advantage Bank v.
Ma

850294724 Silverman v. 215 West
138th St. LLC Et Al

850117/24 Tuebor Reit Sub LLC v.
2338 Second Ave. Mazal LLC Et
Al

850001/23 U.S. Bank v. Buco

850106/24 Wells Fargo Bank v. 11
West 34th St. Owner LLC

FRIDAY, MAY 9

850613/23 Brick Air Capital LLC v.
NId Properties, Inc. Et Al

850009/21Ev4 Associates LLC v.
219 Ave ANYC LLCAKA

850501/24 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Segal

850131/21Ps Funding, Inc. v. Itay
Kahiri LLC Et Al

Part 38

Justice Ashlee Crawford
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3235
Room 1166

THURSDAY, MAY 8

650077/19Follett Time Devices,
Inc. v. Gracie Corp.

653224/23 Hangman NYC LLC v.
Malin

158816/23 Markovic v. Sarpal

Motion

653224/23 Hangman NYC LLC v.
Malin

158816/23 Markovic v. Sarpal

FRIDAY, MAY 9

151781/25Fogccs 218 West 147th
Street v. The Tax Comm. of NYC
EtAl

652762/24 Mep Capital Hldgs. I v.
Arclight Films Int’] Pty Ltd.

651020721 Structure Tone LLC,
Successor By Merger To
Structure Tone, Inc. v. Utica Nat.
Ins. Co. of Texas

Part 42

Justice Emily Morales-
Minerva
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3237
Room 574

THURSDAY, MAY 8

650739/251571-1573 Third Ave.
LLC v. Taim Upper East LLC Et Al

655118/24 Celtic Services NYC Inc.
v. Seigel

160234/21 Ortiz v. NYCHA Et Al

159540/23 Palma-Castro v. Madison
Plaza Apt. Corp. Et Al

153222/23 Sarasota Dev. Co., LLC Et
Alv. The Board of Mgrs. of The
58-60 Reade St. Condominium Et

A
150855/22 Stoddart v. Dynamic Us
Inc.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

153787/25186 Bleecker Prop.
Owner LLC v. Figaro NYC LLC
655644/24 Alvarado v. Rezdora LLC
Et Al

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

161327/24 Gomez v. 235 West 107th
St. Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et
Al

151034/25in Re The Matter of
The Application of Offit Kurman
PA. v. To Enforce Cplr 3119
Subpoena Served Upon Sgp
Bioenergy Hldgs.

652042/25 Tontec Int’l Ltd. v. Ddc
Enterprise Ltd.

Motion

153787/25186 Bleecker Prop.
Owner LLC v. Figaro NYC LLC

151034/25in Re The Matter of
The Application of Offit Kurman
PA. v. To Enforce Cplr 3119
Subpoena Served Upon Sgp
Bioenergy Hldgs.

Part 47

Justice Paul A. Goetz
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3743
Room 1021

THURSDAY, MAY 8

159115/21 Alrose 801 LLC v. Alareqi

150677/25Baptiste v. The City Univ.
of NY EtAl

156629/24 Bellino v. Hillary
Gardens Co. LLC

154701/24 Boxley v. Live Nation
Entertainment, Inc. Et Al

161392/23 Cabrera v. 529 West 152
St. Housing Dev. Fund Corp Et Al

153661/24 Chiang v. 485 Madison
Ave. LLC Et Al

150260/24 Dempsey v. NYC Et Al

151069/22 Eskin v. 60 E. 9th St
Owners Corp. Et Al

151345/23 Farquharson v. Apple
Core Hotels, Inc. Et Al

161642/21Jarden v. NYC Et Al

151453/24 Kale v. Belair Corp. Et Al

161283/19 Leschaeve v. Hescomar
Rity. Corp.

158535/24 Lovejoy v. Pinehurst Mgt.

159262/17 Mulready v. 746 Rlty.
Corp.

152989/20 Naramore v. Mount Sinai
Health System

156533/20 Ortega v. Lic 73 Owner

155880/24 Polanco-Mata v. 3800
B’way. Associates LLC Et Al

159588/23 Quintero v. The Related
Companies

161719/23 Quizhpi Tapia v. The
Board of Mgrs. of The Royal
Elizabeth Condominium Et Al

154090/21 Sawyer v. 1120 Fifth Ave.
Corp. Et Al

100146/22 Tharani v. Valentino

156876/24 The Bronx Freedom
Fund v. NYC Et Al

652375/24Wall St. Tech. Corp.
Aka Wall St. It Mgt. v. Lampert
Capital Markets, Inc. Dba
Lampert Capital Advisors

Court Calendars

150693/24 Williams v. Astoria 30
LLC

154297/21 Winiarski v. NYC Et Al

153914/21Woroch v. 116 2nd Ave.
LLC

FRIDAY, MAY 9

158366/20 Cuesta v. Inwood
Heights, Inc.

161853/23 Emamian v. Beldock
Levine & Hoffman Lip Et Al

160867/23 Haggerty v. NYC Et Al

154012/21 Hecht v. Brandt

151463/25Holmes v. NYC Et Al

153740/24in The Matter of The
Application of Hunter Severini v.
NYC Et Al

101116/24 Molina v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

153010/23 Rosa v. Archdicese
of NY A/k/a Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

151576/21Rosenthal v. Park Hill
Tenants Corp. Et Al

Part 52
City Part
Justice Carol Sharpe
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3742
Room 1045

THURSDAY, MAY 8

160519/17 Batista v. NYC
160975/20 Benevento v. NYC
152057/20 Castillo v. NYC
158809/24 Daniels v. NYC Et Al
153696/19 James v. Smith
450900/16 Jones v. NYCHA
452708/21Kim v. NYC

158684/21 Warner v. Bpp St Owner

FRIDAY, MAY 9

152159/25 Lopez v. NYC Et Al
159380/23 Stacy v. NYC Et Al

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

Part 62
City Part

Justice Ariel D. Chesler
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 1127A

THURSDAY, MAY 8

153423/19A v. NYC Et Al

150093/22 Alvarez Delgadillo v. Sbp
69th St.

154414/21 Ayala v. NYC Et Al

157586/18 Berlan v. City of New
York

150777/25Billingslea v. NYC Et Al

152451/21Bisht v. NYC

160437/15Brown v. NYC

157425/21 Cabral Marte v.
Rozenberg

156978/22 Dalmida v. NYC Et Al

154987/24 Diaz v. NYCHA Et Al

151372/22 Easton v. NYC

453243/21Evans v. NYC Et Al

154442/19 Gonzalez v. Con Ed Co.

156878/20Green v. NYC

150965/22 Green v. NYC

157024/17 Grueber v. NYC

151324/18 Guerra v. NYC

156402/22 Hargrove-Beal v. NYC Et
Al

153797/21 Hensley v. Irving Tenants
Corp.

159523/18 Hutchins v. NYC

153943/21 Jean-Pierre v. NYC Et Al

156289/20K. v. NYC

154345/21Kapoor v. NYC

155819/15Koma v. NYC

151119/22 Lewis v. NYC Et Al

158865/22 Lin v. Fire Dept. of NYC
Et Al

157192/22 Marte v. NYC Et Al

158766/22Martinez v. NYC Et Al

155682/20 Mendez v. NYC

159876/22 0’Hara v. NYC

451855/19Olaniyi v. Westbury Rlty.
Associates

156692/18 Parker v. NYC

159656/22 Pena v. NYC Et Al

157944/19 Pistolesi v. NYC

159978/23 Read v. NYC Et Al

152162/24Roa v. NYC Et Al

151819/22 Roulette v. NYC

154028/19 Sarracco v. NYC Bike
Share

158825/21 Stewart v. NYC Et Al

152160/19W v. NYC

153355/21 Ward v. NYC

451984/22Williamson v. NYC Et Al
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MONDAY, MAY 12
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& G Contractors Corp.

813108/23 Alejo v. Highbridge
House Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
Et Al

32777/18 Allen v. Columbia Florist,
Inc.

807490/21 Barrera v. Sharma

32978/18 Callender v. Torres

33025/18 Concepcion v. NYC

30370/17 Cosme v. NYC

806931/22 Darkoaa v. 210
Associates

803126/23 Darlene G. Lanausse v.
St. Barnabas Hosp. Et Al

804119/22De La Rose-Puello v.
Lumber Trans. Corp. Et Al

24764/18 Delarosa v. Loureiro

22323/20 Estevez v. Deboe Const.
Corp.

28189/19F v. Egbuna

817237/21 Galloway v. Arthur
Clinton Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
Et Al

20292/17 Hernandez v. Western
Beef Retail, Inc.

28913/20 Johnson v. Rosario

33931/18 M. v. Sconzo

33231/20 Madera v. 980 Prospect

301661/14 Martinez-Zorilla v.
Drekaj

819233/22McKenzie v. Morrison

28726/16 Mejia v. Mta Bus Co.

25986/19 Miller v. Housing Now Co.

27167/19Morgan v. Gaye

303356/16 Moss v. Moss

22890713 Pacheco v. Montefiore
Medical Center

20756/20 Parra v. Diaz

27125/18 Qarri v. 171 E. 205th St.
Corp.

24225/17Reyes v. 1875 Atlantic Ave

812738/21Reyes v. Pele

809118/22Richards v. Copper Retail
JvLLC Et Al

805309/21Roseau v. Su D.D.S.

22445/20 Ruffen v. NYC

23106/20 Sevilla v. City Works NY
Inc.

24636/19 Thompson v. Fojas

26287/19Vianela v. Mota

22520/15Wilkerson v. Americare,
Inc.

ADR Part
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Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
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23516/19 Guerra v. Munoz Corporan
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21039/11 Hairston v. Liberty
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813058/23 Moreto Ruiz v. Real Land
Group LLC Et Al

807770/21 Nin v. Boca Restaurant
& Steak House Corp Et Al

Part 3/33

Justice Mitchell J. Danziger
Phone 718-618-1207
Room 707, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, MAY 12

801629221Av. NYC

811880/22A. v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

800962/23 Abrantes v. NYC

809881/23 Acevedo v. NYC

802545/23 Alicea v. Roman Catholic
Church of St. Clare of Assisi Et
Al

27759/16 Alicea v. NYC

810656/22 Almodovar v. NYC Et Al

21437/19 Almonte v. Con Ed, Inc.

804609/22 Alow v. NYCH&HC Corp

31715/18 Alvarado v. City

800641/23 Alvarez v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

815894/22 Anticona v. NYC Et Al

32468/20 Aponte v. NYC Et Al

800562/21 Appiahsam v. NYC

800961/24 Araque Salazar v. NYC Et
Al

814420/23 Arez v. NYC

301758/11Arias v. NYC

816709/23 Ashbourne v. NYC Et Al

28532/20B.B. v. Fairmont
Neighborhood School

22385/20 Bartholomew v. NYC

808273/22 Bazemore v. NYC Et Al

807326/23 Beatty v. NYC Et Al

20118/14 Beckhusen Sr. v. NYC

816056/22 Belduma Zumba v. NYC
Et Al

809644/21Benavides v. NYC Et Al
808466/21 Bernard v. Samuelson
32531/19Bishop v. Suarez
25746/20 Borodin v. NYC
803636/22Bowles v. NYC Et Al
26834/16 Brassil v. NYC
813692/21Brown v. NYC Et Al
816783/22 Brown v. 2600 Creston
Ave Owner
812203/23 Brown v. NYC Et Al
807469/22Burch v. Andricosky
812163/23 Burgess v. NYC Et Al
807236/23 Burgos De Leon v. NYC
EtAl
812366/23 Burke v. NYC Et Al
815146/23 C.B. Infant By Mother
Amarice Ennis-Butler Et Al v.
NYC Et Al
808944/22 Caceresolivo v. NYC
810436/23 Calo v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp.
820222/23 Campbell v. NYC
807916/22 Cedeno v. NYC Et Al
816968/22 Cepeda v. Reliant Rlty.
Services
817531/21 Chambers v. NYC Et Al
801447/21 Chandia v. NYC Et Al
818098/22 Cofield v. NYC
817710722 Colberg v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al
811739/21Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. v. NYC
814958/21 Cooper v. NYC
26021/16 Cox v. NYC
809983/22 Cruz Rodriguez v. NYC
Et Al
31247/20 Cruz v. NYC Et Al
820150/23 Cuevas v. NYC
806983/22 D’Annucci v. Oxley
816921/22D v. NYC Et Al
27595/17D-G v. NYC
800088/24 Daniels v. NYC Et Al
804436/23 Davis v. NYC Et Al
819288/23 Davis v. NYC Et Al
816192/23 Davis v. NYC
810849/23 De Leon v. NYC Et Al
802606/21 Deleon v. NYC
21890/20 Diaz v. NYC
812757/22Diaz v. NYC Et Al
817474/23 Dukes v. NYC Et Al
812302/22 Duverney v. NYC Et Al
817190/23 Echevarria v. City
820258/23 Elianor v. NYC
813659/22 Emptage v. NYC
815314/21 Espinal Martinez v.
Ortega
807940/23 Evans v. NYC Et Al
818087/22 Everastico v. NYC
803070/22 Feliciano v. NYC
28820/19 Ferguson v. NYC
28376/19Folly v. Figueroa
31906/18G. v. NYC
806261/23 Garcia Serrano v. NYCHA
Et Al
811127/23 Garcia v. NYC Et Al
801744/23 Garcia v. NYC
812674/21 Garnier v. NYC Et Al
816207/21 Genao v. NYC Et Al
810637/22 Gibbs-Sanders v. Restani
Const. Corp. Et Al
809859/22 Gigliotti v. Sharif
817292/22 Gonzalez v. NYC Et Al
805979/22 Gonzalez v. NYC
818743/22 Guerrero v. NYC
814154/23 Guity v. NYC Et Al
802641/23 Gunter v. NYC
34435/20 Gurley v. NYC Et Al
35339/20 Guzman v. NYC
813450/22H. v. NYC Et Al
802605/21 Hall v. NYC Et Al
819270/23 Hamilton v. NYC
29206/19 Hamm v. NYC
31600/20 Harris v. NYC Et Al
303257/12Hector v. NYC
809589/23 Hernandez v. NYC Et Al
810699/23 Hernandez v. Rodriguez
20093/14 Hernandez v. NYC
805160/23 Holder v. NYC Et Al
813866/22Ienczmionka v. El Sol
Contracting And Const. Corp. Et
Al

34969/20Irvine v. NYC
34394/18J.C. v. NYC Et Al
813186/21J.V. Et Alv. NYC Et Al
816527/22 Jacob v. NYC Et Al
819045/23 James v. NYC Et Al
819066/23 James v. NYC Et Al
801822/22 Jenkins v. NYC Et Al
809147/22 Jones v. Edwards
802986/23 Jordan v. Bronx Parking
Dev. Co. LLC Et Al
816827/22 Julio v. NYC Et Al
24108/20 Jute v. NYC Et Al
805506/22 Kennebrew v. NYC Et Al
817018/23 King v. NYC
32549/20 Lalor v. NYC
811734/23 Lee v. NYC Et Al
801480/21 Lewis v. NYC Et Al
25240/20 Linton v. NYC
80131522 M. v. NYC
802594/23 Maguire v. NYC Et Al
302342/15Marino v. NYC
802837/21 Martinez v. NYC
23805/20 Martinez v. NYC
806067/23 Martinez v. NYC Et Al
804297/22 McCall v. NYC
814248/21 McMillan v. NYC Et Al
813114/22Melendez v. 2707 Barnes
Associates
809784/22 Mendes Dasilva v. El Sol
Contracting And Const. Corp. Et
Al

814389/22 Middleton v. NYC Et Al
801209/23 Miroshnikov v. NYC Et Al
25880/16 Mokeme v. NYC
817339/23 Munoz-Beato v. Morris
Ave. Owners
30350/18 Nasyrova v. NYC
25346/16 Nieves v. NYC
31312/20 Olivera v. NYC Et Al
22315/16 Ortiz v. NYC
808193/22 Ortiz v. NYC Et Al
302142/12 Pacheco v. NYC
800228/22 Patterson v. NYC Et Al
818628/22 Patterson v. Gray
304387/10 Peralta v. Manhattan &
Bronx
813964/23 Perez v. NYC Et Al
27132/17 Pivetz v. NYC
30582/19R v. Public School/middle
School 20
801013/21R. v. NYC
806840/21 Ramos v. NYC Et Al
813281/23 Reyes v. NYC Et Al
801886/22 Richardson v. NYC Et Al
814537/23 Rivera v. 526-530-534 E
138 LLCEt Al
803513/22 Rivera v. NYC Et Al
801557/21 Rivera v. Torres
304305/12Rivera v. NYC
800146/24 Roa Mateo v. NYC Et Al
816920/23 Roberts v. Montefiore
Hosp. And Medical Center Et Al
819437/23 Rocco v. NYC
801492/23 Rodriguez Morales v.
NYC
814975/22 Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al
21032/16 Rodriguez v. NYC
810912/21 Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al
812841/23 Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al
28530/20 Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al
819847/23 Romero v. NYC Et Al
818438/23 Sacaza v. NYC Et Al
25983/17 Sanchez Gamboa v. NYC
27305/18 Sands v. NYC
21039720 Saricopoulos v. Bill Wolf
Petroleum Corp
812079/22 Serebrennik v. NYC
35425/20 Serrano v. NYC
23243/19 Smith v. NYC
815026/21 Smith v. NYC
800818/22 Soto v. NYC Et Al
800516/23 Tammy J. Scott Robinson
v.NYCEt Al
806248/21 Taveras v. NYC Et Al
809124/21 Taveras v. NYC Et Al
2827120W v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al
33828/18 Ward-Romero v. NYC
817285/23 Watson v. NYC
806391/23 Williams v. NYC
804560/23 Williams v. NYC Et Al

Part 4

Justice Andrew J. Cohen
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812932/21 Adebayo v. NYCTA
25357/18 Novaj v. Nysandy3 Nbpl
LLC

Part 5

Justice Alison Y. Tuitt
Phone 718-618-1224
Room 415, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

25641/19 Avery v. Delarosa

810646/24 Baker v. Taveras

803192/22 Jones v. Goodfriend Self-
Storage

818665/22 Lopez v. 731 Bryant Ave.
LLC Et Al

813329/23 Pink v. West 66th
Sponsor LLC Et Al

818845/23 Rodriguez v. NYCHA

814521/21 Rosado v. 1920 Walton
LLC

803086/24 Snyder v. Sivic Rlty.
Corp.

