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‘Minor Blip”: Legal Tech
Shrugs Off Market Reaction
To Claude’s Legal Plugin

When Anthropic announced a
legal plugin as part of a broader
expansion of Claude’s Cowork
feature last month, it didn’t
take long for legal tech stocks
to plummet.

Since Tuesday, stocks among
public legal tech companies
Thomson Reuters, LegalZoom,
RELX, Wolters Kluwer, DISCO
and Intapp saw drops ranging
from about 12 to 20%. However,
onlookers say the reaction from
investors is overblown.

“This is going to be a minor
blip rather than a sustained
market downturn for legal com-
panies, especially legal compa-
nies like Thomson Reuters and
RELX of LexisNexis, because
those companies have deep
bodies of legal content that
something like Anthropic does
not have access to,” Legaltech
Hub CEO and cofounder Nicola
Shaver told Legaltech News.

While Anthropic’s legal plu-
gin can review documents, flag
risks and track compliance
within Claude’s agentic Cowork
feature, Shaver explained that
the legal plugin only provides
users with basic capabili-
ties that legal tech platforms
already provide. Such platforms
are designed specifically with
legal professionals in mind,
especially when it comes to
security and legal case data.

To many, Claude’s legal plu-
gin offers nothing out of the
ordinary.

“It’s a lot of unsophisticated
investors just really thinking
that Al is going to immediately
overnight take away the busi-
ness of these legacy players. |
think the pricing of the cloud
tool is probably the most advan-
tageous part, but a lot of this
stuff has been offered for years
from the legacy [contract life-
cycle management] providers
and legacy legal technology
providers,” said Ryan O’Leary,
aresearch director at Interna-
tional Data Corp.

While the market reaction
was swift and dramatic, some
don’t see a cause for concern.

Joe Borstein, a partner with
Baretz + Brunelle, sees Anthrop-
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ic’s new legal tool as an asset to
theindustry rather than a threat.
“I really believe in my heart
that this is part of a trend of
technology being more and
more useful for the legal indus-
try, and that increases what
legal tech can do now and in the
future, and if you increase what
it can do, you increase the value
of the sector,” he said. “[Legal
tech companies are] going to
use this technology, this is an
input in their technology. This
is a stepping stone that makes
the final output even greater.”
The legal plugin is accessible
for paid users of Claude. And
with its lower barrier to entry,
consumers may consult the
plugin before they reach out to
legal professionals or law firms.
Shaver said this stock down-
turn might come as more of a
warning to consumer-facing legal
tech companies like Rocket Law-
yer or LegalZoom with features
and customer bases that are sim-
ilar to those of Claude’s legal tool.
“This is more likely to have
an impact for consumers where
they ... quickly want something
reviewed, and this is just useful
and easy and they have access
to it quickly,” she said. “It’s less
likely to be a tool that they turn
to when they have a real legal
problem that is more than an
ad hoc thing that happens to
come across their desk. ... If
Anthropic continues in this
direction, then, yes, some of
those providers probably will
need to stop and think what it is
about their products that make
them unique and how it chang-
es competition in the market.”
—Ella Sherman

Hodgson Russ Refreshes
Leadership With New
Managing Partner and CIO

Hodgson Russ has made two big
changes to its leadership team
inthe past week, first ~ » Page4

DECISIONS OF INTEREST

First Department

PERSONAL INJURY: Sidewalk injury
lawsuit is reinstated; issues of fact
exist on ‘special use’ liability. Prete v.
JJHoyt LLC, App. Div.

LABOR LAW: Motion to vacate default
judgment in Labor Law action denied.
Housev. Slow Food, LLC, Supreme Court,
New York.

LEGAL MALPRACTICE: Motion to dis-
miss legal malpractice claim granted
by court. Metro Pain Specialist P.C. v.
The Russell Friedman Law Group LLP,
Supreme Court, New York.

LANDLORD-TENANT LAW: Motion
for discovery granted, court nar-
rows applicable timeframe. Edel-
stein v. Rodriguez, Civil. Court, New
York.

TRUSTS & ESTATES LAW : Court grants
respondent’s motion for examination
by petitioner. Will of Craig Drill, Sur-
rogate’s Court, New York.

Second Department

LANDLORD-TENANT LAW: Harass-
ment found against landlord after
not restoring tenants to apartments.

Nicholson v. 80 Clarkson Partners, Civil
Court, Kings.

FAMILY LAW: Court refuses to give
respondent ninth court appointed
attorney. In the Matter of T.L., Family
Court, Westchester.

U.S. Courts

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: Foster chil-
dren can challenge denial of relative
certification on due process grounds.
B.B.v. Hochul, 2d. Cir.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Arbitration
award confirmed for breach of con-
sulting agreements, conflict of inter-
est. Transperfect Translations Int’l Inc.
v. Milosavijevic, SDNY.

CIVIL PROCEDURE: Court dismisses
antitrust-related claims for lack of
jurisdiction, failure to state claim.
Aprahamian v. Sandoz Inc., SDNY.

DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Court denies
Goldman Sachs’ bid to force arbitra-
tion in account freeze dispute. Rome-
rov. Goldman Sachs Bank USA, SDNY.
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Davidoff Hutcher & Citron
Partner Suspended in SDNY
Over Undisclosed Payments

BY EMILY SAUL

A PARTNER at Davidoff Hutcher
& Citron has been suspended for
three years for failing to disclose
that he received $260,000 in pay-
ments from a realty investor during
a bankruptcy case.

Jonathan Pasternak admitted in
court papers that he introduced a
debtor client to embattled investor
Sam Sprei, but failed to tell the cli-
ent or the bankruptcy court that
Sprei had previously promised to
pay Pasternak “finder’s fees” for
making those connections.

Sprei, according to court papers,
went on to fund the bankruptcy’s

reorganizations and issued four
checks to Pasternak at mile-
stones throughout the process.

Those milestones included
Sprei’s introduction to Pasternak’s
client and the court’s confirmation
of the reorganization plan.

In bankruptcy proceedings, an
attorney must be found to be “dis-
interested,” or no material interests
other than those of their client,
before appearing in a case.

An order from the SDNY Com-
mittee on Grievances suspending
Pasternak was made public on Jan.
31. The ruling, which takes effect
on Feb. 9, said Pasternak agreed to
the suspension and admitted he
used the majority of the money to
buy a home.

At the time of the conduct, he
was a partner at DelBello Donnel-
lan Weingarten Wise & Wiederkehr.
He joined his current firm in
2019. » Page4
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Scott Barshay, along with Brad Karp, helped transform Paul Weiss. Their lead-

ership styles are radically different.