816638/23 Urena v. Wallack Mgt.
Co, Inc. Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

27507/20 Aballay v. Liriano

800871/24 Abreu Felizv. 119
Sutphin Rity. Corp. Et Al

817372/24 Action Store Fronts, Inc.
v. M. Melnick & Co. Inc.

802636/24 Allstate Fire And
Casualty Ins. Co. As Subrogee of
Maverick C. Plunkett v. Shrestha

807903/24 Almanzar Disla v. 2047
Ryer Ave. LLC Et Al

801695/24 Altamirano Jara v. New
Museum of Contemporary Art Et
Al

817679/24 Anderson v.
Smashburger Acquisition - NY
LLC Et Al

800061/24 Antonio v. Nebraskaland,
Inc. Et Al

812197/24 Arroyo v. Ez Mart Foods
of Nh Inc Et Al

808136/24 Bevilacqua v. Empire
City Subway Co. (Itd.) Et Al

815396/23 Bluma v. South Bronx
Community Lemle Wolff LLC Et
Al

815380/24 Bumpher v. North West
Imperial Inc

812310/24 Chapman v. 2465
Tratman Rlty.

818138/24 Cintron v. Rsh Properties

807570/24 Clarke v. Henry

814173/23 Cobos Mendieta v. Ray
Builders, Inc. Et Al

813176/24 Colon v. Callahan

814641/24 Contreras v. Michel

818052/24 Cossio v. Parkash 1630
LLC

812048/24 Cruz Rodriguez v.
Pottinger

814628/24 Diaz v. Vip Hughes Ave.
Associates

800942/24 Fernandez v. Hernandez

807688/24 Franck v. Lastrand Corp.
EtAl

806852/22 Fuad v. Hernandez

805054/24 Garcia v. Lyft, Inc. Et Al

807054/24 Greene v. Bryant Estates
LLC Et Al

27270/20 Gunsaulus v. Barrie

803198/24 Gurung v. Hasan

812930/24 Hassan v. Pedro

813240/24 Jaiswal v. Beharovic

802585/24 Lantigua v. Clipper Rlty.
Associates LLC Et Al

815222/24 Lanuza-Santizo v.
Shoprite Supermarkets Inc.

817572/24 Leon v. Colgate
Enterprise Corp. Et Al

811737/24 Lopez v. Island
Transportation Corp. Et Al

810580/24 Lopez v. Paraco Gas
Corp. Et Al

814488/24 Lopez v. Davis

814294/24 Lugo v. Achs Mgt. Corp.
Et Al

803182/24Machado v. Howard J.
Kaplow Rity. LLC

810042/24 Marshall v. Power Lift
Auto

818111/24Martinez v. McLeod

816349/24 Matos Segura v.
Monegro

813181/24 McNeil v. Progressive
Ins. Co.

816118/24 Melendez v. Betances
Rad LLC

813589/24 Montero v. Oak St.
Health Inc Et Al

29262/17Morgan v. Henry

817546/24 Olvera v. Carswell

817855/24 Pellew v. Grant Spero

818570/23 Pratts-Delgado v.
American Sports Entertainment

0.

812377/24 Principe v. Bayside
Gowanus Owner

813759/24 Ramirez Quinones v.
Vasquez

820175/24 Reid v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.

812686/24 Ripoll v. Sugrim

804605/24 Rivera Cerrato v.
Conrock Const. LLC Et Al

817743/23 Rivera v. Mohammad

812357/24 Rodriguez De Mejia v. Bx
1090 LLC And Et Al

817166/24 Rosado v. Alsayedi

813867/24 Samb v. Phillips

811925/23 Segovia Japa v. Gilbane
Bldg. Co. Et Al

819011/24 Singh v. Myers

812275/24 Sookdeo v. NYC Et Al

814143/24 Stewart v. Universe
Towing Inc. Et Al

808915/24 Toppin v. Hudson

814972/24 Vargas v. Marg Cab

816274/23W. v. St. Francis of Assisi
School Et Al

808060/24 Ward v. Alam

809504/24 Williams v. Genesis Y 15
Owners

81971224 Williams v. Ulungu

817689/24 Williams v. Dollar Tree
Stores Inc

809479/24Wolverton v. Garcia

812617/23 Yates v. Central Ge NY
LLC Et Al

MONDAY, MAY 12

21006/20 Baker v. Applebee’s
Neighborhood

808912/21Jedlicka v. 2020 True LLC

34426/19 Jenkins v. New Gold
Equities Corp.

801811/23S.T. v. Riverdale Country
School

819790/24 Vidal v. Jpmorgan Chase
Bank
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801041/25 Flores-Luna v. Howell
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Owners, Inc.

800690/25 Jose v. Josue Rosa Reyes
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24543/16 Braithwaite v. Glover

806609/25 Laurencio v. Johnson

805729/22 Pena v. 2001 Story Tower
ALLC

806067/24 Rivera v. Saidou

MONDAY, MAY 12

804035/21 Adams v. Lic Site B-1
Owner

816051/24 Archer v. Bencosme

819807/24 Ayala v. Josephine Colon
2984 Irrevocable Trust

28560/20 Berdecia v. Waterbridge
Court Square

803896/21 Boyle v. Waldo Gardens,
Inc.

813737/24 Bravo De Leon v. Uber
Technologies Inc Et Al

801513/21 Cohen v. Compass Point

303246/11 Galue v. Independence
270

809862/24 Genis v. Velazquez
Herrera

812711/23 Gordon v. Espinal

817261/24 Green v. Chum Pelaez

809445/23 Green v. Ps Southern
Blvd., Inc. Et Al

303495/16 Hermine A Patterson v.
Beth Abraham Nursing Home

803373/24 Jose Bejarano Otero v.
on Star Mgt. LLC Et Al

813537/23 Joseph v. Bah

814282/23 Koroci v. Drmbre-35th
LLC

815106/24 Marchese v. Kone Inc. Et
Al

820281/23 Martin v. Basit

1111/25 Martinez v. NYCHA
Eastchester Gardens

28283/19 Pitang v. Underbruckner
Rlty. Co., LLC

30979/20 Quinones Garcia v.
Monadnock Const., Inc.

812118/22Rastoder v. Zeta Charter
Schools, Inc. Et Al

816751/23 Rivera v. 40th Ave Dutch
Kills Rity. LLC Et Al

803944723 Robert Perelmuter v.
Barksdale

813693/21 Ruffin v. Scf Cedar LLC
Et Al

809190/22 Thomas v. Weinberger

33967/18 Torres Principe v. City
Livery Leasing Bklyn. Inc. Et Al
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Room 704, 9:30 A.M.
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THURSDAY, MAY 8
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31917/20 Brown v. NYC
810092/23 Carper v. Diggs
810905/23 Castillo Valdez v. Watson
801891/24 Castillo v. Qadar
808627/23 Cortes v. NYCTA Et Al
30231/20 Crowe v. NYC
34973/19Diaz v. NYCTA
25184/14Douse v. NYC
808923/25Falcon v. NYC Et Al
801728/23 Feliz v. NYC Et Al
32356/19Figueroa v. Garcia
818227/23 Figueroa-Sosa v. NYC Et
Al
802509/21 Gonzalez-Lott v. NYC Et
Al

815468/24 Gorin I v. NYC Et Al
814436/23 Griffin v. NYC Et Al
819570/24 Jenkins v. NYC Et Al
816164/24 Johnson v. NYCTA Et Al
3475/23 Johnson v. NYC
812649/24 Joseph v. NYCTA Et Al
809259/24 Lee v. Access-A-Ride Et
Al
819814/23 Mnahsheh v. NYC Et Al
804293/21 Moody v. Preira
820493/23 Moore v. NYC Et Al
812908/22 Morales v. Spatola
31635/20 Moreland v. NYC
35738/20 Mulkeen v. NYC
23789/18 Neewhang v. Manhattan
And Bronx Surface
818925/22 Ortega v. NYC Et Al
801328/25 Perez v. NYC Et Al
20741/18 Ruiz v. NYC
816599/21 Ruiz-Jacome v. NYC
Police Dept. Et Al
33078/19 Sanchez v. NYC
814790/23 Sanchez-Lopez v. NYC Et
Al
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814341/23 Alam v. Thardak
807704/23 Allen v. Rpm Courier
Systems LLC Et Al
808754/22 Allen v. August
820547/23 Alvarez v. Castro
819850/23 August v. Rodriguez
801900/21 Bari v. Becaj
803100/22Barnes v. Lyft, Inc. Et Al
814409/22 Bayron Rivera v. Burt
808376/22Brown v. Rein
811777/21 Chapman v. Taylor
808149/25 Charlie Zamora For An
Order Pursuant To Cplr 3102(c)
Permitting Disclosure Before
Commencing An Action And To
Preserve Said Records And Items
Until The Final Hearing And
Determination of This Court v.
Walmart Claims Services, Inc. Et
Al
813423/24 Crescenzi v. 34th St.
Partnership, Inc. Et Al
810857/21 Diallo v. Washington
805503/24 Diaz v. Moronta
Christian
805509/23 Duran Garcia v. Royal
Rose Burton Kitchen Supply
24189/18 Espinal v. NYCTA
805865/24 Ewers-Williams v. Bass
807970/23 Fabre v. Minervino
23809/18 Fleming Sykes v. Watson
816565/22 Garcia Sena v. Avila
35260/19 Garcia v. Rosario
808177/23 Garcia v. Perkins
805938/24 Gonzalez Moronta v.
Demko
806925/21 Grullon v. Moya-Torres
818093/22Ibanez v. Dacosta
810304/22 Jackson v. Moro
810424722 Karekezi v. Millennium
Elevator Enterprises Inc Et Al
28745/16 L v. Byrd
20925/19 Laguerre v. Abreu
803832/23 Lee v. Acacia Network
Housing , Inc. Et Al
32040/18 Lorenzo v. Dickso
800751/22Mendez v. Fed. 53 Inc Et
Al
811336/23 Mendez v. Valdez
35510/20 Meran-Familia v. Dikson
34283/18 Nadal v. Santana
28920/19 Neder v. Andrews
817337/22 Osoria Betances v.
Peguero Liberato
800871/21 Parmar v. David
804352/23 Perez Belen v. Perkins
812368/23 Perez v. Edmond
810795/22 Salgado v. Delarosa
815974/22 Serrano Ramirez v. Dmp
Leasing Corp. Et Al
26608/18 Swan v. Forester
42005/23 Thomas v. Brunson
805794/22Van Dyke v. Mooktadeer
817568/22 Villanueva v. Perkins
803079/23 White v. Lennox Hill
Hosp. Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

6514/07 Gavin v. Moya
23501/06 Moya v. Samuel
7063/07 Price v. Gavin
818534/22 Toro v. Dhl Express
(usa), Inc., D/b/a Et Al

MONDAY, MAY 12

22737/18 Duarte v. NYC

26728/17 Garris v. Saleh

25410/18 Rios v. Metro.
Transportation

27897/17 Sajid v. Patterson
Transportation

22385/18 Suazo v. Doe

810620/22 Trotman v. Torrez-
Rodriguez

26268/18 Ventura v. Lubman

Part 15 (MV)

Justice Ben R. Barbato
Phone 718-618-1395
Room 702, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8
21451/19 Levin v. Cande
FRIDAY, MAY 9

27515/19 Johnson v. Rosario

800841/22 Paez v. Lassissi

818069/23 Rodriguez Jacobo v. McM
Xpress Inc. Et Al

MONDAY, MAY 12

24738/19 Buntin v. Martinez

806160/21 Cedano v. Mendoza

21558/17 Connor v. Hurricane Mgt.
Corp.

801186/22Dogbey v. Bongan Cars
Inc. Et Al

25277/20 Nelson v. Venture Leasing

26410720 Pullum v. Venture Leasing
LLC

Part 16
Justice Robert T. Johnson

Part 18
Justice Wanda Y. Negron
Phone 718-618-1203
Room 622, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8
28787/20 Orellana v. Orellana

MONDAY, MAY 12
816170/22 Gerimci v. Gerimci

Part 19A

Justice Alicia Gerez
Phone 718-618-1377
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

33019/18 Harrison v. Morningside
Nursing And
28740/191aconis v. Hughes

MONDAY, MAY 12

28377/19 Birmingham v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

809418/23 David Escobar v.
Morningside Acquisition I

24405/19 Guerrero v. NYCH&HC
And

27781/19 Martin v. Jewish Home
Lifecare

820383/23 Miguel Alexander Osorio
And Francia Peralta Leduc v.
Foster M.D.

24853/19Serrano Jr v. St. Barnabas
Hosp.

820480/23 Tirado v. United Odd
Fellow And Rebekah Home D/b/a
Rebekah Rehab Extended Care
Center

Part 20
Justice Veronica G. Hummel
Phone 718-618-1240
Room 703, 9:30 A.M.
THURSDAY, MAY 8

34822/20 Williams v. Bronx Phase II
Housing

Part 21

Justice Ashlee Crawford
Phone 718-618-1435
Room 401, 9:30 A.M.

Part 22

Justice Marissa Soto
Phone 718-618-1193
Room 709, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

30823/18 Lythcott v. Webster Bldg. A
LLC EtAl

30101/18 Mott v. 754-768 Brady
Owners Corp. Et Al

22956/20 Rodriguez v. Aac Cross
Country Mall LLC Et Al

805626/22 Shweta Sharma Et Al v.
River Point Towers Co-Op., Inc.
EtAl

815222/21 Smith v. 126 Bruckner
Owner LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

815061/23 Bonilla v. 2435 Rlty.
Corp. Et Al

814648/24 Lizete Visners v. NYC Et
Al

816111/23 Salavarria v. Bergen
Owner LLC Et Al

812420/24 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Villot

802975/23 Williams v. NYCHA

Part 25

Justice Mary Ann Brigantti
Phone 718-618-1252
Room 407, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

818984/23 in The Matter of The
Application of Greenwich
Insurance Company v. Pascasio

FRIDAY, MAY 9

25621/20 Alonzo v. Jopal Bronx LLC

807692/25 Anthony v. Richmond
Children’s Center, Inc.

811922/22Bonilla v. 1240 Sheva
Rlty. Housing Dev. Fund Co., Inc.
EtAl

MONDAY, MAY 12

818674/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Bagayoko

Part 26

Justice Paul L. Alpert
Phone 718-618-1617
Room 408, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

20537/17 Acevedo v. Bronx Harbor
Health Care

805983/24 Baffour-Gyau v.
Northeastern Conference Corp.
Seventh Day Adventist Et Al

809706/22 Balkon Rlty. Associates
LLC v. Abreu Magarin

810387/23 Baltazar v. Mount Hope
Preservation Apts. 1a Housing
Dev. Fund Co., Inc.

813319/24 Berdecia v. Penske
Leasing And Rental Co. Et Al

815932/24 Camara v. Singh

809843/22 Campbell v. Johnson Md

817193/24 Castillo-Ferreira v. Calle
Avila

816997/24 Desantis v. Lerch

802642/25 Garcia v. Santiago

800823/24 Garcia v. Rodriguez

808951/22 Garcia v. M.B.D.
Community Housing Corp.

806444/22 Kennerly v. 2705 Marion
Rity. LLC

804627/25 Law Offices of Alexander
Bespechny v. Aviles Law Firm

816033/22 Liverpool Carting Co.,
Inc. v. Metro. Loadmaster

816925/24 Martinez Arellano v.
Perez

821297/24 Martinez v. Delaluz

23717/20 Matias v. Vocational
Instruction

804200/24 Medina Gonzalez v.
Highbridge Community Housing
Dev. Fund Corp.

816476/23 Melendez v. Wertzberger

807594/25Michael A Perez v. Motor
Vehicle Accident Indemnification
Corp.

24181/17Nieves v. Idoni

805015/23 Pimentel v. 4380 Third
Ave. Bldg. Corp. Et Al

817298/24 Pollard v. 320 Doodles
LLC EtAl

803674/25Rampersaud v. 1412 Wpr
LLC

809330/22Rodriguez v. Melrose 3rd
Associates LLC Et Al

21469/20 Rodriguez v. 416 East
187th St. LLC

42034/24 Segura v. Beauty Rlty.

819051/24 Vasquez v. Clb Hldg. LLC

803436/23 Watson v. Arista Uac
Properties

802051/23 Weinberger v. Sherman
Cluster Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
EtAl

34193/18 Williams v. Andrade

FRIDAY, MAY 9

814232/23 in The Matter of The
Application of Julio Ortiz For A
Judgment Pursuant To Article 78
And 86 of The Civil Practice Law
And Rules And 42 U.S.C. 1983
And 1988 v. Park

Part 27

Justice Naita A. Semaj
Phone 718-618-1226
Room 701 9:30 A.M.

FRIDAY, MAY 9

801120/23 Arreaga Nunez v. 310
Grand Concourse LLC Et Al

804925/24B.D.N. v. Tremont Echo
Housing Dev. Corp. Et Al

813181/21 Brooks v. United Plaza of
Bronx LLC.

814808/23 Jimenez v. Ninth Ave.
Rity.

815132/23 Mina v. 1 Holland LLC Et

Al

382890/09 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. McCallum

818190/23 Rodriguez v. 1011 Sb LLC
EtAl

819911/23 Smith v. Bronx
Landmark

818303/23 Vasques Llanos v. 1745
West Farms Road LLC Et Al

808276/24 Veliz v. St. Barnabas
Hosp. Et Al

MONDAY, MAY 12

35205/18 Citimortgage, Inc. v. Scott

35548/14 Deutsche Bank v.
Robinson

36630/19 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Cabrera

815438/23 Schmatz v. Ramnarine

813185/21 Vita Salamone
Individually As Co Trustee v.
Salamone

380239/13 Wells Fargo Bank v.
Chapman

Part 28
Justice Latia W. Martin
Phone 718-618-1254
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

Part 29
Justice Shawn T. Kelly
Phone 718-618-1248
Room 623, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8
811348/24 Trotman v. Nana
FRIDAY, MAY 9

33057/18 Texis v. 56th Rity. LLC

Part 30

Justice Erik L. Gray
Phone 718-618-1320
Room 602, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

817256/24 Aviles v. Nonna Shikh

811525/22 Bao Bueno v. Riverbay
Corp. Et Al

811846/24 Barbosa v. Kingsbridge
Associates Et Al

35673/20 Caicedo Bourne v. 460
Rollover Sub LLC

807148/23 Centeno v. Red Brick
Prop. Mgt. LLC Et Al

814391/24 Delvalle v. Vailes

805236/23 Diaz v. New York-
Presbyterian Morgan Stanley

806428/23 Esteban Campos v. 225
West Kingsbridge LLC Et Al

806869/24 Faulkner v. Montefiore
Hosp. Et Al

806545/23 Gjeka v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc.

801096/23 Grullon Baez v. Bmr
Owners Corp. Et Al

805361/21 Grullon v. 139 Ludlow
Acquisition LLC

26723/19Hernandez v. 369 Park
Ave. LLC

816290/23 Huanca Carhuayo v. 43
Church St LLC

809814/24 Hunt v. Herc Rentals Inc.
EtAl

806776/22 Irineo-Martinez v. Equity
Residential Properties Mgt.
Corp. Dba Equity Apts. Et Al

815443/24 Johnson v. Tully

963/24 Julien v. Gutierrez Castillo

809378/24 Lamey v. Penfield LLC

814598/24 Lester v. Lozada

804469/23 Llamo Sanchez v. Lincoln
Residence NY LLC Et Al

806617/24 Lopez v. Worldwide
Logistics of Nj LLC Et Al

808326/21 Lopez-Montero v. Sam
Khafif A/k/a Solomon Khafif Et Al

805686/21 Martinez v. Flintlock
Const.

818174/24 Molina v. Kipp Academy
Charter School

811246/24 Morales v. Vives

815900/23 Muniz v. 230 E 167 LLC
EtAl

805606/23 Oblitas Barboza v. Yellow
Hat Const., Inc. Et Al

801593/23 Ortiz v. NY Developers &
Mgt. LLC Et Al

803825/21 Perez v. Cm & Associates
Const.

814208/23 Ross v. Sanaa Fine Deli
Corp. Et Al

810394/21 Sanchez v. Ksk Const.
Group

812177/24 Simmons v. Torres

814016/21 Simpertegui v. Rxr
Church-Div. Tower A Hldgs. LLC
EtAl

810216/22 Singh v. 108 East Clarke
Pl

809881/22 Suazo Rivas v. Sci Const.
Group Corp. Et Al

810501/22 Triston v. Mc Gowan
Builders, Inc. Et Al

816511/24Vanterpool v. Aaa
Northeast Et Al

811718/22Velez v. Suffolk Const.
Corp. Et Al

818054/23 Veloz-Cepeda v. B'way.
Mercer Condo Assoc. Et Al

807508/21 Vintimilla v. NYC School

807436/24 Zorrilla v. Valdes
Enamordos

Part 32 (COM)

Justice Fidel E. Gomez
Phone 718-618-1203
Room 403, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, MAY 12

803049/251915 Rlty. LLC v. Seneca
Ins. Co. Et Al

815847/24 Ascendus Inc. v. Sore

812455/22B&V Dev. v. Rocco & Son
Ironwork, Inc.

807771/24 Baco Enterprises, Inc. v.
Feinstein Iron Works, Inc. Et Al

811140/24 Baez Prop. Dev. LLC v.
Williams

35022/20 Bullaro v. Ledo, Inc. Et Al

806072/24 Castro Zelaya v. Bradley
& Parker, Inc. Et Al

812796/23 Cedeno v. Martinez

800392/24 Clayton v. Bissor

812257/24 Defrancesco v. Volvo
Cars USA LLC Et Al

818326/22 Dejesus v. Aguila

814125/24 Diaz v. Zero Below
Trucking Corp. Et Al

811470/23 Ducasse v. Seck

820727/24 Emmy Capital Group LLC
v. Kims Kloset LLC Et Al

806567/23 Garcia-Sena v. Lunegov

808306/22 Green Castle A Mgmt
Corp v. B&V Dev. LLC Et Al

818304/24 Honest Funding LLC v.
Kolachi Foods LLC Et Al

806911/25Jnr Flooring, Inc. v.
Hudson Meridian Const. Group
LLC Et Al

805347/22 Katsikoumbas v.
Katsikoumbas

810883/23 Lewis v. Ganesh

809465/23 Lozada v. Rodriguez

81389924 M&D Door & Hardware
LLC v. Bolivar Builders LLC Et Al

815063/23 Malcolm v. Uber
Technologies Inc Et Al

800506/24 McGowan v. Macinnes

809858/21 Montalvo v. Morales-
Ewedemi

805474/24 Ortega v. Caraballo

801349/23 P. v. Fernandez Jr

801808/24 Roberts v. Rigo Limo-
Auto Corp. Et Al

815729/23 Springs v. Gonzalez

814071/22 Start Elevator v. Newgent
Mgt. Corp Et Al

33030720 Tabacco v. Mota

800100/23 Thompson v. Calix
Transport Inc Et Al

819379/24 Union Mutual Fire Ins.
Co. v. Twerski

802370/25Vrc Companies v.
Eastchester Rehabilitation &
Health Care Center

810582/22Walters v. Morillo

Part 34

Justice Michael A. Frishman
Phone 718-618-1349
Room 705, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, MAY 12

807141/21Arzu v. Patel M.D.

807621/22 Collado v. Essen Medical
Associates

803971/22 Godfrey v. Bay Park
Center For Nursing And
Rehabilitation

818261/24 Nakesha Edwards v. St.
Vincent Depaul Residence

800481/23 Pena v. Tcprne

800275/22 Ranieri v. Providence
Rest, Inc.

807435/24 Rivera Aviles v. Shein
Orthopedics Et Al

Part 35 (DCM)

Justice Raymond P.
Fernandez
Phone 718-618-1216
Room 625, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

800608/24 Cakoni v. 1760 Boone
Development

801329/23 Carreras v. Avid Waste
Systems

819031/23 Diallo v. Zaher

805275/24 Fk v. Valentine Apts.

813583/24 Gadea v. Patel

808671/24 Gonzalez v. Stefan Rlty.
Corp. of NY

803898/24 Gutierrez v. Spence

812515/24 La Chapel Martinez v.
Rodriguez Pena

813969724 Robinson v. Koah

819443/23 Sy v. Davis

MONDAY, MAY 12

803089/24 Acevedo v. NYC School
Const. Auth. Et Al
804581/22 Antoine v. Bauduy
814695/24 Austin v. Barbee
813821/23 Aviles v. Valdesia Mgt.
Corp.
809544/24 Barrett v. Alvarez
813114/23 Dawson v. Edwards
812615/23 De Leon Soto v. Cs Rlty.
Associates LLC Et Al
807410/24 Diallo v. Strawberry
Hacking Corp. Et Al
802279/24 Foat v. Blandon
810194/24 McArdle v. Edgewater
Park Owners Co-Op., Inc. Et Al
805015/25Paul v. Garcia
812939/24 Rodriguez v. Hub Truck
Rental Corp. Et Al
816447/24Rosado v. Roth Jr
804528/24 Samson McA LLC v.
Aspen Business Works
813661/24 Soriano v. Gray
810631/24 Ulerio v. Perez

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.

Part 15

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 Thd
Phone 718-618-1106
265 East 161st Street
Room 350, 9:30 AM

Part 18

Justice Yearwood
Phone 718-618-3629
265 East 161st Street

9:30 AM

Part 19

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 31

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.

Part 60

Justice Barrett
Phone 718-618-1007
265 East 161st Street
Room 620, 9:30 A.M.

Part 70

Justice Lewis
Phone 718-618-1103
265 East 161st Street
Room 340, 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

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Surrogate
Nelida Malave-Gonzalez
Phone 718-618-2350
Courtroom 406

Second Department

ENEEpEEEE
APPELLATE 23/01000 Feng Li v. Changlin Xue
DIVISION 24/(1Ql)729 Diaz v. Gomez (Q)
THURSDAY, MAY 8 | 50/ 45 erv, 120 Stoyvesan
10 A.M. Place, LLC (RI)

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Duffy, J.P., Brathwaite
Nelson, Warhit and Taylor,
JJ.

25/05155 People ex rel. Fisher, on
behalf of Heben v. Maginley-
Liddie

17/02721 People v. Kwaw, Frank

(0]
18/09856 People v. Goodluck, Avery
K
23/02055 People v. Goodluck, Avery
(K)

24/06979 Matter of Soto v. Katz (K)

24/06980 Matter of Katz v. Soto (K)

24/10228 Matter of Starr v. Starr
(0)

24/04472 Matter of Itria Ventures,
LLC v. Champion Painting
Specialty Services (S)

23/03931 Toledo v. Pascal (K)

24/06940 Cardona v. County of
Orange (0)

24/01785 Matter of Flatley v. Town
of Southold (S)

23/04197 Trylon Realty of Roslyn,
Inc. v. Laffey (N)

23/11425 Matter of Polito v. North
Babylon School District (S)

24/05410 Matter of S.
(Anonymous), Jonathan (Q)

21/05132 Negron v. State of New
York (NYS)13

21/03315 Matter of Wyandanch
Union Free School District v.
Town of Babylon (S)

24/11907 Trazzera v. County of
Nassau (N)

24/02889 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.
DeFoe (RI)

24/03818 Matter of Estate of
Gerhardt Wise v. New York State
Department of Healt (RO)

24/07872 Esposito v. Island
Transportation Corporation (K)

24/00574 Cozine v. Maimonides
Medical Center (K)

24/02597 Matter of Castaldo v.
Mondiello (N)

24/05088 Capdevila v. Capdevila
(RD

FRIDAY, MAY 9

10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Chambers, J.P., Wooten,
Dowling and Landicino, JJ.

25/05205 People ex rel. Bright,
on behalf of Kuznyetsov v.
Maginley-Liddie (RI)

22/03909 People v. Archibald, James
L9)

22/03911 People v. Archibald, James
(0Y)

22/09264 People v. Mendoza,
Ricardo (0)

24/03617 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Asia M.; Good
Shepherd Services (K)

24/03619 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Elizabeth A.; Good
Shepherd Services (K)

24/06053 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Wynter Snow; A.
(Anonymous), Summer Rose; B.

Q)

24/08762 Matter of Voltaire v.
Redman (Q)

24/06421 Matter of Pierce v. Joyner
Q

22/05995 Nedd v. Nedd (K)
22/08876 Nedd v. Nedd (K)
23/04744 Nedd v. Nedd (K)
21/06368 Matter of Lane v. County
of Nassau (N)
22/08544 Matter of Lane v. Nassau
County (N)
24/00729 Torrenegra v. Garcia (Q)
24/02589 Matter of Dursi v. Coffey
Ny
23/11884 Lynch v. Citibank, N.A.
(

Q)

24/06877R. v. Santos (S)

24/04265 Stepanov v. Five Borough
Home Care, Inc. (K)

24/10400 Stepanov v. Five Borough
Home Care, Inc. (K)

24/03374HSBC Bank USA, N.A. v.
Schwarz (S)

24/03375HSBC Bank USA, N.A. v.
Schwarz (S)

MONDAY, MAY 12
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Genovesi, J.P., Ford, Wan
and Love, JJ.

22/04995 People v. Simon,
Keachane (K)

21/06939 People v. Edwards, Ethel
Mae (N)

22/06806 Matter of Thomas v.
Thomas (N)

22/06810 Matter of Thomas v.
Thomas (N)

22/06811 Matter of Thomas v.
Thomas (N)

22/06819 Matter of Thomas v.
Thomas (N)

22/06820 Matter of Thomas v.
Thomas (N)

24/03735 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Hanah; A.
(Anonymous), Rahim; Orange
Count (0)

25/01636 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Hanah; A.
(Anonymous), Rahim; Orange
Count (0)

24/00343 Biagini Realty v.
Brightman (0)

23/09113 Matter of Rozof v. Rozof
(9]

24/00368 Shannon v. Astoria 2101
LLC (Q)

24/04213 HSBC, National
Association v. Schneps (N)

23/12388 HSBC Bank USA, NA. v.
Decker (S)

24/09603 Magarin-Reyes v.
Gonzalez (S)

24/07000 Janover LLC v. Smith (N)

23/09681 Barrack v. Village of
Piermont (RO)

23/01359 Chiloyan v. Chiloyan (RI)

23/08998 Chiloyan v. Chiloyan (RI)

24/11442 Custom Crafted
Management Solutions, Inc. v.
Elmont Fire District (N)

23/10411 Ortega v. Transdev
Services, Inc. (N)

24/01494 Ortega v. Transdev
Services, Inc. (N)

22/03366 U.S. Bank Trust, N.A. v.
Bandhu (K)

23/0518623-35 Bridge Street LLC
v. Excel Automotive Tech Center,
Inc. (K)

20/09296 Chapa Products, Corp. v.
MVAIC

24/06009 Goodluck v. Azeez (K)

22/07736 Saxby v. City of New York
(Y]
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TUESDAY, MAY 13
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Connolly, J.P., Christopher,
Voutsinas and Hom, JJ.

25/05327 Matter of Stora v. New
York City Board of Elections (K)

22/02307 People v. Emanuel,
Joshua (W)

23/01257 Matter of W.
(Anonymous), Viris (K)

24/02117 Matter of Royal v. Royal

(K)

24/09872 Tuala v. Empire
Developers & Restoration Corp.
)

23/10736 Meraj v. Walgreens Co.

K

24/05506 Matter of Sawwan v.
Farhoud (K)
24/09034 Sanchez v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. (K)
24/02195Mullins v. Sharma (S)
24/05906 Sharma v. Mullins (S)
24/04037 Matter of Halpern v. White
()
24/00399 Palm Avenue Hialeah
Trust v. 2166 Dean LLC (Q)
24/03111 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Benson (W)
24/05785 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Benson (W)
24/05239 Ficalora v. Almeida (K)
24/02360 Weaver v. Krakoviak (K)
24/02366 Weaver v. Krakoviak (K)
23/07309 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Williams (P)
23/11483 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Williams (P)
21/04814 Matter of Fleischer v.
Friedman (Q)
24/06847 Stein v. Stein (S)
24/09437 Matter of 7-Eleven, Inc. v.
Town of Oyster Bay (N)
24/04476 Matter of Bates, Deceased
P)
23/0058025-01 Newkirk Avenue,
LLC v. Everest National
Insurance Company (K)

THURSDAY, MAY 15
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,
Taylor, Ventura and
McCormack, JJ.