Barshay Brings

New Leadership Style
And ‘Cultural Change’
To Paul Weiss

RYLAND WEST/ALM

BY PATRICK SMITH

WHEN Paul Weiss announced late
Wednesday that chair Brad Karp
was stepping down from leader-
ship after 18 years at the helm, it
wasn'’t overly surprising that the
firm chose Scott Barshay, head of
the firm’s lucrative corporate prac-
tice, as its next leader.

But Karp and Barshay, while
working together since 2016 to
grow the firm in ways most other
firms can only hope for, have radi-
cally different leadership styles,
and after 18 years of one, the other

could come as a shock inside Paul
Weiss, industry insiders say.

Until his relationship with
Epstein was exposed, Karp, several
sources said, was the consummate
coalition builder, able to develop
trust and relationships quickly and
hold them. Many pointed to the
changes made during his tenure
(the focus leaning toward cor-
porate, massive partnership and
headcount expansion, the creation
of a nonequity tier) as evidence of
that ability.

Evidence of his recruiting talent
includes his courtship of Barshay
back in 2016. » Page4

SDNY U.S. Attorney Jay Clayton said at the Securities Enforcement Forum
on Feb. 5 that his office aims to secure non-prosecution agreements “as
quickly as possible” for companies that self-report potential misconduct.

SDNY Chief Promises ‘Big Carrot’
For Businesses That Cooperate
With Criminal Probes

BY ALYSSA AQUINO

U.S. ATTORNEY Jay Clayton for the
Southern District of New York on
Thursday offered “a big carrot” for
companies that cooperate with his
office on criminal matters, a poten-
tial non-prosecution agreement.
Clayton made the announce-
ment during the Securities Enforce-
ment Forum New York, when
asked what message he wanted
to send to companies consider-

ing self-reporting bad behavior.

“Our approach is going to be,
let’s get an [non-prosecution agree-
ment] signed as quickly as pos-
sible,” said Clayton. “My aim is to
get the bad people out of hopefully
the good companies, and to do that
as quickly as possible.”

“This should be in the interest of
shareholders, for the leaders of com-
panies to get sufficiently to the bot-
tom of the criminal activity,” he said.

Non-prosecution agreements
are arrangements in  » Page6

Retired Justice Arthur Engoron
Lands at Phillips Nizer

BY EMILY SAUL

RETIRED Manhattan Supreme
Court Justice Arthur Engoron has
joined Phillips Nizer as senior coun-
selin its litigation practice, the firm
announced in a press release on
Thursday.

“Justice Engoron’s depth of
experience and understanding
of the trial courts is a strategic
asset to our litigation team and
our clients,” Marc Landis, Manag-
ing Partner of Phillips Nizer, said
in a statement announcing the
hiring. “His ability to offer practi-
cal, courtroom-informed guidance
strengthens our firm’s commitment
to delivering thoughtful and effec-
tive advocacy.”

Former Justice Arthur Engoron
served on the civil bench in Manhat-
tan for nearly a decade before step-
ping down at the end of 2025.

Engoron, who served on the
bench for more than a decade,
retired at theend of 2025 ~ » Page 4

Ex-SDNY Chief’s Advice on
Parallel Probes? Don’t Treat
The SEC as the ‘B-Team’

BY ALYSSA AQUINO

IF FACING both criminal and civil
heat, don’t treat the U.S. Securities
and Exchange Commission as the
“B-team,” the former U.S. Attorney
for the Southern District of New
York, Damian Williams, advised
on Thursday.

Williams, currently a partner at
Jenner & Block, gave the advice dur-

ing an early morning panel on how
to mount a defense when a client is
facing parallel investigations from
criminal and civil authorities.
Although a criminal investigation
carries the possibility of jail time,
lawyers shouldn’t pay less attention
to civil regulators, Williams said.
If “the criminal authorities go
away, and the SEC is left at the table,
and you spent a year of an investiga-
tion treating them like  » Page6

Former SDNY U.S. Attorney Damian Williams cautioned on Feb. 5 that
treating the SEC “like the B-team” after criminal authorities step away can be a

costly mistake.
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Civil and Supreme Court calendars for New York and
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Batter Up! Spectator
Liability and Assumption
Of the Risk

by Carla Varriale-Barker

A Today's Tip

Download today’s paper
at the Law Journal
Download Center.
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Verdicts & Settlements »6

$4.9 million verdict

in a premises liability case:
Step On Loose Bolt
Caused Knee Tear,
Plaintiff Alleged

$4.1 million verdict in a
motor vehicle case:
Driver, Passenger
Claimed Injuries After
Their Parked Car Was Hit

...and more
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Treat Crisis Response

As a Leadership Moment
by Ioana Good
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A Have You Recently
Been Involved in a Major
Verdict or Settlement?

Contact the Law Journal
now, as your verdict,
settlement or arbitration
award could be considered
for a front-page article or
publication in a Verdict-
Search’s massive database.
Send your submissions to
Law Journal at
editorialnylj@alm.com or to
verdicts@verdictsearch.com.

Leon Black, Legal Strategy anc

BY RYAN HARROFF
AND DAN ROE

ADEEPER review of emails between
Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton &
Garrison former chairman Brad
Karp and Jeffrey Epstein shows
that Epstein was asking Karp about
whether Karp client Leon Black
was using drugs—an exchange
that occurred at the same time
that Karp was representing Black
in a fee dispute against Epstein.

Ultimately, the two exchanged
notes on several subjects not yet
fully detailed in media reports to
date—including Epstein’s own legal
issues.

In a series of emails in March
2017, Epstein detailed conversa-
tions he allegedly had with Black,
former Apollo Global Management
chairman, on the subject of drugs.
Karp responded that he “got a lot
of the same blowback” as Epstein
did in that confrontation.

These exchanges occurred while
Karp was representing Black in a
years-long fee dispute against
Epstein, according to the date
stamps on the emails released in
the U.S. Justice Department’s latest
tranche of Epstein material.

Asked for a reaction to the
emails, a representative for Black
said, “This is insane, stupid and
completely ridiculous,” in an email
to Law.com.

Meanwhile, Karp, in an email
Thursday, stated that he did not
discuss any alleged drug use by

Black, “about which I know noth-
ing,” Karp said. “Epstein makes
that claim.”

Other emails showed Karp
discussing the fee dispute with
Epstein, including in situations
where Epstein disparaged Black,
as well as the two discussing the
legal proceedings of Epstein and
New England Patriots owner Rob-
ert Kraft.

The first of the emails Law.com
identified in Epstein and Karp’s
conversation was sent by Epstein
to Karp on March 20, 2017, and read
in part, “someone who i respect
asked me if leon was doing coke.
. when i said i know little about-
drugs. but didnt think so . - they
asked me what planet i lived on. ?
wanted your thoughts,” [sic].

Karp replied about four hours
after that message with, “That’s
really not good. Did you share
with Leon?”