23/03843 People of State of New
York v. Gould (W)

23/08288 People of State of New
York v. Gould (W)

22/08999 People v. Richards,
Fitzgerald (RI)

24/05827 People v. Colonna,
Anthony J. (N)

24/04941 Matter of Sanchez v. Thai
N)

24/04943 Matter of Sanchez v. Thai
N)

23/06431 Matter of Voyager
Continental Casualty Company v.
Anderson (Q)

24/03413 Alnoukari v. Mahmoud
X)

24/04857 Impact Equities 2016 LLC
v. Johnson (K)

24/07175 Matter of Hereford
Insurance Company v. Joyner
X)

24/07207 Naranjo v. City of New
York (Q)

24/07009 Viana v. All Island Recycle
and Rubbish Removal (S)

24/00717 Trim v. New York City
Transit Authority (K)

24/03841U.S. Bank National
Association v. Valencia (Q)

24/02945 Matter of Potter v.
Incorporated Village of Ocean
Beach (S)

24/04557 Tyrell v. Copelin (D)

19/13047 Matter of De La Pava,
deceased (S)

24/03368 Babad v. Oratz (K)

24/08594 Laporte v. New York City
Housing Authority (K)

23/09824J. P. Morgan Chase Bank,
N.A. v. Herschmann (RO)

23/11152 Kurtanidze v. Fasino (K)

FRIDAY, MAY 16
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Barros, J.P., Chambers,
Warhit and Golia, JJ.

22/02626 People v. Johnson, Otis
)

22/09896 People v. Cheristin,
Joshua (Q)

24/01513 Matter of Rahim v. Braden
(9]

23/06541 Matter of Herry v. Perry

(9]

23/08808 Kistamma v. Saintilus-
Alce (N)

24/01173 Kistamma v. Saintilus-
Alce (N)

24/09003 Jordan v. Eureka
Christian Fellowship Inc. (K)

24/02200224 Lefferts Avenue
Housing Development Fund
Corporation v. Haile (K)

24/02554 . v. City of New York (K)

24/07150U.S. Bank Trust, N.A. v.
Rao (N)

24/11837 Tapia v. Enterprise FM
Trust (Q)

24/10091 Harris v. RCH Holdings,
LLC (D)

24073701 v. 1. (K)

24/11049 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. Ricks (RI)

23/10530 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Relyea (D)

23/08742 Lubarsky v. City of New
York (RI)

24/00931 Lubarsky v. City of New
York (RI)

23/06326 Mark v. Trimarco (S)

24/11453 New York Packaging II,
LLC v. Merchants Distributors
Inc. (N)

24/12436Wilson v. 1025 I LLC (N)

24/05082 Zimmerman v. Vazquez

W)
23/10132 Pratt Paper (NY), Inc. v.
Atlanta Gear Works, Inc. (RI)

MONDAY, MAY 19
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Iannacci, J.P., Miller,
Dowling and Love, JJ.

22/08212 People v. Ceballos,
Christian (Q)

24/03567 People of State of New
York v. Van Leer (S)

19/13004 People v. Battle, Maurice

Q

24/01625 Matter of C.
(Anonymous), Jamari O;
Department of Social Services
(RO)

24/06638 Lall v. Noisette (Q)

24/00554 Gomez v. City Livery
Leasing Brooklyn Inc. (K)

24/02897 Rivera v. River Loft
Condominium (K)

24/01463 Marsh Sanctuary, Inc. v.
Town of Mount Kisco (W)

24/01283 K.K. Machine Co., Inc. v.
Grillo (Q)

24/02898 Swiatocha v. Koenigsdorf
)

24/10428 Moustakas v. Giardina (S)

23/11135 Matter of Mills Pond
Nursing and Rehabilitation
Center v. New York Stat (S)

23/08578 Moses v. Bensason (K)

22/08598 HSBC Bank USA, N.A. v.
Berry (K)

20/09221 Deutsche Bank National
Trust v. Tlatelpa (K)

24/04124 Khanam v. Bank of
America (Q)

24/11591 Miah v. Lugo (Q)

23/11951 Impagliazzo v. Judlau
Contracting Inc. (K)

24/09626 Kelly v. Pedersen (S)

TUESDAY, MAY 20
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Dillon, J.P., Christopher,
Wan and Hom, JJ.

22/09667 People v. Jones, Rayvon
()
22/09668 People v. Jones, Rayvon

()

22/09010 People v. Martines,
Ramon (N)

24/03323 Matter of Roman v.
Deceus (Q)

24/05473 Matter of Langenhahn v.
Langenhahn (S)

23/11115US Bank National
Association v. Stuart (Q)

24/09472 Hello Beautiful Salons,
Inc. v. Dimoplon (K)

24/12060 Hello Beautiful Salons,
Inc. v. Dimoplon (K)

24/04564 Matter of Chinese Christ
Gospel Church v. OATH (Q)

24/01751 Matter of Oglesby,
deceased (Q)

24/03087 Matter of Oglesby,
Deceased (Q)

24/06532 Cortez v. Kapoor (K)

24/04725Kedex Properties LLC
v. Trisura Specialty Insurance
Company (Q)

22/04622 Mitchell v. City of New
York (Q)

22/07586 Tootsie Realty Inc. v. Klein
)

23/12265 Siltz v. Golub Corporation

24/01726 U.S. Bank National
Association v. Warner 26 Inc. (N)

22/01270 Town of Blooming Grove
v. Simon (RO)

24/02731 HSBC v. St. Hillaire (K)

23/09018 Romano v. Welsbach
Electric Corp. (K)

24/05644 Abdiev v. Struett (K)

24/02896 Friedman v. MTGLQ
Investors LP (K)

WEDNESDAY, MAY 21
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Duffy, J.P., Ford, Landicino
and Ventura, JJ.

24/04610 People v. Gioia, Holden
P

23/00221 People v. Thompson,
Aaron (K)

23/02513 People v. Babatunde,
Olayinka (K)

21/03706 Placide v. 455 Bainbridge
Street, LLC (K)

21/09114 Finn v. Piesco (RO)

24/10923 Aboagye v. Aboagye (S)

23/08573 Matter of Group BFSI, Inc.
v. STP Brokerage, Inc. (S)

24/02990 Granovskaya v. 24 Hour
Fitness USA Inc. (K)

24/06779 Khoshayev v. Edelstein

K

)
24/06531 Red Target, LLC v. Kun
Resources (S)

APPELLATE
TERM

2ND, 11TH and 13TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* ok ok

BROOKLYN, NY
Day Calendar
WEDNESDAY, MAY 21
9:30 A.M.

Mundy, J.P., Buggs,
Quinones, JJ.
22/00258 People v. Adonis Medrano

22/00738 People v. Benjamin
Rosario

22/01047 People v. Joseph Gallinaro

24/00385 955 Seneca, LLC v. Kings
Juice Bar, Inc.

24/00480 Medtech Medical Supply,
Inc. aao Mary George v. Liberty
Mutual Insurance Company

24/00611 Jules F. Parisien, aao
Brandy Dinnall v. Permanent
General Assurance Corp.

24/00946 Burke 2 Physical Therapy,
P.C., aao Torres, Ruben v.

State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company

24/00984 955 Seneca, LLC, v. Kings
Juice Bar, Inc.

24/01043 Lena Harvey, Manta Jean-
Baptiste, Jasmine Kitchen, and
Steven Slowe v. Miller Avenue
Group, LLC and Aaron Nathans;
HPD

*kk

9TH and 10TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

*kk

Mineola, NY
Day Calendar
THURSDAY, MAY 15
9:30 A.M.

Driscoll, J.P.,
Goldberg-Velazquez,
Conway, JJ.

24/00095 People v. Natan
Krasnyanskiy

24/00292 People v. Brandon
Pinckney

23/01309120 North Sea Road Corp.
v. Schmidt Bros, Produce Co.,
Inc., d/b/a Schmidt’s Market and
Dennis P. Schmidt; “Jane Doe”
and “John Doe”

24/00392 Ny Harmony Property,
LLC v. Kimberly Bastible; Luke
Bastible By Guardian Ad Litem
Bradley D. Schnur, Esq., Richard
Valez, and Claire Valez

24/00560 Long Island Anesthesia
Phys, L.P.V. Kizzanne Probherbs

24/00599Sr 10 W, LLC v. Joseph
Soufeh and Melody Soufeh;
“John Doe “ and “Jane Doe”

24/00872 Labriola Properties, Inc.
v. Madame Butterfly Cakes, Inc.
and Micheline G. Cummings

24/00881 Jdj Gateway, LLC v.
Michelle M. Kelly; John Di lorio,
M.d.

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
THURSDAY, MAY 8

509289/241-10 Bush Terminal
Owner Lp v. Benham

Court Calendars

502276/25Andres v. Logan Bus Co.,
Inc. Et Al

517361/24 Angelo And Jennie
Vergona Trust v. Restoration 360
LLC Et Al

530258/24 Anzalone v. Guilz

521914/24 Ayala v. Macareno Mini
Market

529212/24Baez v. Timm

505478/24 Bocharova v. Opd
Associates Inc.

514777/24Bonacasa v. Botsvadze

528652/21Boyce v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

505006/25Buziashvili v. Devinko

526891/24 Chacha Alulema v.
Suffolk Const. Co. Et Al

533736/24 Cockerl v. Carr

509177/24 Collado-Penuela v. Lott
Ave Rity. LLC

506257/24 County Agency Inc. v. Cv
Staffing Solutions

508214/24 Delorenzo v. Strantzis

527003/24 Derenzin Gonzales v.
Moya Santos

506640/25Doe v. St. Vincent’s
Services, Inc. (a/k/a Heartshare-
St. Vincent’s Services) (f/k/a
St. Vincent’s Hall, Inc., F/k/a St.
Vincent’s Home For Boys) Et Al

517666/24 Dorvilier v. Yero

525167/23 Fermisco v. Catechis

502151/25Flores v. Amazon
Logistics, Inc. Et Al

502497/25Fowler v. Schwartz

522243/24 Friedman v. Infinity Land
Services

511537/24 Graham v. 179 Suydam
St Corp

517518/24 Granato v. Panduro

535391/23 Hackney v. Aspire
Houses Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
Et Al

502905/24 Hsbc Bank USA v. Young

522177/24 Jablonska v. 57 Meserole
Ave LLC Et Al

505266/24 James v. Paul

525771/24 Jean-Pierre v. NYC Et Al

524740/23 Junanashvili v. Alta
Medical Transportation Inc Et Al

518523/24King v. Safe T Stucco
USA, Inc. Et Al

514183/24 Krupa v. Amazon.Com,
Inc. Et Al

526364/24 Leconte v. Nomad Black
Line Inc. Et Al

537001/23 Lin v. Zhang

516924/24 Lopez v. Triunfel Triunfel

505765/25 Lord v. Lemberg
Enterprises, Inc. Et Al

518793/24 Luis v. Lara

500295/25Mantis Funding LLC v.
Ma-Az Inc Et Al

521938/24 Martinez Herrera v.
Lopez Diaz

506862/25Meladze v. United
Natural Foods, Inc. Et Al

504054/24 Merchant Refi LLC v.
Take A Break Events

529288/24 Mitchell v. Lee

517099/24 Newgarden v. Tredent
Contracting Services Inc. Et Al

533946/24 Nouveau Elevator
Industries v. Bass And Bourbon
LLC Et Al

507606/24 Prince v. Koura

533270/23 Prosperum Capital
Partners LLC D/b/a Arsenal
Funding v. Home Solutionz LLC
D/b/a Home Solutionz Et Al

500365/24 Pryce v. Sealey

524874/24 Quezada Estevez v. Gff
Consultant Group Inc Et Al

530993/24 Quito v. Anvl
Transportation LLC Et Al

501722/24 Ramirez v. 366 Jb Rty.
LLC EtAl

522907/24 Reid v. Melendez

529353/24 Revazishvili v. Darling
Ingredients Inc.

521891/24 Royalty v. Goderdzishvili

530234/24 Santana v. Lamour

529524/24 Simon v. Edward Dozier

512683/24 Strand Hill Associates v.
Rothman

521238/24 Thomas v. The
Williamsburg Hotel Bk LLC Et Al

506989/25 Tukvadze v. Matone

503500/25Violette v. Muslim

533563/24Wang v. Haider

528918/24Warren v. Herring

321/24 Williams v. U.S. Bank

531452/24Yeung v. Wong

528647/24 Zahavi-Brunner v. Muss
Dev. LLC. Et Al

505117/25Zhen v. Doe

505012/25Zyskind v. Giannopoulos

FRIDAY, MAY 9

533777/2472 Steel & Aluminum
Works, Inc. v. Sela Ryerson LLC

529846/24764 Metro. 1b LLC v.
Robinson

528373/24 Abraham v. Subsurface
Watermain & Sewer
Contractors, Inc.

534768/24 Aguilera v. Con Ed Co. of
NY Inc. Et Al

507437/25Albert v. Lewis

532771/24 Anderson Sam v. Bklyn.
Beer & Soda Corp. Et Al

500025/25Arifbaeva v. Li

527116/24Barger v. NYC Et Al

519371/24Bart v. Aloev

523932/21Bellamy v. Uncle Paul’s
Pizza NY Et Al

531366/24 Benjamin v. Edwards

531923/24Bey v. Mendez-Ruiz

528579/24Blackman v. Reyes

511660/24 Board of Mgrs. of The
151 Quincy St. Condominium v.
151 Quincy St. Condominiums
LLC Et Al

520935/24Bolden v. Khudoyberdiev

531329/24 Camacho v. Rivera

521584/24 Campbell v. Rahman

51315924 Del Carmen Almonte
Taveras v. Belmont Fabrics, Inc.
EtAl

534445/23 Doe v. Sternberg

525835/23 Frascati v. Con Ed Co. of
NY Inc

506394/24 Friedman v. Leah Stern
And Rachel Stern

532237/24 Gary v. The Cheesecake
Factory Restaurants, Inc.

526953/23 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Mammadov

510069/23 Gray v. Christophe

528585/24 Hamilton v. St. Amant

526659/24 Harrison v. William

528735/24 Hill v. Doe

521224/24Hoque v. Asian
Supermarket And Halal Meat Inc
EtAl

535532/24 Huertero Sanchez
v. Motor Vehicle Accident
Indemnification Corp.

527983/24 Humbert v. Drivo LLC Et
Al

518024/24 Jean v. Ibrahim

536472/22 Jemmott v. Young

522931/24Kheyman v. Gonzalez
Mendoza

515269/24 Laqua v. Lifes Worc Inc.
EtAl

502692/25 Laurent v. Gonzales
Carranza

528294/24 Lindenbaum v. Heart To
Heart Home Care Et Al

501743/25Lipman v. Mes
Brokerage, Inc. Et Al

501880725 Lopez v. Hp Willoughby
Housing Corp. Et Al

514004/24 Mathurin v. Atkinson

530274/24Menendez v. Buena Vida
Snf

527019/24 Mitchell v. 234 Linden
Rity. LLC Et Al

530642/24 Mohammad v. Smith

502237/24 Moore v. NYCHA

526261/24Morales v. Call Rlty. Co.
LLC

500883/25Moshkovich v. 1777
Ocean Ave LLC Et Al

534930/24 Nachman v. Shorefront
Operating

505576/24 Neals v. Clementia
Graham

506031/24 Ortega v. Garda Cl
Atlantic, Inc. Et Al

518928/24 Peralta v. Peralta

502977/25 Piotrkovski v. Rk 2 Inc.
EtAl

504625/24 Popoola v. Rutherford

502323/25Rivera v. Khan

519141/24 Roberts v. U-Haul Et Al

527684/24 Robinson v. Aimufua

500404/24 Romero Chacon v.
Waterview Owner LLC Et Al

529182/22 Rybsztajn v. Elite Care
LLC

503673/24 Sadiq v. Nat. Grid USA Et
Al

527507/24 Schlesinger v. Nat. Grid
USA Service Co., Inc. Et Al

515291/24 Sharashenidze v. John
Doe(a Driver Whose Name Is
Unknown) Et Al

506306/25 Silverline Services, Inc.
v. M.N.R.J.M,, Inc. Et Al

521861/24 Sofer v. 1364 Showroom
LLC

508626/24 Soriano v. Hopkins
Center For Rehabilitation And
Healthcare

533222/24 Szpunt v. Sy

522738/24 Varshavskaya v. Telco
Discount of Ave. U, Inc. Et Al

509901/23 Zakowski v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

Part ADR-COMM

Justice Richard Montelione
360 Adams Street
Phone 718-500-4012
Courtroom 574
THURSDAY, MAY 8

514036/20Kaplan v. Schneider

Commercial
Division
Part 4

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

THURSDAY, MAY 8

514505/195608 6th Ave LLC Et Al v.
Liu Qing Yang

503554/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Mandel

518193/24 Bayport Funding LLC v.
382 East 52nd St. Corp. Et Al

515472/23 Bd Five LLC v. Ullah

533799/22 Community Loan
Servicing v. 420 Eastern Pkwy.
LLC Et Al

502005/24 Hof I Grantor Trust 5 v.
R&J Acq LLC Et Al

37407/07 Hsbc Bank USA v. Perez

502020723 Lima One Capital v. 365
Macon St Hldgs. Corp. Et Al

521176/22 Loan Funder LLC v. 100
Hm LLC Et Al

528079/22Money on Demand Inc. v.
Waymark Ministries Et Al

510591/22 Residential Mortgage
Loan Trust I v. 13 Columbus
Hldgs. Inc. Et Al

507486/24 Sharestates Investments
LLC. v. Hi-Rite Builders Inc. Et Al

524848/23 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. 5 Stones And A Sling
LLC Et Al

505220722 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. 849 Park PI. Inc. Et
Al

504160/24 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. Lake St Bklyn. LLC
EtAl

505301/24 Toorak Capital Partners
v. 8902 Glenwood Road LLC Et Al

3057/07U.S. Bank v. Mathew

524177/23 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
227 Utica Ave LLC Et Al

511890/21U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Sjp Rlty. Hldgs. LLC Et
Al

5878/09 U.S. Bank Trust v. Temlyak

15277/10 Us Bank Trust Nat. Assoc.
v. Vivian Assis

528867/22Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. 849 Herkimer St
LLC Et Al

Motion
514505/195608 6th Ave LLC Et Al v.
Liu Qing Yang
FRIDAY, MAY 9

500926/251523 Real Estate, Inc. v.
Getz

510354/22170 Tillary Corp. v. Gold
Tillary Rlty., LLC A/k/a/ Gold
Tillary Rlty. Co., LLC

505090/24 Ambalo v. Wexler

515432/15Bronstein v. Weinberg

507145/24 Community Fed. Savings
Bank v. 1321 Saint Johns Pl

518404/20 Gutnick v. Jacobson

505157/21 Sky Windows And
Aluminum Prod. Ltd v. Excalibur
Group

502153/22 Smg Automotive Hldgs.
LLC v. The Bklyn. Store LLC

513440/15 Spetner v. Dan

Conference

502153/22 Smg Automotive Hldgs.