Three days later, Epstein sent
Karp an email which said in part,
“I confronted him [Black] on the
drugs and he said he used to alot
but hasnt for many many years. (
news to me ). as he hasntpaid a
dime as of today,” [sic]. Epstein
went on to describe details of his fee
dispute with Black that he said also
came up during the confrontation.

Karp replied, “Wow. We need to
speak.” It is unclear in the email
whether Karp meant he needed to
speak with Epstein, Black, or both
at the same time.

Another three days after that
exchange, on March 26, 2017,

 the NY Times: What Karp Was Talking About With Epstein

Leon Black, former Apollo Global Management chairman

Epstein and Karp once again dis-
cussed a meeting that Epstein had
with Black, a discussion which
again featured Epstein’s personal
allegations against Black, includ-
ing that he was “out of control.”
Epstein said that Black “would
have none of it” and rejected his
criticisms.

Later that day, Karp replied to
Epstein, “I got a lot of the same
blow back. Very difficult.”

Epstein Vents

Multiple emails showed Karp
receiving criticism from Epstein
about Black, Karp’s client.

In an August 3, 2017, email,
Epstein reminds Karp to “look

surprised” in an upcoming meet-
ing — apparently involving Black —
where Epstein advises Karp: “Feel
free to bring up that we never had
our fees owed discussion amongst
us.”

Karp responded, “Understood.
So I don’t know anything?”

“Correct. Zero,” Epstein replied.

In a sprawling rant from Epstein
that October, the disgraced finan-
cier discussed Black’s situation as
he viewed it, saying “we live in a
world where men in power cannot
be seen to be taking advantage of
young (20s) women.” Epstein also
referenced a mistress, saying “having
his mistress and family partnership
appear on top of one another on the
cap tables is also asking for trouble.”

PATRICK T. FALLON/BLOOMBERG

Karp replied, “Ugh; got it.
Haven't spoken to him about any
of this stuff in weeks. The three of
us really need to get together.”

Within a week, Epstein emailed
Karp, “Leon?”

“Wait and react mode,” Karp
replied.

“Ok so no news?” Epstein said
before he pressed Karp about the
issue of his fees.

“I brought it up today and made
no progress,” Karp replied. “Let me
try again, in a different way.”

Legal Issues for
Epstein, Robert Kraft

In the spring of 2019, after the
Miami Herald’s reporting identi-
fied Epstein as an alleged child sex
trafficker, Karp discussed the legal
issues of Epstein and New England
Patriots owner Robert Kraft with
Epstein.

On March 2, Epstein emailed
Karp, “have the letter to editor NYT
ready to rock. Directed to who? Sent
how? Will be signed by ken marty
jack maybe roy.” (Those names
may refer to some of Epstein’s
former lawyers, including Ken-
neth Starr and Martin Weinberg.)

Karp replied with the names of
his editorial contacts at the Times:
(then) deputy managing editor
Matthew Purdy, deputy managing
editor Rebecca Blumenstein, busi-
ness editor Ellen Pollock and (then)
op-ed editor Jim Dao.

“I would send by email,” Karp
added. “The draft looked strong.”

On March 4 of that year, an op-ed
ran in the New York Times opinion
section signed by Epstein’s legal
team titled “Jeffrey Epstein’s Attor-
neys: A Fair Plea Deal.”

The same day, Karp shared
information from Robert Kraft’s
lawyer with Epstein about Kraft’s
deal “toughening” and prosecu-
tors “insisting on a guilty plea
right now.”

Epstein replied, “tried to call,”
and said he was “trying to get a
non pros if such and such is done.”

“But (it) has to be for everyone.
Not only for kraft,” Epstein contin-
ued. “Some of his (other) sugges-
tions [ will need to tell you on the
phone.”

Media reports indicate Kraft
hasn’t commented on Epstein
emails discussing him. The Kraft
Group did not immediately respond
to arequest for comment.

Meanwhile, on March 3, Karp
emailed Epstein to discuss a draft
motion intended to prevent the
reopening of Epstein’s 2008 non-
prosecution agreement.

“The case law is totally stacked
in favor of our position. Even the
equities are — particularly liked
the argument that the ‘victims’ lied
in wait and sat on their rights for
their strategic advantage, know-
ing you were in prison, before
they came forward,” Karp wrote
at the time.

I
@‘ Ryan Harroff can be reached at
ryan.harroff@alm.com. Dan Roe can be
reached at dan.roe@alm.com.

Law Firm Disrupted: The Door for Private Capital in Big Law Will Stay Cracked

BY DAVID GIALANELLA

FOR as robust as the narrative has
been—and even with evidence that
the transformation at smaller firms
is already underway—leaders
remain skeptical that a splashy
private capital investment in Big
Law is imminent.

Take these remarks from a
recent group discussion involving
Am Law 100 leaders:

¢ Outside investment would
likely be structured more like
private credit than private
equity, but “any one of our
firms—we can issue debt right
now,” one leader said.

e A large law firm entering a

third-party investment sce-

nario would be “a massive
undertaking,” the same leader
said. “It won’t be for the faint
of heart. It’s complicated. This
is not, ‘let’s go borrow a bunch

of money and figure out how
to use it strategically.””
e Another agreed that debt
or preferred equity would be
a likely structure, but most
industry leaders talking about
these concepts think only
small or midsize firms are open
to that plunge.
¢ Another said midsize firms
are more primed for outside
investment than large ones
because they have a more
pressing need for capital.
“They’re facing a very scary
moment...they’re in a much
more desperate position.” Yet
another agreed, adding, “it’s the
midsize firms that most need
the added heft” that a pure
injection of liquidity would
provide.

Doubts are plentiful, and there
are a lot of “buts” to go around.
But the possibility is not being
completely foreclosed. In the same

discussion, a firm leader noted that
many law firms are agreeing to hear
investor pitches on third-party
investment. “Every firm says ‘yes’
to an hour,” the leader said. And the
whole group acknowledged that just
about everyone on the legal indus-
try side and the investor side is at
least conceptually open to it. Par-
ticularly on the investor side, “picka
name, and [ guarantee they’re look-
ing at it,” one leader said.

Why is the door staying cracked?
As Paul Hodkinson recently wrote,
it’s because outside capital might
contain the key to Big Law’s most
intractable challenge.

While a so-called “black swan
event” is a compelling reason
to explore different methods of
capitalization—and existential
threats, unforeseen and other-
wise, have been very much in Big
Law’s consciousness over the past
year-plus—talent retention is the
real reason behind the curiosity

about outside money, to hear
most firm leaders in this segment
tell it.