LLC v. The Bklyn. Store LLC
Motion

500926/251523 Real Estate, Inc. v.
Getz

510354/22170 Tillary Corp. v. Gold
Tillary Rity., LLC A/k/a/ Gold
Tillary Rity. Co., LLC

505090/24 Ambalo v. Wexler

515432/15Bronstein v. Weinberg

518404/20 Gutnick v. Jacobson

506291/25J&N Const. Group Corp.
v. Gravity Const. Corp. Et Al

505069/23 Podokshik v. Cachette

515565/17 Schwartz v. Wfg Nat.
Title Ins.

505157/21 Sky Windows And
Aluminum Prod. Ltd v. Excalibur
Group

513440/15 Spetner v. Dan

Commercial
Division
Part 6

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

THURSDAY, MAY 8

514505/195608 6th Ave LLC Et Al v.
Liu Qing Yang

503554/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Mandel

518193/24 Bayport Funding LLC v.
382 East 52nd St. Corp. Et Al

515472/23 Bd Five LLC v. Ullah

533799/22 Community Loan
Servicing v. 420 Eastern Pkwy.
LLC EtAl

502005/24 Hof I Grantor Trust 5 v.
R&J Acq LLC Et Al

37407/07 Hsbc Bank USA v. Perez

502020/23 Lima One Capital v. 365
Macon St Hldgs. Corp. Et Al

521176/22 Loan Funder LLC v. 100
Hm LLC Et Al

528079/22Money on Demand Inc. v.
Waymark Ministries Et Al

510591/22 Residential Mortgage
Loan Trust I v. 13 Columbus
Hldgs. Inc. Et Al

507486/24 Sharestates Investments
LLC. v. Hi-Rite Builders Inc. Et Al

524848/23 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. 5 Stones And A Sling
LLC Et Al

505220722 Stormfield Capital
Funding I'v. 849 Park Pl. Inc. Et

Al

504160/24 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. Lake St Bklyn. LLC
EtAl

505301/24 Toorak Capital Partners
v. 8902 Glenwood Road LLC Et Al

3057/07U.S. Bank v. Mathew

524177/23 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
227 Utica Ave LLC Et Al

511890/21U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Sjp Rlty. Hldgs. LLC Et
Al

5878/09 U.S. Bank Trust v. Temlyak

15277/10 Us Bank Trust Nat. Assoc.
v. Vivian Assis

528867/22Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. 849 Herkimer St
LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

500926/251523 Real Estate, Inc. v.
Getz

510354/22170 Tillary Corp. v. Gold
Tillary Rity., LLC A/k/a/ Gold
Tillary Rlty. Co., LLC

505090/24 Ambalo v. Wexler

515432/15Bronstein v. Weinberg

507145/24 Community Fed. Savings
Bank v. 1321 Saint Johns Pl.

518404/20 Gutnick v. Jacobson

505157/21 Sky Windows And
Aluminum Prod. Ltd v. Excalibur
Group

502153/22 Smg Automotive Hldgs.
LLC v. The Bklyn. Store LLC

513440/15 Spetner v. Dan

Commercial
Division
Part 8

Justice Leon Ruchelsman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Room 276

THURSDAY, MAY 8

13828/14 Agbim v. NYC

525800/20 Becker v. NYC

525907/18 Bittrolff v. NYC

522358/22Buchelli v. NYC Et Al

506257/24 County Agency Inc. v. Cv
Staffing Solutions

532178/21Dab Rity. Corp. v. 1001
Rogers Ave LLC

504810/20 Dannenberg v. NYC

513818/21Del Carmen Solano
Morataya v. NYC Et Al

515436/23 Ferdinand v. Pride
Transportation Services Inc. Et
Al

517538/23 Green v. Sea Crest
Acquisition I

513621/23 Guerrero v. The Trustees
of Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al

535345/23 Jnpaul v. Nicholson

518908/19Johnson v. Kingsbrook
Jewish Medical

513007/22 Lasluisa v. Jrm Const.
Mgt.

503015/24 Leone v. Maimonides
Medical Center

524496/20 Menkes v. Board of Mgrs.

of 561 5th St. Condominium Et
Al
504054/24 Merchant Refi LLC v.
Take A Break Events
517099/24 Newgarden v. Tredent
Contracting Services Inc. Et Al
50278523 0. v. Ryvkina
524136/18 Pettaway v. Center For
Nursing
524774/21 Portelli v. Cheng
533270/23 Prosperum Capital
Partners LLC D/b/a Arsenal
Funding v. Home Solutionz LLC
D/b/a Home Solutionz Et Al
505334/23 Rivette v. Lulanaj
532243/21 Ryklis v. Crooke M.D.
535654/22 Sanchez v. Aharoni
505540/24 Silverline Services v.
Youngblood Charter Services
Corp Et Al
506751/22 Simon v. Rahmani M.D.
503572/20 Thimotee v. NYC
771/16 Vargas v. 2010 Bkl Inc
506029/22 Zellermaier v. Campbell

FRIDAY, MAY 9

526953/23 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Mammadov

529182/22 Rybsztajn v. Elite Care
LLC

508474/21 Smith v. Cinque

513187/23 Stanley v. NYCTA Et Al

Commercial
Division
Part 10

Justice Larry D. Martin
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1634
Room 741

Commercial
Division
Part 12

Justice Reginald Boddie
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9127-1594
Room 366

THURSDAY, MAY 8

526468/247120 New Utrecht LLC v.
Pitta Rity. Corp. Et Al

531163/23A.0.A. Mgt. v. Brown

509471/18 Arnell Const. Corp. v.
Grand Mechanical Corp.

500308/19Borough Const. Group
LLC v. Red Hook 160

524407/24 Horowitz v. Rotenberg

505356/23 Kliger v. Fairmont Ins.
Brokers LLC

523904/19 Pamela Zaremba v.
Vlahakis

506922/25Reich v. Purslane LLC Et
Al

529276/24 Sellersfunding Int’l
Portfolio Ltd. v. Mo & Co Dist.
LLC Et Al

511474/23 Techias Hamaesim v.
Seidenfeld

512619/25Yassim v. The Cuban
Shack

Motion

526468/247120 New Utrecht LLC v.
Pitta Rity. Corp. Et Al

531163/23A.0.A. Mgt. v. Brown

509471/18 Arnell Const. Corp. v.
Grand Mechanical Corp.

500308/19Borough Const. Group
LLC v. Red Hook 160

524407/24 Horowitz v. Rotenberg

505356/23 Kliger v. Fairmont Ins.
Brokers LLC

523904/19 Pamela Zaremba v.
Vlahakis

506922/25Reich v. Purslane LLC Et
Al

529276/24 Sellersfunding Int’l
Portfolio Ltd. v. Mo & Co Dist.
LLC Et Al

511474/23 Techias Hamaesim v.
Seidenfeld

512619/25Yassim v. The Cuban
Shack

FRIDAY, MAY 9

510092/19 Gritsay v. Bklyn.
Comprenhensive Care Center,
Inc. Et Al

502464/14Rad & D’Aprile Const. v.
Arnell Const. Corp.

Med Mal
Trial Readiness
Part

Justice Ellen M. Spodek
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1620
Room 723

THURSDAY, MAY 8

503937/17 Andrews v. Brookdale
Hosp. Center

508147/20 Milazzo-Bull v.
Sundaram

523520/20 Osunde v. Horowitz M.D.

516406/18 Ramnauth v. McClendon

FRIDAY, MAY 9

506891/20 Harrington v. Brookdale
Health System, Inc.

515277/20 Papanova v. Konovalov

506504/19 Rumyanteva v. Cohin

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

THURSDAY, MAY 8

529827/22 American Transit
Insurance Company v. Nextstep
Healing, Inc., A/a/o Tyrik Hartley

7636/11 Buie v. Lynch

362/25 Carrasquillo v. NYCHA -
Section 8 Unit

522762/23 Cheyla T. Cotto As
Administrator of The Estate of
Carlos Cotto v. The Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.

505239/23 Churchill Capital
Partners v. Obinna Nwobi Et Al

518088/23 Congregation Divrei
Yecheskel Et Al v.

509524/21De La Cruz v. Mandeep

502867/23 Freedman v. Teller

509621/19 Giaimo v. Sunrise Senior
Living

514242/23 Greenidge v. 140
Schaefer Dev. LLC Aka 140
Schafer Dev. LLC

904/24 Guillaume v. NYCHA -
Section 8

501421/23 Haadiya Z. A. Aamon v.
Morton Povman P.C.

508237/20Harvey v. Slaughter

512434/201saacson v. [kponmwonsa

502641/23 Madison Advance LLC v.
Design Lighting Group LLC Et Al

504275/20Manhattan Electrical v.
XI Specialty Ins. Co.

525745/23 Masoud Esq v. Jpmorgan
Chase Bank

523213/22 Neazy v. Fall

533618/22 Ojo v. Advantagecare
Physicians

519131/23 on Deck Capital, Inc. v.
Samba Vip Limo LLC Et Al

500736/14 Radunceva v. Whelan

501381/21 Smith v. Internicola

526246/23NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 269 Utica Ave.

286/23 Williams v. Prompt Parking

13612/15Williams v. Metro. Dental
Associates

FRIDAY, MAY 9

505162/24 Boyd Adams v. The
Brookdale Hosp.

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 7
Justice Pamela Fisher
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9651
Courtroom 525

FRIDAY, MAY 9

14947/15Eduard v. NYCHA

529997/24 Grant-Trail v. NYCHA

525820/21 Latimore v. Djima

528785/22Marte v. NYC Et Al

507177/24 Mikell v. NYCHA

537634/22 Santos v. The NYCHA Et
Al

Default Judgment
Motion Part
360 Adams Street
Courtroom TBA

THURSDAY, MAY 8

Motion

503358/24Board of Mgrs. of The
7 Metrotech Condominium v.
Krinsky

535427/24 Dixon v. 475 Wash
Owner LLC Et Al

535791/22 Jesus M. Zeno v. Grullon

Jury Coordinating
Part

Justice Kenneth P. Sherman
360 Adams Street
Courtroom 224
347-296-1771

THURSDAY, MAY 8

532075/21Ahmed v. Zhang

510429/22 Almendarez v. Kuba

528204/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Lopez

525100/19Arnone v. Asatiani

508002/23 Azoulay v. Green

518525/21 Beckford v. Chanlatte

512013/21Bell v. Taxi Tours Inc. Et
Al

515097/20 Blumenfeld v. Ross-
Rodney Housing Corp Et Al

503765/22 Bowen v. Hembrador

500316/22Boyd v. E & D Liquor
Store Ltd. Et Al

513175/20 Carraway v. Larose

517063/18 Carrington v. Akhter

503940/22 Charkhoshvili v.
Mirakova

520120/18 Charles v. Rojas

503537/22 Chen v. Gao

514630/18 Cintron v. 646 President
St.

508897/20 Cm Vantage Specialty
Ins. Co. As Subrogee of 201 46
Liberty v. C.A.C. Industries, Inc.

519616/21 Cooper v. Friends of
Associated Beth Rivka School
For Girls

509102/21 Craig v. NYCHA

518590/16 Crossfield v. Haym
Solomon

524615/19 Dawkins v. Central Park
South

519198/19De Leon v. Kagansky

526937/21 Demoss v. Ayoup

523680/19 Dempster v. Jordan

501773/19 Dominguez v. 1335 Gates
LLC

500614/21 Donacien v. Bah

521019/21Donley v. Nemeth

503573/20 Elassiouti v. Ortiz

519751/19Erizpohov v. Luna Park
Housing Corp.

520271/21 Esteves Goncalves v.
NYC Et Al

503322/20 Etienne v. Chambers

530808/21 Etienne v. Reid

519674/19 Evans v. Robinson

531898/21F v. Landau

508066/16 Feldman v. Gonter

522510/19Fitzgerald v. John Dekalb

525059/20 Flores Morellano v. 458
Main LLC Et Al

513287/18 Francois v. Hussain

521107/22 Friedman v. Heb Rlty.
LLC

528435/21 Friedrich v. Nat. Grid
USAEtAl

508505/19Fuller v. 2465 B'way.
Associates

520743/18 Garwood v. Panev

1907/13 Gersbeck v. Rogers

518974/21 Greene v. Rosario

519152/21Gross v. Edison
Lithographing And Printing
Corp.

519490/18 Heath v. Hill

525109/19Henry v. Gateway 277
Housing

519735/20 Howard v. Mendelson

519762/17 Ibrokhimov v. Cookies on
Fulton

511346/21Janet Clayton As
Administrator of The Estate of
Isabella Highland Et Al v. Saints
Joachim And Anne Nursing And
Rehabilitation Center Et Al

511465/22 Jeanty v. Lukman Baba

521010/19Jerez v. Suffolk Const.

516193/22Kiernan v. Contreras
501703/20King v. Damiano Corp. of
Canarsie

501019/21 Laporte v. Alba Limo Et

Al

506683/19 Lokshin v. Edelkopf
513900/22 Losardo v. Hassan

509952/20 Maldonado v. Consigli
Const. Co., Inc. Et Al

509558/18 Mansueto Ventures LLC
v. Pasquali

502849/20 Mendez-Victoriano v. 663
Flatbush LLC

511294/22 Merlain v. Gelbman

510992/15Michaels v. Setton

516232/17 Mullakandov v. Attentive
Home Care Agency

503701/18 Parker v. Susan Grant
LLC

503321/18 Patterson v. White

505022/23 Paul v. Paul

516454/20 Perez v. Tumid Besimcha
Express, Inc., Et Al

524714/21 Persaud v. Warwick

532063/21 Phillip v. Souverin

513838/21 Poleon v. Home Depot
U.SA,, Inc.

519435/20 Procter v. 291a Monroe
Ymj LLC

503859/20 Quituizaca-Curillo v.
Tiam-Fook

526913/19 Reyes v. Pong Keung
Leung

515822/19Riddick v. 287 Maple
Rlty. LLC

525030/20 Roper v. Madad Raja

503062/18 Rosado v. 4616 Fort
Hamilton

525606/21 Ruiz v. Bklyn. Gardens
Nursing And Rehabilitation
Center A/k/a Bishop Henry B.
Hucles Nursing Home

511475/16 Salinas v. Bldg
Oceanside

525231/22 Santana v. United Parcel
Service, Inc. Et Al

503163/18 Santana v. Ramanand

527069/22 Santiago v. Linden Plaza
Preservation L.P. Et Al

515107/19 Schrader v. Amang

522402/22 Scott v. Kearns

502451/20 Seff v. 1215 Ave. N

504649/21 Serra Mejia v. 85 Jay St.
(bklyn.)

510358/23 Siedlecka v. Bakoeva

512357/21Silla Jr. v. Silla

524309/17 Simmons v. 1966 K Food
Corp.

507713/22 Singh v. Kasham

513977/18 Smith v. Singh

502436/20 Stevenson v. 897 Park
Ave Deli Inc.

522097/22 Stewart v. Kobilov

512835/21 Surita v. Stillwell Ready
Mix LLC Et Al

506450/20 Telt v. Hurtado

502285/22Wallace v. NYCTA Et Al

507513/21Williams v. Con Ed Co. of
NY

524560/19Williams v. Gamba

512607/22Yorkiv v. Board of Mgrs.
of Parc Pl. Towers Et Al

527129/21Z. v. Romero

518813/19Zeldin v. Larose

Motion
512013/21Bell v. Taxi Tours Inc. Et

Al

524615/19 Dawkins v. Central Park
South

501773/19 Dominguez v. 1335 Gates
LLC

525059/20 Flores Morellano v. 458
Main LLC Et Al

520743/18 Garwood v. Panev

519762/17Ibrokhimov v. Cookies on
Fulton

506683/19 Lokshin v. Edelkopf

502849/20 Mendez-Victoriano v. 663
Flatbush LLC

525231/22 Santana v. United Parcel
Service, Inc. Et Al

515107/19 Schrader v. Amang

FRIDAY, MAY 9

518043/21Abdullaev v. Heins
500219/22 Alhonote v. Marsillo
Premises Trust
506710/22 Amg Leasing LLC v.
Javaid
532593/23 Anderson Jr. v. Islam
507149/22 Angulo v. Shun Fu
Seafood Market, Inc.
523650/23 Azizi v. Adejuwon
510583/22Banks v. M & S Dental
Supply Co LLC Et Al
503211/21Batista v. Alvarez
507460/22 Bayashev v. Lo-Verde
519880/22 Belgrave v. Smith
520056/20Blue v. Lessner
515258/19 Brewster v. Stafford
515741/17Buffa Charquero v.
Skillman Arms LLC
519594/17Burke v. Chen
516535/18 Cabral v. American
United
515819/21 Casado v. Wei-Chuan
USA, Inc. Et Al
525018/21 Cenatus v. Rudder
512988/21Chang v. The Trustees of
Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al
517489/21 Charles v. Core Services
Group, Inc. Et Al
510399/20 Chery v. Louissaint
500378/20 Clerveau v. Green Village
Meat Market Corp. Et Al
527974/21 Collins v. Collins
519241/23 Compass v. Levina
522463/21 Crawford v. North Fork
Tree Co.
500714/21 Cruz v. NYCHA
518491/19 Cwalina v. Congregation
Beth Elohim
514263/20Davis v. Ali
506190/18 Dejesus v. Fuller
504892/20 Delgado v. Kicopu 957
Inc.
519880/21 Espinal v. 1760-1770 LLC
501014/20 Estime v. Rezk
522902/22 Foster v. Don Quixotes
Service Corp. Et Al
503317/19 Ganay v. Kinetic Kuts
LLC D/b/a
521578/18 Garbutt- Stephen v. Feel
Beauty Supply, Inc.
505101/22 Garcia v. 737 4th Ave.
519877/19 Godwin v. Bklyn. Hosp.
Center
503156/17 Gordon v. Adejuwon
528894/21 Graalman v. Naeymi
519783/19 Greaves v. Fulton Park
Site 4 Houses
507381/20 Guirand v. Taha Vip
Limo, Inc.
526324/22 Hackett Sr. v. Clark
519120/21 Hall v. Biamby
513727/19 Harper v. Kennedy
512879/22 Holland v. Saha
519320/18Irizarry v. Rosselli
519412/23 Jaquez v. Bushwick
Properties LLC
501937/19Johnson v. Wismer
511607/19Johnson v. Chen
518029721 Kharitonov v. Loffredo
519309/19Klimaszewska v.
Goldstein
503613/21 Kostetskyi v. Khalatyan
517623/22 Kubayeva v. Chew
525820/21 Latimore v. Djima
511960/21 Lexilien v. Berroa
513596/18 Lizondro Garcia v. Pv
Hldg. Corp
518971/18 Lopez v. Torres
523070/22Mack v. Laing
516864/19Manragh v. Resorts
World Casino New
522853/19Marceus v. Drysdale
515285/19McBurnie v. Tufino
Vicuna
522809/18 Mendoza v. Lcs
Restoration Corp.
514932/22 Mojica v. Aoun
519197/23 Nana v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.
520528/19 Omer v. Chung Fat
Supermarket, Inc.
519194/17 Ottomanelli v. Auyeung
519669/19 Parrales v. Tishman
Const. Corp.
519812/18 Payne As Administrator
of v. Meridian Properties
517238/21 Payton v. Corbin
500385/18 Puglisi v. Exxon Mobil
Corp.
501801/21 Ramos v. Fond Du Lac
Cold Storage LLC Et Al
514048/21 Rodas v. Bolla Em Rlty.
LLC
527883/19Rodney v. Venezia
Transport Service
514456/21Rodriguez v. Kellermeyer
Bergensons Services
503044/21Ryan v. Fervil
510889/16 Rybak v. Best
502478/18 Sayers v. Duprevil
512310/19 Sayers v. Fervil
508282/18 Solomon v. Foxen
509800/23 Sutton v. 116 Lenox Rlty.
515704/22 Teague v. Kalman

532824/21Tepedino v. Uretsky
511521721 Texeira Dos Santos v.
Bop Greenpoint D LLC Et Al
504507/23 Theodule v. Motor
Vehicle Accident Indemnification
Corp.
503260/20Varela v. Elinor Hacking
Corp.
519475/18 Vargas v. Bp 399 Park
Ave. Condo Board
501794/20Wachaa v. Wachaa
501571/21Watts v. Jeg, Inc.
526734/21Williams v. Maleh
525138/20Worrell v. Fpg Ch 350
Henry LLC Et Al
528791/22Yanez Amboya v. Chopra
519205/22Z. v. The Arab American
Assoc. of New York, Inc.

Motion
507149/22 Angulo v. Shun Fu

Seafood Market, Inc.
502478/18 Sayers v. Duprevil

Non-Jury
Trial Readiness
Part

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774

THURSDAY, MAY 8

514505/195608 6th Ave LLC Et Al v.
Liu Qing Yang

503554/19 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Mandel

518193/24 Bayport Funding LLC v.
382 East 52nd St. Corp. Et Al

515472/23 Bd Five LLC v. Ullah

533799/22 Community Loan
Servicing v. 420 Eastern Pkwy.
LLC Et Al

502005/24 Hof I Grantor Trust 5 v.
R&J Acq LLC Et Al

37407/07 Hsbc Bank USA v. Perez

502020/23 Lima One Capital v. 365
Macon St Hldgs. Corp. Et Al

521176/22 Loan Funder LLC v. 100
Hm LLC Et Al

528079/22Money on Demand Inc. v.
Waymark Ministries Et Al

510591/22 Residential Mortgage
Loan Trust I v. 13 Columbus
Hldgs. Inc. Et Al

507486/24 Sharestates Investments
LLC. v. Hi-Rite Builders Inc. Et Al

524848/23 Stormfield Capital
Funding I'v. 5 Stones And A Sling
LLC Et Al

505220/22 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. 849 Park Pl. Inc. Et
Al

504160/24 Stormfield Capital
Funding I v. Lake St Bklyn. LLC
EtAl

505301/24 Toorak Capital Partners
v. 8902 Glenwood Road LLC Et Al

3057/07 U.S. Bank v. Mathew

52417723 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
227 Utica Ave LLC Et Al

511890/21U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Sjp Rlty. Hldgs. LLC Et
Al

5878/09 U.S. Bank Trust v. Temlyak

15277/10 Us Bank Trust Nat. Assoc.
v. Vivian Assis

528867/22Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. 849 Herkimer St
LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, MAY 9

500926/251523 Real Estate, Inc. v.
Getz

510354/22170 Tillary Corp. v. Gold
Tillary Rlty., LLC A/k/a/ Gold
Tillary Rlty. Co., LLC

505090/24 Ambalo v. Wexler

515432/15Bronstein v. Weinberg

507145/24 Community Fed. Savings
Bank v. 1321 Saint Johns Pl

518404/20 Gutnick v. Jacobson

505157/21 Sky Windows And
Aluminum Prod. Ltd v. Excalibur
Group

502153/22 Smg Automotive Hldgs.
LLC v. The Bklyn. Store LLC

513440/15 Spetner v. Dan

City Trial
Readiness Part
Justice Donald S. Kurtz
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1596

Courtroom 480, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MAY 8

508868/20 Alexander v. Bec
Continuum Housing

523657/20 Calloway v. The NYCTA
EtAl

511191/15Griffith v. NYCTA

512902/21Hernandez v. NYCTA Et

Al
501681/20 Houston v. Metro.
Transportation
500015/17 Jean-Baptiste v. NYC
508752/20Kadisha v. NYCTA
522599/19 Livingston v. Metro.
Transit
452/16 Raynold v. NYCTA
501322/20 Santana v. Metro.
512449/17 Sinvany v. Metro. Transit
502953/21 Smith v. NYCTA Et Al
500636/22 Tepi Dominguez v.
NYCTA
500565/21 Thomas v. Shepard
517549/19Young v. NYCTA

Central
Compliance Part

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1626
Courtroom 282

THURSDAY, MAY 8

534433/23 Abellard v. Riviera
Produce Corp. Et Al

515698/22 Adames v. Dinardo

508106/24 Adjodha v. Hoque

504906/21 Alava-Mera v. Hans

513392/24 Alert v. Igbal

503063/22 Argonaut Ins. Co. v. 4
Ave Bu LLC Et Al

505628/23 Best v. Jaharov

525907/18 Bittrolff v. NYC

512595/23 Bozeman v. Kings Court
Housing

509116/24 Burr v. Crary Il

508135/24 Calero Elizalde v. 827
Sterling Owner

503210/24 Cavani v. Ortiz

506884/24 Celso v. Raeburn

513867/24 Chisholm v. Ishmael

536519/23 Church v. Garcia

510964724 Colon v. Prince

508830718 Colson v. Ao Petroleum,
Inc.

156/24 Costa v. Carannante

513496/20 Cuomo v. Axis
Mechanical of New York, Inc. Et

14929/08 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Henry

505953/23 Fearon v. Lutfu

535007/23 Fraser v. NYCHA Et Al

517538/23 Green v. Sea Crest
Acquisition I

513621/23 Guerrero v. The Trustees
of Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al

508732/24 Jennings v. Geico Ins.
Co.

535345/23 Jnpaul v. Nicholson

518908/19 Johnson v. Kingsbrook
Jewish Medical

515804/24 Jones v. Omogun

520149/23 Joseph v. Aylkondu

502960/23 Joseph v. 4202 Ave J LLC.
EtAl

527490/21 Jubinville v. Ota
Jefferson

535278/23 K. v. Gurdev Prime Rlty.

506219/24 Khine v. Whole Foods
Market Group

513007/22 Lasluisa v. Jrm Const.
Mgt.

508895/24 Lawson v. Mansilla

501635/24 Lawton v. McClain

528395/23 Leblanc v. Michell
Enterprises

503015/24 Leone v. Maimonides
Medical Center

514420/23 Lloyd v. Balsam Village 1
LLC

527865/23 Lyte v. Greene

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 18
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LIQUOR LICENSES

FOUNDATIONS

FOUNDATIONS

OTICE IS HEREBY

GIVEN that a license,
number pending, for beer,
wine, and liquor has been
applied for by BANJARA
INC. to sell beer, wine, and
liquor at retail in a restau-
rant under the Alcoholic
Beverage Control Law at 390
N Wantagh Ave, Bethpage,
NY 11714 County of Nassau
for on-premises consump-
tion. Banjara Inc. 390 N
\li‘ﬁrlltagh Ave Bethpage, NY

8102 myl-Th my8

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0524-25-
07236 has been applied for
by Compass Group USA, Inc
and Thompson Hospitality
Services, LLC serving beer,
wine, cider and liquor to be
sold at vretail for on
premises consumption in a
catering establishment for
the premises located at 270
Park Ave, 13th Floor NY NY

10017.

8168 my1-Th my8
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation ID: NA 0340-25-110739
has been applied for by 30
W 26th Street OP CO LLC
serving beer, wine, cider
and liquor to be sold at re-
tail for on premises con-
sumption in a restaurant,
for the premises located at
30 West 26th Street New
York NY 10010.

8166 my1-Th my8
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation ID: CL-25-101513-01
has been applied for by
Tartinery W3 LLC serving
beer, wine, cider and liquor
to be sold at retail for on
premises consumption in a
restaurant, for the premises
located at 78 W 3RD St New
York NY 10012.

8169 myl-Th my8
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On

Premises Tavern Full

Liquor License, Application
ID CL-25-25-101755-02 has
been applied for by GH on
the Park LLC & 54 West 40th
Realty LLC, as Co-Licensees
serving beer, wine, cider
and liquor to be sold at re-
tail for on premises con-
sumption in a tavern for the
premises located at 54 West
40th Street New York NY
10018.

8164 myl-Th my8

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

CHANGING THE NARRA-
TIVE MENTAL HEALTH
COUNSELING, PLLC Art of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
04/10/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY is designated
as the agent of the LLC for
service of process. Any legal
documents served to the LLC
through SSNY will be for-
warded to LEGALCORP SO-
LUTIONS, LLC 11 BROAD-
WAY SUITE 615, NEW
YORK, NY 10004. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

7871 My01 Th J05

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Harrigan Medical
PLLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/13/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against PLLC
to 261 West 112th St, 3C, New
York, NY 10026. Purpose: any

lawful act.
7843 A24 Th My29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Harrigan Medical
PLLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/13/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against PLLC
to 261 West 112th St, 3C, New
York, NY 10026. Purpose: any

lawful act.
7843 A24 Th My29

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of AEP ENGI-
NEERING LIMITED LIABIL-
ITY COMPANY. Application
for authority filed with Sec-
retary of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/21/2024. Office loc:
County. LLC formed in NJ on
10/22/2013 SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and mailed to
26 Mountain Way, West Or-
ange, NJ 07052. Cert. of LLC
filed with NJ Dept of the
Treasury, DORES, 33 W State

St, #5th FIl, Trenton, NJ
08608. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.

5692 A17 Th My22

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

3137 BROADWAY LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 03/21/2025. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 3137
BROADWAY, NEW YORK,

The annual return for The
Apfelbaum Family Founda-
tion for the calendar year
December 31, 2024 is avail-
able at the office of
McLaughlin & Stern LLP at
260 Madison Avenue, New
York, NY 10016, (212) 448-
1100, for inspection during
regular business hours by
any citizen who requests it
within 180 days hereof. Prin-
cipal Manager of the Foun-

dation is William Apfel-
baum.
8576 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE JOSHUA L. MAILMAN
CHARITABLE TRUST. For
the calendar year ended De-
cember 31, 2024 is available
at its principal office located
at c/o Citrin Cooperman, 50
Rockefeller Plaza, 4th Floor,
New York, NY 10020 for the
inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
JOSHUA MAILMAN.

8572 my8

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

SQUARE BRIDGE COURT,
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/22/2025. Of-
fice 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, 108
Soifer Ave, North Bellmore,
NY 11710. Purpose: Any Law-

ful Purpose.
7867 a24-Th my29

SHEA UNLIMITED LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/31/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
James Shiel, 33 Lawrence
Street, East Rockaway, NY
11518. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
6931 a3-Th my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
Janet Yaseen Foundation.
For the calendar year ended
12/31/2024 is available at its
principal office located at
812 5th Ave New York, NY
10065 for the inspection dur-
ing regular business hours
by any citizen who requests
it within 180 days hereof.
Principal Manager of the
Foundation is Janet Yaseen.
8592 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
JOSEPH J. GRANO JR.
SCHOLARSHIP & FOUNDA-
TION For the calendar year
ended December 31, 2024 is
available at its principal of-
fice located at 600 WASHING-
TON BLVD STAMFORD, CT
06901 for inspection during
regular business hours by
any citizen who requests it
within 180 days hereof. Prin-
cipal Manager of the Foun-

dation is MARC MON-
TANERO.
8435 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
RUBEN FAMILY CHARITA-
BLE TRUST. For the calen-
dar year ended December 31,
2024 is available at its princi-
pal office located at 600
Madison Avenue, 11FL, New
York, NY 10022 for the in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Richard Ruben.
8585 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
The Abstraction Fund. For
the calendar year ended
12/31/2024 is available at its
principal office located at 66
Hudson Blvd E, Ste 2200 New
York, NY 10001 for the in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Nina Rosenwald.

8589 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
_THE ALFRED AND JANE
ROSS FOUNDATION For the
calendar year ended Decem-
ber 31, 2024 is available at its
principal office located at c/o
Citrin Cooperman, 50 Rocke-
feller Plaza, 4th Floor, New
York, NY 10020 for the in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any -citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is AL-
FRED ROSS

8569 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE BARRY AND ALISON
GOODMAN FOUNDATION.
For the calendar year ended
DECEMBER 31, 2024 is avail-
able at its principal office lo-
cated at 55 WEST 46TH
STREET, 31ST FLOOR for
the inspection during regu-
lar business hours by any cit-
izen who requests it within
180 days hereof. Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is BARRY GOODMAN.

8578 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE EHA FOUNDATION
INC. For the year ended
01/31/2024 is available at its
principal office located at:
Herrick Feinstein LLP, 2
Park Avenue, NY, NY 1016
for inspection durlng regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. The Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is Christina M. Mason.

my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE ELSIE DEL FIERRO
TRUST U/A 7/25/79 For the
year ended 12/31/2023 is
available at its principal of-
fice located at: Herrick Fein-
stein LLP, 2 Park Avenue,
NY, NY 1016 for inspection
during regular business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. The Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Carolyn R. Caufield.

8453 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE SELMA RUBEN FOUN-
DATION. For the calendar
year ended December 31,
2024 is available at its princi-
pal office located at 600
Madison Avenue, 11FL, New
York, NY 10022 for the in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Richard Ruben.
8583 my8

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE HENRY NIAS FOUN-
DATION For the fiscal year
ended 11/30/2024 is available
at its principal office located
at c/o CBIZ ADVISORS, LLC
68 SOUTH SERVICE ROAD
SUITE #300 for inspection
during regular business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. Principal Manager of

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE LAWRENCE RUBEN
FOUNDATION. For the cal-
endar year ended December
31, 2024 is available at its
principal office located at
600 Madison Avenue, 11FL,
New York, NY 10022 for the
inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Richard Ruben.