“It just doesn’t make sense” for
an industry of Big Law’s size and
complexity to have effectively zero
options when it comes to talent
retention, a firm leader said dur-
ing our discussion, positing that
partner compensation could come
in the form of restricted stock in
a vehicle that is not subject to
attorney ethics rules. “I agree it’s
bizarre we can’t lock up our talent
at all,” another firm leader said in
agreement.

Firms who've looked to imple-
ment retention measures such as
mandatory notice periods often
see those measures prove inef-
fective, their frustrated leaders
have told us.

Meanwhile, even in a post-execu-
tive order environment that’s been
anything but calm—complete with
firm dissolution, unplanned leader-

ship transition, and another wave
of unwanted federal agency atten-
tion in just the first few weeks of
2026—the upheaval is not scaring
firms away from poaching talent,
and not scaring laterals away from
packing their bags. Over the past
month along, across Law.com
sites there have been upward of
200 articles covering individual
and group laterals across U.S. and
international markets.

As one firm leader pointed out to
us, allowing outside money in would
neutralize what'’s effectively been a
monopoly. Only lawyers can own
law firms, so while business models
and ethics rules prohibit locking up
talent, the lawyers, in the end, are
competing only with one another.
Adding non-lawyer investors to the
mix dramatically broadens that
competitive landscape.

What’s more, embarking part-
ners on the “major cultural shift”
(as one leader put it) to accepting

deferred compensation rather than
full annual distribution will be no
easy task. There is also the client
calculus: While those in private
capital might be warm to such
changes, those in other sectors
might not be. And in any case,
outside investment will implicate
legal departments’ longstanding
“love-hate relationship with law
firms making money,” a leader
observed.

Law partners might never be
prevented from leaving, but can
Big Law build corporate-style
comp models making it just too
hard to leave? Hodkinson, above,
offers a hell of a blueprint. Now we
must see if another year of Big Law
chaos—from perpetual free agency
moves to the stuff we can’t possibly
see coming—turns curiosity into
something much more.

I
@ ‘ David Gialanella can be reached at
david.gialanella@alm.com.

Crypto Spurs SEC—CFTC Cooperation, But Regulatory Lines Remain Blurry

BY DAN NOVAK

WHEN the chairs of the Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission
and Commodity Futures Trading
Commission met last month to dis-
cuss regulatory “harmonization,”
they promised to end conflict
between the agencies and work
together—especially on crypto-
currency markets.

“I've seen the good, bad, and
ugly of cooperation or non-cooper-
ation ... between the two agencies,”
said SEC Chair Paul Atkins. “I think
this is really a problem of overlap-
ping jurisdiction [which] can be
solved by collaboration. We have
the same goals as far as building
markets. And as you heard, mak-
ing America the crypto capital of
the world.”

The United States is unique in
having two separate regulators
overseeing securities markets
and commodity and futures mar-
kets, which has led to duplicative
regulations and requirements to
register with both agencies, Atkins
said. To compete with other coun-
tries and improve U.S. crypto mar-
kets, the two agencies will need to

U.S. Commodity Futures Trading Commission building in Washington D.C.

work better together, he added.

Collaboration between the agen-
cies is a good first step in coordi-
nating their regulation of digital
assets and providing regulatory
clarity to market participants,
even if it remains unclear how
they will delineate clear areas of
jurisdiction without congressional
action, capital markets attorneys
said.

There may be other areas in
which the agencies can harmo-
nize regulators efforts, but cryp-
to is the driving force behind
the cooperation, the lawyers
added.

“I think while the talk of turf
wars over much of the previous
decade may have been hyper-
bolic, there plainly was at a
minimum a rivalry or contest for

DIEGO M. RADZINSCHI/NLJ

jurisdiction, especially over digi-
tal assets,” said Morgan Lewis &
Bockius partner Stacie Hartman.
“But I think last week’s harmo-
nization event reflects an inten-
tion not only to collaborate, but
perhaps even coordinate their
activities in digital assets and
beyond.”

The dividing line over jurisdic-
tion ultimately comes down to
whether a digital asset is a com-
modity regulated by the CFTC or
a security regulated by the SEC,
Hartman said.

Both Atkins and CFTC Chair
Michael Selig have said that most
digital assets are indeed com-
modities, an opinion shared by the
crypto industry. However, many
crypto products do not easily fall
into one of two categories, said
Stradley Ronon Stevens & Young
partner Shawn Hendricks.

The agencies have agreed that
certain tokens like Bitcoin, Ethere-
um and Solana fall squarely in the
commodities bucket, Hendricks
said. But jurisdictional issues get
more complicated when those
commodities are packaged as funds
and sold as securities, he added.

The two agencies have also

sparred over jurisdiction of crypto
derivatives.

The SEC and CFTC “didn’t
really get into specifics on what
[the collaboration] really means
and what’s going to come from it,”
Hendricks said.

Both agencies have different
regulatory frameworks for the mar-
kets they oversee and it remains
unclear which framework is more
appropriate for crypto, said former
SEC Division of Enforcement senior
counsel Rebecca Fike.

“Making something new is hard;
making something new by com-
mittee is even harder,” she said.
“I'know what the problem is. I don’t
know what the solution is.”

In Fike’s view, any jurisdictional
conflict between the market regula-
tors arose out of a genuine belief
they were the right agency to
handle any particular issue.

Hartman, however, said she has
experienced instances in which
the agencies jockey for position
on certain enforcement issues
and open inconsistent parallel
investigations that became onerous,
which was a problem in previous
administrations.

The commissions may now be

getting direction from the Trump
White House in how they should
approach operating together,
since this administration does not
believe that an executive agency
can be independent of the presi-
dent, said former CFTC general
counsel Rob Schwartz.

“I think things like turf wars are
less likely under those circum-
stances,” added Schwartz, a part-
ner at Morgan Lewis & Bockius.

Hendricks said it is essential, if
the United States is to be a leader in
the crypto industry, to have a joint
effort between the SEC and CFTC to
clearly explain to the market how
crypto products will be regulated.

But have the agencies succeed-
ed so far in providing clarity to the
crypto industry?

“Not really,” said Fike, a partner
at Reed Smith.

Still, the agencies’ retreat from
earlier enforcement actions has
signaled to the market that—even
if regulators have yet to settleon a
regulatory framework—"“we’re not
going to get in your way for now,”
Fike said.

|
@‘ Dan Novak can be reached at
dan.novak@alm.com.
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Expert Analysis

RELIGION LAW

Ensuring Proper Financial Oversight
For Religious Organizations

uch as religious orga-

nizations are spiritual

bodies granted unique

protections behind

the venerable wall of
separation between church and
state, they are also temporal enti-
ties subject to the same types of
secular laws that govern traditional
corporations. Church corporations
are businesses. They need to raise,
conserve, and wisely spend funds
to further their not-for-profit pur-
poses. As such, it is imperative
that they implement and maintain
areliable mechanism for financial
governance. The lack of adequate
oversight can swiftly lead an orga-
nization into instability and endan-
ger its continued viability.