8584 my8

STE2 LLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
02/27/25. Office in Nassau Co.
SSNY Agent of LLC upon
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to STE2 LLC - Re-
ceipts at 341 Baltustrol Cir-
cle, Roslyn, NY 11576. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

831 a24-Th my29

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE PARENTING DEVEL-
OPMENT RESOURCE, INC.
For the calendar year ended
December 31, 2024 is avail-
able at its principal office lo-
cated at 1088 Park Ave#14C,
New York, NY 10129 for the
inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Virginia Stowe.
8570 my8

WHITTMAN 601, LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 04/18/2025. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 60
HORATIO ST, NEW YORK,
NY 10014. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
7841 a24-Th my29

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE CO LAB DANCE CORP.
For the year ended 12/31/2023
is available at its principal
office located at: Herrick Fe-
instein LLP, 2 Park Avenue,
NY, NY 1016 for 1nspect10n
durlng regular  business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. The Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Lauren Post.
8458 my8

1514 PROSPECT AVE LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/24/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 10 Main Street, Unit 28,
East Rockaway, NY 11518.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
6851 a3-Th my3

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE CRAIGMYLE FOUNDA-
TION For the year ended
12/31/2023 is available at its
principal office located at:
Herrick Feinstein LLP, 2
Park Avenue, NY, NY 1016
for inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. The Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is Carolyn R. Caufield.

8454 my8

318 KING AVE BRONX LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 02/27/25. Office:
Bronx County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o John P O'Boyle, 2971
Webster Ave, Bronx, 10458.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
6852 a3-Th my8

BOSOTINA GLOBAL LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/31/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o Lawrence V. Carra,
Esq., 170 Old Country Road,
Suite 212, Mineola, NY 11501.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

my17-Th my22

12 NORTHERN LAC LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 01/15/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o Juan Carlos Segarra,
24-28 95th  Street, East
Elmhurst, NY 11369. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

8224 myl-Th ju5

200 EAST 83 RD STREET
PROPERTIES, LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of NY
4/24/2025. Off. Loc. : New York
Co. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY to mail copy of process
to the LLC, 200 East 83rd
Street, 3A, New York, NY
10028, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful act or activity
8120 myl1-Th jub

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE FRANCOIS WALLACE
MONAHAN FUND For the
year ended 12/31/2023 is
available at its principal of-
fice located at: Herrick Fein-
stein LLP, 2 Park Avenue,
NY, NY 1016 for inspection
during regular business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. The Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
Christina M. Mason.
8457 my8

519 THIRD AVE LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with SSNY on
8/15/2023. Off. Loc.. NEW
YORK Co. SSNY desig. As
agt. upon whom process may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, C/O
Qiang Wang, 1600 Broadway,
1 , New York, NY 10019.
Registered Agent - Qiang
Wang, 1600 Broadway, 12C,
New York, NY 10019. General

Purposes.
6897 a3-Th my8

680 WEST 232 ND STREET
PROPERTIES, LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of NY
4/24/2025. 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, 680 West 23nd Street,
Bronx, NY 10463, USA. Pur-
pose: Any lawful act or activ-

ity.
8121 my1-Th jub

SHINESTONE CAPITAL
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/25/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 48 Lincoln Rd, Plain-
view, NY 11803. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

8587 my8-Th jul2

CHOICE FORGED MECHAN-
ICAL LLC Art. Of Org. Filed
Sec. of State of NY 4/3/2025.
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, 970
Morris Park Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10462, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful act or activity.

7869 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Brawko Coffee Com-
pany LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 3/10/2025. Office lo-
cation:. 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 #882507, New
York, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
6874 A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Colombo Partners
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/4/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 157 Broome Street, 1A,
New York, NY 10002. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
5950 A03 Th My08

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE HARWEB FOUNDA-
TION For the year ended
12/31/2023 is available at its
principal office located at:
Herrick Feinstein LLP, 2
Park Avenue, NY, NY 1016
for inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. The Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is David W. Harris.
8455

914 NORTHERN BLVD LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/25/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 3470 Milburn Avenue,
Baldwin Harbor, NY 11510.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
6854 a3-Th my8

BRAINFLUENCE, LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 03/10/25. 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, 410 E
74th Street, Apartment 3H,
New York, NY 10021. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

8225 my1-Th jub

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DORIAN APPAREL
LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/3/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Entity Protect Registered
Agent Services LLC, 447
Broadway 2nd F1, #3000, New
York, NY 10013. Purpose: any

lawful act.
A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SAFARI ATELIER
NYC LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 10/20/2023. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 900 W
190 St, Apt 15B, New York,
NY 10040. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
A10 Th My15

2044

OTICE OF FORMATION

of VCARE HOME SER-
VICES NYC LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 3/1/25. Office
location: BX County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 1056
Gerard Ave, Bronx, NY
10452. Purpose: any lawful

act.
A10 Th My15

6379

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ANDREA KELLI
BRANDS LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 4/28/2023 Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 1051
Port Washington Blvd, Unit
775, Port Washington, NY
ll(t)50. Purpose: any lawful

act.
7555 A17 Th My22

OTICE OF FORMATION

of JL Matias Construc-
tion LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 9/13/2024. Office lo-
cation: BX County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 3444
Knox Pl, Apt 3, Bronx, NY
10467. Purpose: any lawful

act.
7602 A17 Th My22

99 JOHN STREET HOLD-
INGS, LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 04/01/2025.
Office loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Lily Chang, 75
Mill River Road, Oyster Bay,
NY 11771. Purpose: Any Law-

ful Purpose.
6933 a3-Th my8

DSL AND RNW GROUP LLC.
Art. of Org. filed with SSNY
4/14/25. Office Location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process. SSNY
shall mail a copy of any
process to: c¢/o C/O National
Registered Agents, Inc. 28
Liberty street, NY, NY,
10005,. Purpose: Any lawful
act or activity.

myl1-Th jub

6672

OTICE OF FORMATION

of IndependenThinker
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 2/28/2025. Office location:
BX County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to PO Box 327, Bronx, NY
10451. R/A: US Corp Agents,
Inc. 7014 13th Ave, #202, BK,
NY 11228. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ST. CLAIRE NATU-
RALS LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 9/12/2022. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 2186
Fifth Ave, #12R, New York,
NY 10037. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
7557 A17 Th My22

my8
THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
ALEXANDER SOROS

FOUNDATION For the cal-
endar year ended 12/31/2024
is available at its principal
office located at C/O SOROS
FUND MANAGEMENT LLC
250 WEST 55TH STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10019 for in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-

ager of the Foundation is
MICHAEL VACHON.
8518 my8

ATKINSON VISION CARE
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 03/17/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 1046 Cramer Court,
Baldwin, NY 11510. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

6849 a3-Th my8

GET WIESER, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
04/21/25. 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, 3000
Marcus Avenue, Suite 3W07,
Lake Success, NY 11042. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

8222 my1-Th jub

6072

OTICE OF FORMATION

of PUREMETHOD LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/22/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 4 E 89th St, Apt 1C, New
York, NY 10128. Purpose: any

lawful act.
5829 A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 165-25 Union Tpke
LLC. Arts of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 5/2’7/2020 Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: EastCor Land
Services Inc, 9 Park Place,
1st Floor, Great Neck Plaza,
NY 11021, also the registered
agent upon whom process
may be served. Purpose: any
lawful activities.
7833 a24-Th my29

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
SOROS FUND CHARITA-
BELE FOUNDATION For
the calendar year ended
12/31/2024 is available at its
principal office located at
C/O SOROS FUND MANAGE-
MENT LLC 250 WEST 55TH
STREET NEW YORK, NY
10019 for inspection during
regular business hours by
any citizen who requests it
within 180 days hereof. Prin-
cipal Manager of the Foun-
dation is Christopher Naun-
ton.

8523 my8

CARING LINK FAMILY
PRACTICE LLC filed Arts. of
Org. with the Sect'y of State
of NY (SSNY) on 3/6/2025. Of-
fice: Bronx 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, c/o Eva Nyarko, NP, 650
E 226th St, Bronx, NY 10466.
Purpose: any lawful act.

6890 a3-Th my8

GET WIESER, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
04/21/25. 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, 3000
Marcus Avenue, Suite 3WO07,
Lake Success, NY 11042. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

8222 myl1-Th jub

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RUBY MAE STUDIOS
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/2/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 400 W 43rd St, Apt 32H,
New York, NY 10036. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
6845 A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of AQUATEK LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
03/27/2025. Office location:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: c¢/o Incorporating
Services, Ltd., 3500 S. DuPont
Highway, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ties.
a24-Th my29

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
UBS FOUNDATION USA
For the calendar year ended
12/31/2024 is available at its
principal office located at
600 WASHINGTON BLVD.
STAMFORD, CT 06901 for in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
MARSHA ASKINS.

8467 my8

CLEAR BLUE SKY LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/12/25. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 322 W. 57th Street, #50F,
New York, NY 10019. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

53 a3-Th my8

HANOVER SQUARE PROP-
ERTIES LLC. Filed 2/14/25.
Office: NY Co. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 3 Hanover Sq Apt
10a, New York, NY 10004.
Registered Agent: United
States Corporation Agents,
Inc., 7014 13th Avenue , Suite
202, Brooklyn, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: General.

8163 my1-Th jub
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ENCHANTED COTTAGE,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 03/24/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 1425 Jerusalem Avenue,
Unit 28, Merrick, NY 11566.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
6850 a3-Th my8

JOSOY SALES LLC. A Dom.
LLC filed with SSNY on
03/24/2025, BRONX Cty, SSNY
is DDI as agent upon whom
proc. Agst. The LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail a
copy of any proc. Agst. the
LLC to: 1247 Croes Ave., Ste.
3, Bx, NY 10472. To engage in
any lawful act or activity.

7561 myl-Th jub

otice of Formation of

SCANLON SOLUTIONS
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/30/2024. Office Loca-
tion: NEW YORK County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served against LLC to: THE
LLC 320 W 96TH ST APT 5B,
NEW YORK, NY, 10025, USA.
Reg. Ag.: UNITED STATES
CORPORATION AGENTS,
INC. 7014 13TH AVENUE,
SUITE 202, BROOKLYN, NY,
11228, USA. Purpose: any
lawful act.
5422 A03 Th My08

7850

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Bemsha Productions
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/26/2025. Office location:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Bemsha Produc-
tions LLC, 26 Broadway,
Suite 1301, New York, NY
10004. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
a24-Th my29

MIG ALLIANCE, LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 04/01/2025. Office loc: Nas-
sau County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 45 Cecilia Drive, Mut-

LEVY DMA REAL ESTATE,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 02/24/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 33 Hempstead Turn-
pike, Farmingdale, NY 11735.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
8219 my1-Th jub

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Smitty SmartyPants
Daycare LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 10/28/2024. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 2186
5th Ave #5A, New York, NY
10(t)37. Purpose: any lawful

act.
6928 A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BENJAMIN TAYLOR
ROSSE LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 04/04/2025 Of-
fice location: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 515 West 38th
Street, New York, NY 10018.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ties.
a24-Th my29

SAM 10 LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
04/23/25. Office: 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, 1980
Matthews Avenue, 1st Floor,

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SKY 3085 REALTY
LLC. Arts of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 08/13/2024. Office location:
Bronx County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: SKY 3085 RE-
ALTY LLC, 3085 East
Tremont Avenue, Bronx, NY
10461. Name and address of
the registered agent upon
whom process may be
served: MIGUEL LUNA 3085
East Tremont Avenue, Bronx

7848

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MK Wilkins LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/23/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 482 E 74th Street, 3D, New
York, NY 10021. Purpose: any

lawful act.
7614 My01 Th JO5

otice of Formation of

PINNACLE MOTORS
LLC. Art. Of Org. filed with
Sec. of State of NY (SSNY) on
01/28/2025. Office Loc.: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 4 CHELSEA PL
APT 4E, GREAT NECK, NY

g]ﬁlf' 10027. Purpose: Any Law- Eh(ie 1Foundation is Richard only at tontown, NY 11971. Purpose; Bronx, NY 10462. Purpose: ?181( 1(2461. Purpose: any law’ ll(t)21. Purpose: Any lawful
elman. . Any Lawful Purpose. Any lawful . ul activities. activity.
7889 a24-Thmy29 | 8553 my8 NYLJ.COM 6932 PO Th my8 o35 purposfnymh jus | 7832 a24-Th my29 My01 Th JO5
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NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

BRONX COUNTY
BAYVIEW LOAN SERVIC-
ING, LLC, Plaintiff against
JODI CUOMO, et al Defen-
dant(s) Attorney for Plain-
tiff(s) Fein Such & Crane,
LLP, 28 East Main Street,
Suite 1800, Rochester, NY
14614. Pursuant to a Judg-
ment of Foreclosure and
Sale entered June 21, 2017, I
will sell at public auction to
the highest bidder at the
Bronx County Courthouse,
Courtroom 711 at 851 Grand
Concourse, Bronx, New
York on May 19, 2025 at 2:15
PM. Premises known as 3186
Ampere Avenue, Bronx, NY
10465. Block 5412 Lot 85. All
that certain plot, piece or
parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Bronx, City and State of
New York. Approximate
Amount of Judgment is
$166,501.56 plus interest,
fees, and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Index No 35404/2014E. The
foreclosure sale will be con-
ducted in accordance with
12th  Judicial  Distriet's
Covid-19 Policies and the
Bronx County foreclosure
auction rules. The Referee
shall enforce any rules in
place regarding facial cov-
erings and social distanc-
ing. Michael Aspinall, Esq.,
Referee File # NSRNYO007
7085 al7-Th my8

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF KINGS
HSBC Bank USA, National
Association as Trustee for
Merrill Lynch Mortgage In-
vestors, Inc., Mortgage Pass-
Through Certificates, MLMI
Series 2006-AF2, Plaintiff
AGAINST Roy S. Whitelock,
et al.,, Defendant(s) Pur-
suant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered September 25, 2009,
I, the undersigned Referee
will sell at public auction at
the Kings County Supreme
Court, in Room 224, 360
Adams Street, Brooklyn
New York 11201 on May 22,
2025 at 2:30 PM, premises
known as 1778 Dean Street,
Brooklyn, NY 11233. All that
certain plot piece or parcel
of land, with the buildings
and improvements erected,
situate, lying and being in
the Borough of Brooklyn,
County of Kings, City and
State of New York, Block:
1349, Lot: 26. Approximate
amount of judgment
$683,121.93 plus interest and
costs. Premises will be sold
subject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index
#16517/2007. For sale infor-
mation, please visit Auc-
tion.com at www.Auction.
com or call (800) 280-2832.
Jeffrey R. Miller, Esq., Ref-
eree Frenkel Lambert
Weiss Weisman & Gordon,
LLP 53 Gibson Street Bay
Shore, NY 11706 01-051150-

F00 85122
7371 a24-Th my15
NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF BRONX,
U.S. BANK NATIONAL AS-
SOCIATION, NOT IN ITS
INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY
BUT SOLELY AS TRUSTEE
FOR PLAZA RTL TRUST,
Plaintiff, vs. BARKER PRO-
JECT LLC, ET AL., Defen-
dant (s). Pursuant to a Judg-
ment of Foreclosure and
Sale duly entered on April
4, 2025, I, the undersigned
Referee will sell at public
auction at Courtroom 607 of
the Bronx County Court-
house, Bronx County, 851
Grand Concourse, NY 10451
on June 9, 2025, at 2:15 PM,
premises known as 2506,
2514, 2516 2518, 2520
BARK AVE NUE,
BRONX NY 10467. All that
certain plot piece or parcel
of land, with the buildings
and improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough of
Bronx, County of Bronx and
State of New York, Block:
4428, Lot: 10, 13, 14, 114 & 15.
Approximate amount of
judgment is $5,541,267.40
plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to pI‘OVlSlODS of filed
Judgment Index
#809792/2021E If the sale is
set aside for any reason, the
Purchaser at the sale shall
be entitled only to a return
of thew deposit paid. The
Purchaser shall have no fur-
ther recourse against the
Mortgagor, the Mortgagee,
the Mortgagee's attorney, or
the Referee. STEPHEN B.
KAUFMAN, Esq., Referee
Roach & Lin, P.C., 6851 Jeri-
cho Turnpike, Suite 185,
Syosset, New York 11791, At-
torneys for Plaintiff
8056 my8-Th my29

LIMITED LIABILITY

ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Whitehall
Strategic Solutions, LLC. Au-
thority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
04/01/2025. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Wyoming (WY) on
03/28/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 26 Park View Row
40-B, New York, NY 10038.
Address required to be
maintained in WY: 1603 Capi-
tol Ave., Ste. 413, Cheyenne,
WY 82001. Arts of Org. filed
with the WY Secy. of State,
Herschler Bldg. East, Ste. 100
& 101, Cheyenne, WY 82002-
0020. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
7857 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Will Burrell Events
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 04/02/2025. Office location:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Will Burrell, c/o
National Realty, 225 Liberty
Street, 31st Floor, New York,
NY 10281. Purpose: any law-

ful activities.
7856 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Galactic Brands NY,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/18/2025. Office location:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: GALACTIC
BRANDS NY, LLC, 15854
LITTLE MORONGO ROAD,
DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA
92240. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
7860 a24-Th my29

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF KINGS
Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company, as Trustee
for Soundview Home Loan
Trust 2006-1, Asset-Backed
Certificates, Series 2006-1,
Plaintiff AGAINST Aixa
Muir; et al., Defendant(s)
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered August 25, 2010 I,
the undersigned Referee,
will sell at public auction at
the Kings County Supreme
Court, 360 Adams Street,
Room 224, Brooklyn, NY
11201 on May 15, 2025 at
2:30PM, premises known as
1192 Bushwick Avenue,
Brooklyn, NY 11221. All that
certain plot, piece or parcel
of land, with the buildings
and improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough of
Brooklyn, County of Kings,
City and State of New York,
Block 3380 Lot 39. Approxi-
mate amount of judgment
$632,451.09 plus interest and
costs. Premises will be sold
subject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index#
11797/2008. Mark A. Longo,
Esq., Referee LOGS Legal
Group LLP f/k/a Shapiro, Di-
Caro & Barak, LLC Attor-
ney(s) for the Plaintiff 175
Mile Crossing Boulevard
Rochester, New York 14624
(877) 430-4792 Dated: March
13, 2025 84965
7068 al7-Th my8

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF Bronx, U.S.
Bank Trust, N.A., As Trustee
for LSF8 Master Participa-
tion Trust, Plaintiff, vs.
Pherris Miller as Adminis-
tratrix and Heir of the Es-
tate of Clinton B. Miller, ET
AL., Defendant(s). Pursuant
to a Judgment of Foreclo-
sure and Sale duly entered
on January 21, 2020 and an
Order to Extend - Time duly
entered February 5, 2025, 1,
the undersigned Referee
will sell at public auction at
the Bronx County Supreme
Court, Courtroom 711, 851
Grand Concourse, Bronx,
NY 10451-2937 on May 19
2025 at 2:15 p.m., premises
known as 1222 Elder Av-
enue, Bronx, NY 10472. All
that certain plot, piece or
parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Bronx, City and State of
New York, Block 3773 and
Lot 16. Approximate amount
of judgment is $408,819.07
plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index
#32652/2017E Larry Alfonso
Arias, Esq., Referee Fried-
man Vartolo LLP, 85 Broad
Street, Suite 501, New York,
New York 10004, Attorneys
for Plaintiff. Firm File No.