This column will consider some
of the fundamentals of financial
governance to which all religious
organizations should adhere. Famil-
ial as church bodies may naturally
tend to be, financial integrity is as
crucial for the assurance of legal
compliance as it is for the provision
of good stewardship for sacred
funds.

Putting the Right
People in Charge

Proper financial oversight starts
with securing qualified individuals
with the requisite skill and expe-
rience to run an organization’s
finances. Many churches will elect
a board of trustees, which will in
turn select officers, including at
minimum a president, a treasurer,
and a secretary, to direct and guide
its governance. The treasurer must,
by virtue of the position’s basic
requirements, have a background in
and significant comfort with finan-
cial matters such as accounting,
bookkeeping, or banking. But all offi-
cers should ideally have basic famil-
iarity with financial fundamentals.
While the treasurer will ultimately

BARRY BLACK, the Religion Law colum-
nist for the New York Law Journal, is a
partner in the religion law firm Nelson
Madden Black, which serves the legal
needs of religious institutions and
individuals. JOHN B. MADDEN s special
counsel at the firm.
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Barry John B.
Black Madden

be responsible for spearheading a
religious organization’s finances,
it is often important to establish
a finance committee. Headed by
the treasurer, the committee can
envision, establish, oversee, and
enforce a smart and effective
system for financial governance.

Nowadays, certain aspects of
a church’s finances can be suc-
cessfully outsourced. With the
digitization of certain professions,

Financial policies are
usually adopted by the
board of trustees, which is
ultimately tasked with as-
suring that the policies are
meaningful, workable, and
reflect the corporate

accounting, bookkeeping, and oth-
er firms have captured significant
market share in providing churches
with off-premises financial servic-
es. With the increase in awareness
of the need to be financially compli-
ant, many faith-based organizations
choose to lean on these outside
professionals who are highly expe-
rienced in the unique ins and outs
of church tax, finance, and account-
ing, while saving costs associated
with overhead, education, and
training. This approach can ease
the burden of establishing appro-
priate mechanisms while strength-
ening oversight and enforcement.
Adopting and Enforcing Appro-
priate Policies and Procedures
Beyond having the right team
in place, religious organizations
should also adopt comprehensive
financial policies and procedures,
which lay out clear standards and

expectations. Considering the
detail involved in creating financial
policies, they should be updated
periodically, to reflect the organiza-
tion’s growth as well as changes in
relevant rules and regulations. The
policies thus support and provide
practical depth for the organiza-
tion’s bylaws.

Financial policies are usually
adopted by the board of trust-
ees, which is ultimately tasked
with assuring that the policies
are meaningful, workable, and
reflect the corporate mission. As
is the case with most aspects of a
church organization, doctrine and
spiritual traditions affect even its
most mundane facets, like financial
management.

Financial policies should clearly
outline procedures for develop-
ing and modifying the budget,
establishing spending limits and
approval requirements, manag-
ing donations, determining who
has authority to access bank
accounts and sign checks, main-
taining records, and addressing
conflicts of interest. For exam-
ple, donor-fund procedures may
require that at least two individu-
als review donations on a rotat-
ing basis, and that checks above
a specified amount carry dual
signatures. These policies should
also include clear authorization
protocols so that leaders and staff
understand exactly who is respon-
sible for various financial decisions
and approvals.

To support routine expendi-
tures, religious organizations
often maintain one or more credit
cards issued to specific individu-
als, such as the minister, treasurer,
or other designated officers. For
proper accounting and oversight,
only the individual whose name
appears on the card should make
purchases with it. Cards should
never be shared, as informal “lend-
ing” can create accountability prob-
lems for the cardholder and erode
trust in the organization’s financial
practices. Card numbers and oth-
er sensitive information should
therefore be kept confidential to
prevent unauthorized use. Monthly
credit card statements should be
reviewed and approved  » Page 7

DOMESTIC ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

White House Efforts To Block Offshore
Wind Fail in Court

he White House has made
no secret of the presi-
dent’s animosity towards
wind energy, particularly
offshore wind, and in fact
has taken concrete steps to thwart
the industry. On Jan. 20, 2025 the
president issued a Presidential
Memorandum that, among other
things, purported to halt the fed-
eral review and permitting of wind
projects in the planning, design and
application stages (Wind Order). A
district court has already ruled that
the Wind Order is illegal, though
federal defendants will likely
appeal. See New York v Trump,
25-cv-11221 (D. Mass., Dec. 8, 2025).
The administration then quickly
shifted tactics; on Dec. 22, 2025 the
Acting Director of the U.S. Bureau
of Ocean Energy Management
issued an order suspending leases
for five fully permitted and under-
construction offshore wind proj-
ects on land leased by the federal
government a decade or so ago,
including two that would supply
power to New York. (Suspension
Order). All five developers have
sued and thus far every court to
weigh in (four) has ruled that (i)
the Suspension Order is likely ille-
gal and (ii) plaintiffs would suffer
irreparable harm without an injunc-
tion. This article summarizes the
current litigation status, New York’s
unique interests in offshore wind,
and global repercussions.

The Wind Order Was Intended
To Halt Future Offshore
Wind Projects

On Jan. 20, 2025 Donald Trump
issued a Presidential Memorandum
titled “Temporary Withdrawal of
all Areas on the Outer Continental
Shelf from Offshore Wind Leasing
and Review of the Federal Gov-
ernment’s Leasing and Permit-
ting Practices for Wind Projects”
(90 Fed. Reg. 8363). It withdrew
submerged lands from future
leasing for wind under the Outer
Continental Shelves Lands Act

KAREN MEARA and CHRISTOPHER RIZZO
are partners in the environmental and
land-use practice group of Carter Led-
yard & Milburn.
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(OCSLA) (leaving them available
for oil and gas production) and
directed relevant agency heads
to halt review and permitting of
onshore and offshore wind projects
that have not yet received federal
approvals. Ironically some of the
impacted projects secured their
lease rights during the first Trump
administration.

These impacts are height-
ened by the projects’sensi-
tive location on the East
Coast and the potential to
cause serious, immediate,
and irreparable harm to
our great nation.

The U.S. District Court for the
District of Massachusetts Has
Vacated the Wind Order and
Declared It Unlawful

In New York v. Trump, the fed-
eral district court for the District
of Massachusetts decisively ruled
that the Wind Order violates the
Administrative Procedures Act.
The plaintiffs include not only New
York, but also 16 other states rang-
ing from Massachusetts to Arizona
(and an intervenor, the Alliance
for Clean Energy, New York). The
defendants include President Don-
ald Trump and a slew of agency
heads and agencies. The broad
plaintiff group underscores the
importance of both upland and
offshore wind to the energy plans
and economies of many American
states.

Plaintiffs argued that the Wind
Order itself, and the agencies’
decisions to follow the president’s
directives were both arbitrary and

capricious, and contrary to law.
Ultimately the court agreed, and
rejected Defendants position that,
in acting on the president’s direc-
tive to halt reviews and permitting
for wind projects, the agencies
were by definition acting legally
and rationally (i.e., “the president
made me do it.”) The court rea-
soned that unless a statute gives
the executive branch the authority
to dictate the terms of a permitting
scheme (which the Outer Continen-
tal Shelf Lands Act, OCSLA, and oth-
er relevant environmental laws do
not), federal agencies cannot hide
behind an executive memorandum
or order to justify their actions.
(distinguishing the U.S. Supreme
Court’s recent decision in Trump
v. Orr,__US. _ (2025) because
the underlying statute in Orr com-
mitted the “exercise of discretion
to... the president’ himself”).

The court further stated, “[t]
his scant administrative record
makes clear, and the Agency Defen-
dants do not meaningfully dispute,
that the Agency Defendants have
not ‘reasonably considered the
relevant issues and reasonably
explained their decision’ to imple-
ment the Wind Order...Indeed,
the Agency Defendants candidly
concede’ the sole basis for their
actions is a presidential order. The
court also held that the order’s
“halt” on permitting and other
reviews and decision making vio-
lated the APA’s requirements that
agencies “conclude . . . matter[s]
presented” to them and “make
[their] decision[s]” on applica-
tions “within a reasonable time.”
(citations omitted)

Despite the plaintiffs’ victory in
court, it is not clear whether fed-
eral agencies will in fact restart
review and permitting for the 15 to
20 projects in the permitting pipe-
line (to say nothing of the hundreds
of upland projects).

The Suspension Order Was
Intended to Halt Five Major
Projects Under Construction

On Dec. 22, 2025 the acting direc-
tor of the Department of Interior’s
Bureau of Ocean Energy Manage-
ment issued sweeping orders
to five offshore wind  » Page”
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Off the Front

Outside Counsel

Barshay

« Continued from page 1

“He (Barshay) is viewed as a
star who left Cravath (Swaine &
Moore) at a time when very few
people did,” one insider said,
speaking anonymously to speak
candidly. “It was one of the big-
gest ‘gets’ of all time is the way
it is viewed. He came into a firm
historically known for litigation
and built a massive corporate
practice.”

Barshay joined Paul Weiss as
global head of M&A, ascending to
head of the firm’s overall corpo-
rate practice prior to being named
chair on Wednesday.

Another industry insider said
that Barshay is “a brilliant opera-
tor” and that “when he turns it on,
he is very charming.”

Indeed, several openly praised
Barshay’s talents, skill and leader-
ship inside Paul Weiss.

“The firm’s growth—particu-
larly on the corporate side—was
steady and meaningful early on,
and once Scott Barshay arrived,
it became truly explosive,” said
New York recruiter Michael Par-
rillo, founder of Parrillo Search
Group. “Together, Brad and Scott
built a genuinely world-class des-
tination corporate practice with
marquee clients, and they scaled
it in a shorter period of time than
we've seen at any other firm.”

Another top recruiter, Sabina
Lippman, also praised Barshay.
“He is someone who has the gravi-
tas, practice and heft in the legal
community to make sense as the
obvious choice for the next chair,”
Lippman, firmwide managing part-
ner at recruiting firm CenterPeak

Still, some lawyers, inside and
outside the firm, find Barshay
polarizing, several sources said.

A former lawyer at Paul Weiss,
who spoke on condition of ano-
nymity, said Barshay is controver-
sial inside the firm. “He can be
abrasive and does not have Brad’s
diplomatic flair,” noted the lawyer,
but acknowledged that Barshay
“has an amazing practice and is
great with client relationships.”

For Paul Weiss, whose roots
are in litigation, Barshay will be
the first M&A partner to lead the

firm in its modern history. Karp, a
litigator, succeeded former chair
Alfred Youngwood, a tax partner,
in 2008. “As a cultural matter, the
litigators have never been led by
a corporate partner,” the lawyer
said. “Will the litigation team have
an issue with the firm becoming
really a corporate shop with a
litigation arm, rather than the
other way?”

Barshay is “unapologetically
direct and clear about what his
expectations are,” said another
source. “Alot of people aren’t like
that. You know exactly where you
stand with him.”

“He has very high expecta-
tions,” this source added. “If you
don’t do the work, you're out of
the inner circle very quickly, but if
you perform, he will support and
do everything he can to help you,
which is exactly the type of cul-
tural change that has been needed
at most elite law firms.”

“He’s going to be an amazing
law firm leader, but he’s going
to be less forgiving than Brad,
who probably gave more second
chances,” the source added.

Others said Barshay has been
the de facto leader of Paul Weiss
for some time now, anyway. “He
was widely seen as the power
behind the power, the guy in the
back room pulling strings with
Karp out front,” a source said.

The former Paul Weiss lawyer
said the firm’s recent move to a
black box compensation system
was largely driven by Barshay,
including his team’s need to pay
more than $20 million a year to
top private equity partners.

Big Law Standards

According to multiple sources,
Barshay, back in 2016, had “gone
down the path pretty far” with a
couple of firms, including Kirk-
land & Ellis and Jones Day, before
choosing Paul Weiss.

Once Barshay arrived, there
were shifts in the firm’s overall
ethos.

“When he got there, the firm
immediately became more busi-
nesslike and less like a partner-
ship,” a source said. “It was more
bottom-line-driven.”

Amid the firm’s focus on grow-

ing out its private equity depart-
ment and luring talent from other
firms, Paul Weiss skyrocketed up
the Am Law 100 rankings, in rev-
enue and profit in the last several
years.

It isn’t uncommon for Big Law
firms to hire, and keep, figures
that aren’t necessarily polite,
as long as they bring in busi-
ness. And Barshay certainly has,
working on many of the largest
and most influential deals of the
last decade. The firm also grew its
instituional business with heavy-
weights such as Chevron, General
Electric and Mylan.

Still, sources say the skillsets
between serving as a dealmaker
and serving as a firm leader are
different. Paul Weiss litigators,
in particular, may feel uncertain.
“A lot of litigators went there for
Brad. He was a magnetic personal-
ity,” said a source.

Until Karp was ousted from
leadership, “Brad showed you
can lead the firm and still practice.
But, there is a lot of handholding
(as chair), care and feeding of
the partnership that I don’t think
are Scott’s strong suit, unless he
makes it that,” one source said.

Others did not share that sen-
timent.