211476-1
7187 al7-Th my8
NOTICE OF SALE
UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF BRONX,
RFLF 5, LLC, Plaintiff, vs
MANHATTAN RIVER
VIEW LLC, ET AL., Defen-
dant(s). Pursuant to a Judg-
ment of Foreclosure and
Sale duly entered on Janu-
ary 25, 2023 and a Decision
and Order duly entered on
April 1, 2025, I-, the under-
signed Referee will sell at
public auction at the Bronx
County Courthouse, Court-
room 711, 851 Grand Con-
course, Bronx, NY 10451 on
June 2, 2025 at 2:15 p.m.,
premises known as 2086-
2088 Bathgate Avenue,
Bronx, NY 10457. All that
certain plot, piece or parcel
of land, with the buildings
and improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough of
Bronx, County of Bronx, City
and State of New York,
Block 3045 and Lot 25. Ap-
proximate amount of judg-
ment is $1,125,086.83 plus in-
terest and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Index #806204/2021E. Jeffrey
E. Dinowitz, Esq., Referee
Friedman Vartolo LLP, 85
Broad Street, Suite 501,
New York, New York 10004,
Attorneys for Plaintiff. Firm
File No.: 201287-2
8048 my1-Th my22

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

BRONX COUNTY JP-
MORGAN CHASE BANK,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION,
Plaintiff against NINA
VAZQUEZ, et al Defen-
dant(s) Attorney for Plain-
tiff(s) Fein Such & Crane,
LLP, 28 East Main Street,
Suite 1800, Rochester, NY
14614. Pursuant to a Judg-
ment of Foreclosure and
Sale entered September 27,
2019, I will sell at public
auction to the highest bid-
der at the Bronx County
Courthouse, Courtroom 711
at 851 Grand Concourse,
Bronx, New York on June 9,
2025 at 2:15 PM. Premises
known as 3609 Holland Av-
enue, Bronx, NY 10467-0467.
Block 4661 Lot 21. All that
certain plot, piece or parcel
of land, with the buildings
and improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough and
County of Bronx, City and
State of New York. Approxi-
mate Amount of Judgment
is $599,659.45 plus interest,
fees, and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Index No 380570/2008E. The
foreclosure sale will be con-
ducted in accordance with
12th  Judicial District's
Covid-19 Policies and the
Bronx County foreclosure
auction rules. The Referee
shall enforce any rules in
place regarding facial cov-
erings and social distanc-
ing. Jose C. Polanco, Ref-
eree File # XCAJN007
8181 my8-Th my29

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CHLOE'S CAR, LLC.
Arts of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
04/03/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: ERESIDENTA-
GENT, INC., 1 ROCKE-
FELLER PLAZA, SUITE
1204, NEW YORK, NY 10020,
also the registered agent
upon whom process may be
served. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
7835 a24-Th my29

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

K. ANDRES & MAKAINAG,
LLC Filed 11/18/24. Office:
New York Co. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 110 Thompson
St South Store New York, NY
10012 Purpose: General.

A03 Th My08

184/188 EAST 70TH ST, 3C
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 03/13/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 459 South Oyster Bay
Road, Plainview, NY 11803.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
7199 al0-Th my15

235 EAST 22ND STREET 1B
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 03/13/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 459 South Oyster Bay
Road, Plainview, NY 11803.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
7200 al0-Th my15

BROOK BUILDING GROUP
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/02/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o Anthony V. Ferran-
tello, 50 2nd Avenue, Garden
City Park, NY 11040. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

7197 al0-Th my15

Formation of LSMMD CON-
SULTANTS, LLC filed with
the Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 4/4/2025. Office
loc.: NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. The address
SSNY shall mail process to
Loren Scott Michel, 392 Cen-
tral Park W., Apt. 17D, New
York, NY 10025. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.

7186 al0-Th my15

GOLD COAST SC, LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 03/17/2025. Office loc: Nas-
sau County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 123 Eileen Way, Syosset,
NY 11791. Purpose: Any Law-
ful Purpose.

7202 al0-Th my15

NIS-KAR MANAGEMENT
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/02/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 60 Hillside Avenue,
Manhasset, NY 11030. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

7198 al0-Th my15

OAK SARZ LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
04/01/25. 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, 3018
Merrick Road, Wantagh, NY
11793. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
7195 al0-Th my15

613 MONROE LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
04/04/25. 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, 200
Broadhollow Road, Suite 314,
Melville, NY 11747. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

7589 al7-Th my22

AMODEO HOLDING LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 04/16/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Gerard Amodeo, 1104
Mitchel Field Way, Garden
City, NY 11530. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.

7605 al7-Th my22

FRATICO LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
04/04/25. 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, 200
Broadhollow Road, Suite 314,
Melville, NY 11747. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

7588 al7-Th my22

BROADWAY BY HOLLAND,
LLC Art. Of Org. Filed Sec. of
State of NY 4/14/2021. Off.
Loc. : Bronx Co. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY to mail copy of
process to The LLC, 3152 Al-
bany Crescent, Bronx, NY
10463, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful act or activity.

7840 a24-Th my29

CORNER BISTRO EAST,
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
04/02/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: WOTMAN LAW
PLLC, 1979 MARCUS AVE,
STE 210, LAKE SUCCESS,
NY 11042. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
7880 a24-Th my29

FIRSTNEST LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 11/20/2024. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 299 PARK
AVE, 16TH FL, NEW YORK,
NY 10171. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
7881 a24-Th my29

LA RIBA, LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 03/18/2025. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 66 W 138TH
ST, APT 1D, NEW YORK, NY
%gg? Purpose: Any Lawful

a24-Th my29
ONE DOMINO 28B LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

11/21/2024. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 299 PARK AVE, 16TH
FL, NEW YORK, NY 10171.
Purpose: Any Lawful

7883 a24-Th my29

WEST 57TH 49 LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 03/21/2025. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 299
PARK AVE, 16TH FLOOR,
NEW YORK, NY 10171. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

7885 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Viva Health LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/27/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 20 Pine Rd,
Stel00, Syosset, NY 11791.
Purpose: any lawful act.
6583 A03 Th My08

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DMJ VALOR LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
04/01/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 135 Crossways
Park Drive, Woodbury, New
York 11797. Purpose: any law-

ful activities.
7834 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DUNAMIS GREEN-
POINT LLC. Arts of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 11/04/2024. Office
location: New York County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
SEWON LLP, 1270 BROAD-
WAY, SUITE 308, NEW
YORK, NY 10001, also the ad-
dress of Michael S. Kim, the
registered agent upon whom
process may be served. Pur-
pose: any lawful activities.
7852 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Meaningful Experi-
ences LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 11/14/23. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 1
Stuyvesant Oval, Unit 3A,
New York, NY 10009. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
8477 My08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Seriouslyfun, LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
05/01/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to primary business location:
161 Water Street, #2221, New
York, NY 10038. Purpose: any

lawful act.
8581 My08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMATION

of FIVE WINGS RE-
ALTY LLC. Arts of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 10/02/2024. Office
location: Bronx County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
FIVE WINGS REALTY LLC,
151 EAST TREMONT AV-
ENUE, BRONX, NY 10453.
Name and address of the reg-
istered agent upon whom
process may be served:
ALEXANDRO D. LOPEZ, 151
EAST TREMONT AVENUE,
BRONX, NY 10453. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
8180 myl1-Th jub

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Immortality Hole
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/25/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 56 Tyrconnell Av-
enue, Massepequa Park, New
York 11762. Purpose: any law-
ful activities.
8177 myl-Th jub

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

otice of Qualification of

WEBLUNATIX LLC. Ap-
plication for authority filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 01/03/2025. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Nevada (NV) on
12/03/2010. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 45 W 60th St,
#22D, New York, NY 10023.
LLC address in NV: 624 S
10th St, Las Vegas, NV 89101.
Arts of Org. filed with the
Secy. of State of NV, 401 N
Carson St, Carson City, NV
89701. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
A17 Th My22

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Laborantem Builders,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/26/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: the Company,
2516 Lancaster Street, East
Meadow, New York 11554.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ties.
7837 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Divine Shine
LLC. Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/27/2025 Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
03/13/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Fernando Gandi-
oli, Withers Bergman LLP,
430 Park Avenue, 10th Floor,
New York, New York 10022.
Address required to Dbe
maintained in DE: 1209 Or-
ange Street, Wilmington,
Delaware 19801. Arts of Org.
filed with the DE Secy. of
State, Division of Corpora-
tions, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Suite
4, Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
7859 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION
of REFINED GROUND
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 4/12/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 555 West 23rd St, Apt
N10E, New York, NY 10011.
Purpose To engage in any
lawful act or activity.
48 A24 Th My29

KESHET 30 LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
04/07/25. 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, 105
East 80th Street, New York,
NY 10075. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
al7-Th my22

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SPECTRUM SOCIAL
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 04/04/2025 Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: c/o 148 New Dorp

Lane, Staten Island, NY
10306. Purpose: any lawful
activities.

7838 a24-Th my29

See Decisions of Interest only at
NYLJ.COM

NRG HOUSING LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
10/07/2024. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent upon whom
process against the LLC may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 29
Archer St, Freeport, NY
11520. Reg Agent: U.S. Corp.
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave.,
Ste 202, Brooklyn, NY 11228.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

7563 al7-Th my22

NUSYSTEM SERVICES LLC,
Articles of Organization filed
with the Secretary of State of
New York (SSNY) on
04/02/2025. Location: New
York County SSNY desig-
nated as agent for service of
process on LLC. SSNY shall
mail a copy of process to: C/O
SABAJ LAW PC 121A Nassau
Ave, Brooklyn, NY 11222

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
7389 A17 Th My22

Admiral 75, LLC-Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 8/15/23. Office
location: New York Co. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: c/o the LLC,
900 5 th Ave, #9A, NY, NY
10021. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
792 a22-Th my22

55 EAST MERRICK LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/10/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 15 Arbor Lane,
Rockville Centre, NY 11570.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

pose.
7793 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Treatuals LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 3/19/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to Entity
Protect Registered Agent
Services LLC, 447 Broadway
2nd F1 #3000, New York, NY
10013. P/B/A: 276 Fifth Ave,
Ste 704 PMB 70001, New
York, NY 10001. Purpose: any

lawful act.
My01 Th J05

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Woodwind Holdings
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/7/25. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to Kristin Laura
Bertrand, 237 Tulip Ave, Flo-
ral Park, NY 11001. Purpose:

any lawful act.
8110 My01 Th J05

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BLOOD DYNAMICS,
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/20/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 450 Riverside Drive, Apt
94, New York, NY 10027. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
8555 My08 Th J12
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OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Kit & Company,
LLC, fict. name: Kit & Com-
pany MN, LLC. Authority
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 03/27/2025. Of-
fice location: New York
County. LLC formed in Min-
nesota (MN) on 05/20/2021.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty Street, New York,
NY 10005, also the registered
agent upon whom process
may be served. Address re-
quired to be maintained in
MN: 1792 Pinehurst Avenue,
Saint Paul, MN 55116. Arts of
Org. filed with the Minnesota
Secretary of State, First Na-
tional Bank Building, 332
Minnesota Street, Ste. N201,
Saint Paul, MN 55101. Pur-
pose: any lawful activities.
7851 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Pipes Music
LLC, fict. name: The Pipes
Music Agency LLC. Authority
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 12/19/2024. Of-
fice location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 12/13/2024.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o eResidentAgent, Inc., 1
Rockefeller Plaza, Suite
1204, New York, NY 10020,
also the registered agent
upon whom process may be
served. Address required to
be maintained in DE: 1013
Centre Road, Suite 403S,
Wilmington, DE 19805. Arts
of Org. filed with the Secy. of
State, 401 Federal Street -
Suite 4, Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: any lawful activities.
53 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Longwood 345
LLC. Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/28/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC formed
in Delaware (DE) on
11/08/2024. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: InCorp Services,
Inc., One Commerce Plaza -
99 Washington Ave., Suite
805A, Albany, NY 12210-2822,
also the registered agent
upon whom process may be
served. Address required to
be maintained in DE: 131
Continental Drive, Suite 301,
Newark, DE 19713. Arts of
Org. filed with Charuni Pati-
banda- Sanchez, Secretary of
State, Division of Corpora-
tions, PO Box 898, Dover, DE
19903. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RASA Family
Property LLC. Authority filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 03/27/2025. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 01/18/2017. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Fernando Gandi-
oli, Esq., Withers Bergman
LLP, 430 Park Avenue, 10th
Floor, New York, NY 10022.
Address required to Dbe
maintained in DE: 1209 Or-
ange Street, Wilmington,
New Castle County, DE 19801.
Arts of Org. filed with the DE
Secy. of State, Division of
Corporations, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
Street, Suite 4 Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
7854 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of LUKA'S JOY
MANHATTAN FG32 LLC. Au-
thority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
04/01/2025. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
03/24/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Daniel Yang, 11
West 32nd Street, Store #2,
New York, NY 10001. Ad-
dress required to be main-
tained in DE: 13 W. Main
Street, P.O. Box 953, Felton,
DE 19943. Arts of Org. filed
with the DE Secy. of State,
John G. Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal Street, Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any law-

ful activities.
855 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of PBIPayroll LLC.
Authority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
03/24/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC formed
in Delaware (DE) on
03/24/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 580 Mineola Av-
enue, Carle Place, New York
11514. Address required to
be maintained in DE: 850
New Burton Road, Suite 201,
Kent County, Dover, DE
19904. Arts of Org. filed with
the Secretary of State of
Delaware, John G. Townsend
Building, 401 Federal Street
- Suite 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ties.
8179 my1-Th jub

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Dauntless Jones
LLC. Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 03/31/2025. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
03/12/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 450 Lexington Av-
enue, Unit 150, New York,
NY 10163. Address required
to be maintained in DE: 1209
Orange Street, Wilmington,
DE 19801. Arts of Org. filed
with the DE Secy. of State,
401 Federal Street - Suite 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
7858

a24-Th my29
MKRP HOLDINGS, LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

04/14/2025. Formed in DE on
03/30/2021. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 20 PINE ST, #1118,
NEW YORK, NY 10005. DE
SOS: 401 Federal St #4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:

any lawful
7878 a24-Th my29

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Blue Door Post,
LLC. Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 04/01/2025. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
03/26/2025. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: ¢c/o National Reg-
istered Agents, Inc., 28 Lib-
erty Street, New York, NY
10005. Address required to
be maintained in DE: c/o Na-
tional Registered Agents,
Inc.,, 1209 Orange Street,
Wilmington, DE 19801. Arts
of Org. filed with the Secre-
tary of State, 401 Federal
Street, Suite 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activities.
7849 a24-Th my29

DIFTAR LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 04/08/2025. Formed
in DE on 02/07/2025. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 99 WASH-
INGTON AVE, STE 700, AL-
BANY, NY 12260. DE SOS:
401 Federal St #4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

7842 a24-Th my29
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