Barshay, Parrillo said, “has long
been regarded as a preeminent
deal lawyer and a leader with
rare judgment and credibility who
brings a unique ability to combine
elite-level practice with thought-
ful, strategic leadership, and he is
clearly the right person to guide
the firm into its next phase of
growth.”

Several sources said they
expect some tumult ahead, as
there is in any firm leadership
change. That can include partner
moves and compensation changes.

Departures due to the leader-
ship change “will shake itself out,”
one source said. “It won’t look
good, and there will be stories,
but they will weather that. Can
their rivals really do damage by
getting people they can't afford to
lose? That is hard to tell.”

Christine Simmons contributed
to this report.
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Engoron

« Continued from page 1

upon reaching New York’s manda-
tory judicial retirement age of 76.
In arecent interview with the New
York Law Journal and Law.com,
he called the laws mandating age-
based retirement “discrimination,
pure and simple.”

At Phillips Nizer, Engoron will
advise on trial preparation, liti-
gation strategy, motion practice
and case assessment, the firm
said.

“After many years on the
bench, I am pleased to join Phil-
lips Nizer and to work alongside
ateam of highly skilled litigators,”
Engoron said in a statement. “I
look forward to contributing my
experience to the firm’s work and
to continuing my long-standing
commitment to mentorship and
legal education.”

Engoron confirmed he remains
aneutral arbitrator and mediator
with National Arbitration and
Mediation.

Engoron was elected to the
Supreme Court in 2015 and, pri-

or to that, served as an Acting
Supreme Court Justice and on
the Civil Court bench of the City
of New York. Before becoming a
judge, he was a cab driver, a musi-
cian, a litigator and a Principal
Law Clerk to now retired Supreme
Court Justice Martin Schoenfeld.

In his years on the bench,
Engoron oversaw numerous dis-
putes, including the historic civil
fraud trial of then-former Presi-
dent Donald Trump.
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@ ‘ Emily Saul can be reached at
emily.saul@alm.com.

Suspension

« Continued from page 1

Larry Hutcher, founder and
managing partner of Davidoff
Hutcher & Citron, said Paster-
nak would remain at the firm
during his suspension. He will
continue to practice outside the
SDNY unless and until he faces
reciprocal suspensions, Hutcher
said.

He stressed that Pasternak dis-
closed the allegations at the time
of his hiring and at the time was
confident the charges would be
dismissed.

“We know that at all times
he was associated with us, he
conducted himself in the most
ethical and professional manner,”
Hutcher said.

Hutcher told the New York Law
Journal and Law.com that Paster-
nak was declining to comment.

Pasternak did not respond
to phone and email messages
seeking comment.

The underlying litigation

involves a 2011 Chapter 11 bank-
ruptcy for 261 East Realty Corpo-
ration, which had an ownership
interest in a commercial prop-
erty on the Upper East Side. The
entity filed for bankruptcy after
its secured lender, MB Finan-
cial, moved for foreclosure and
intended to use the bankruptcy
to refinance or restructure its
debt.

The property’s owner, Lee Mon-
cho, hired Pasternak to handle the
bankruptcy in 2013. Pasternak
introduced Moncho to Sprei in
late 2013. Between that date and
the plan closing in January 2014,
Sprei cut Pasternak a series of
checks, including a $200,000 “suc-
cess fee” following the confirma-
tion hearing.

Pasternak did not disclose any
of the payments, according to the
grievance committee. Moncho
filed a malpractice lawsuit against
Pasternak in 2017 over the con-
nection with Sprei, and DelBello
Donnellan Weingarten Wise &
Wiederkehr discovered a payment
during an internal investigation.

The firm alerted the bankruptcy
court.

The grievance committee said
that Pasternak claims his attor-
ney subsequently disclosed the
payment to the U.S. Trustee in
2018, but the trustee denied ever
receiving that disclosure. Paster-
nak later admitted to receiving the
payment during discovery in Mon-
cho’s case.

Sprei and his onetime partner,
Chaim Miller, have become known
in real estate circles for engaging
in lengthy litigation, and Sprei was
recently named in a lawsuit accus-
ing him and a newly ex-judge of
escrow fraud.

Judge Edward Harold King
resigned last week following an
agreement with the New York
State Commission on Judicial
Conduct, which was investigat-
ing him on various claims.

An attorney for Sprei did not
immediately return messages
seeking comment.
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emily.saul@alm.com.

Opinions From

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-
Jjudges 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

Judicial Ethics

—Annenn—

the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics

in Erie County, and the Honorable
Lillian Wan, an associate justice
of the appellate division, second
department.

— e mmn—
Opinion: 25-130

Digest: A judge who receives
an insurance reserve balance pay-
ment from the judge’s former law
firm is disqualified for two years
from all cases involving the firm.
The two-year period commences
from the date of payment. The
disqualification is subject to
remittal.

Rules: Judiciary Law § 14; 22
NYCRR 100.2; 100.2(A); 100.3(E)
(1; 100.3(E)(D)(b)(iD); 100.3(E)(L)
(©); 100.3(F); Opinions 21-22(A);
21-17; 16-38; 16-24; 11-21.

Opinion: The inquiring full-
time judge was previously an
equity partner at a law firm. After
taking the bench, the judge sought
to terminate his/her financial con-
nections to the firm, including any
retirement or pension benefits.
However, the judge recently
received a separate payment from
the law firm for a return of the
judge’s “insurance reserve bal-
ance.” The law firm  » Page6

Batter Up! Spectator Liability
And Assumption of the Risk

ith spring training right
around the corner, it’s
a good time to revisit
New York’s limited
duty of care regard-
ing the ubiquitous risk of specta-
tor injuries. Whether described as
the “Baseball Rule” or the “limited
duty of care,” or the “doctrine of
primary assumption of the risk,” in
New York, spectators often strike
out when making injury claims.

‘Akins’

The limited duty of care, also
known as the “Baseball Rule,” was
decided in the New York Court of
Appeals case, Akins v. Glens Falls
City School Dist., 53 NY2d 325, 331
(1981).

In Akins, the Court of Appeals
defined the scope of the duty owed
by the proprietor of a baseball
field to the spectators attending
its games. The specific question
presented was whether such an
owner, having provided protective
screening for the area behind home
plate, is liable in negligence for the
injuries sustained by a spectator
as aresult of being struck by a ball
while in an unscreened portion of
the field.

Akins involved a high school
baseball game that was being
played on a field owned and main-
tained by the Glen Falls City School
District. The plaintiff elected to
view the game behind a three-foot
fence along the third base line,
approximately 10-15 feet from the
end of the backstop and 60 feet
from home plate. The plaintiff was
struck in the eye by a sharply hit
foul ball and sustained serious
bodily injuries. There was no proof
that the screened bleachers behind
home plate were filled or that the
plaintiff was prevented from watch-
ing the game from behind that area.
These facts unraveled the plaintiff’s
eventual negligence action.

The Court of Appeals deter-
mined that the owner of a baseball

CARLA VARRIALE-BARKER is a sharehold-
erand chair of the Sports, Recreation &
Entertainment Practice Group at Segal
McCambridge. She may be reached at
cvarriale@smsm.com.
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field is not an insurer of the safety
of its spectators. Rather, like any
owner or occupier of land, it is only
under a duty to exercise “reason-
able care under the circumstances
to prevent injury to those who
come to watch the games played
on its field.”

Consequently, after survey-
ing how other jurisdictions had
resolved the critical question of
what amount of screening must be
provided before it will be found to
have discharged its duty of care to
spectators, the Court of Appeals
created the limited duty of care,
also known as the “Baseball Rule.”

The decision reinforces
that a ballpark’s duty

is limited and does not
require eliminating the
inherent risks of the game.

Akins established that the duty
of care owed to spectators at a
baseball game is a limited one. A
stadium owner or operator satis-
fies its duty by providing screen-
ing behind home plate, the area
of greatest danger, and ensuring
that such screening is sufficient
to protect as many spectators as
may be reasonably be expected to
desire such seating. The owner or
operator is not required to screen
all seating sections or eliminate
inherent risks in the sport. Liability
arises only if a plaintiff was seated
in (or sought access to) the pro-
tected area or if the adequacy of
that behind-home-plate screening
is challenged.

Akins has been cited in numer-
ous decisions, including Rosenfeld
v. Hudson Val. Stadium Corp., 65
AD.3d 1117,1118 (2009). Rosenfeld
involved a spectator who sustained
injuries while in a picnic area locat-
ed at a minor league stadium.

The court reiterated the lim-
ited duty of care, holding that the
owner is liable only if a plaintiff was
seated in (or sought access to) the
protected area or if the adequacy
of that behind-home-plate screen-
ing is challenged. Rosenfeld estab-
lished that unless these factors
were raised, a negligence action
will face dismissal.

Baseball Rule v.
Assumption of Risk

While the Akins court observed
that the doctrine of primary
assumption of the risk has had
extensive application in a num-
ber of cases involving spectators
struck by a misguided baseball, the
Court of Appeals also noted appli-
cation of the assumption of the risk
previously served as a complete
bar to a plaintiff’s cause of action,
without regard to the degree of
care exercised by the owner on the
part of the owner. The doctrine of

primary assumption of the risk
bars recovery where the injury
arises from a commonly appreci-
ated risk inherent in the activity,
and this doctrine applies equally to
spectators who place themselves
in close proximity to the activity.
Spillane v. Hofstra Univ., 219 A.D.3rd
774,776, 194 N.Y.S.3d 320 (2d Dept.
2023); Koenig v. Town of Huntington,
10A.D.3d 632, 633, 782 N.Y.S. 92 (2d
Dept. 2004).

However, the Court of Appeals
expressed concern that there was
no law in New York which defined
the duty of care owed by a pro-
prietor of a baseball field to spec-
tators. The Court of Appeals put
an end to that and held, “We now
define that duty.” This duty of care
replaced the doctrine of primary
assumption of the risk. Therefore,
the Baseball Rule should not be
confused with the doctrine of pri-
mary assumption of the risk, but
they are not at odds with each
other.

Conclusion

The doctrine of primary
assumption of the risk and the
Baseball Rule are distinct defens-
es, but they should both be raised
on behalf of the owner  » Page6
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by naming partner Nathan Berti
as its new managing partner and
second by adding Faegre Drink-
er’s chief technology officer Dan
McLoughlin as its new chief infor-
mation officer.

Berti, who divides his time
between New York City and Buf-
falo, took over as managing part-
ner effective on Sunday, Feb. 1,
succeeding Benjamin Zuffranieri
Jr., who had been at the head of
the firm since 2022 and will now
be serving as co-chair of the firm
alongside Carol Fitzsimmons,
according to Hodgson Russ’
announcement.

Meanwhile, McLoughlin joined
the firm from Faegre Drinker on
Tuesday, the firm said, succeed-
ing Kathy Krieger after she ended
more than 40 years at Hodgson
Russ.

These changes come a
year into Hodgson Russ’ most
recent strategic plan, which the
firm said launched in 2024 and
includes a focus on attracting
talent in “key
practices and
markets” such
as New York,
Toronto, Roch-

ester and Palm

Beach. That

talent includes

McLoughlin, NathanW.G.
Berti

who came over

after more than five years at Fae-
gre Drinker.

In a statement on his election
to managing partner, Berti said
that Hodgson Russ is a strong
firm because of its ability to
embrace change, including new
technologies.

“Hodgson Russ has thrived for
more than two centuries because
of its ability to adapt to the ever-
evolving legal landscape,” said
Berti. “I look forward to build-
ing upon Ben'’s strong leadership
and commitment to investing
in both our client relationships
and the talent and technology to
best meet our clients’ evolving
needs.”

Mairi Stewart, Hodgson Russ’
global head of attorney and law
firm operations, echoed the
importance of adapting to new
technologies in a statement on

McLoughlin’s addition to the
firm.

“His [McLoughlin’s] deep
experience leading technology
at an Am Law 100 firm will be
invaluable as we continue to
execute on our strategic growth
and innovation plans.” Stewart
said. “Of particular focus in 2026
will be the integration of genera-
tive Altools into our legal service
operations.”

In an email to Law.com, a rep-
resentative for Faegre Drinker
said the firm wishes McLough-
lin well and thanks him for his
contributions to the firm.

—Ryan Harroff

Simpson Recruits 3
Akin Partners, Aiming
For‘Targeted’ Practice
In Congressional,

Stage AG Investigations

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett
has recruited three congressio-
nal and state attorneys general
investigations partners from
Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld
in Washington, D.C., to head up
its investigations teams, the
firm said last week. The hires
mark a new “targeted” practice
approach for Simpson in these
teams, litigation leaders said.

Rafi Prober and Karen Chris-
tian, who served as coheads
of Akin’s congressional inves-
tigations practice, will cohead
Simpson’s congressional inves-
tigations practice. Martine Cic-
coni, who was a coleader of
Akin’s state attorneys general
practice, will now lead Simp-
son’s state attorneys general
team. The three partners will join
Simpson’s litigation department
and its government and internal
investigations practice.

Lynn Neuner and Jon Young-
wood, global cochairs of the
firm’s litigation department,
indicated that while they’'ve
“broadly” done this type of inves-
tigation work, they haven’t done
it in a “targeted fashion.”

“This work has broadly histor-
ically been covered by our gov-
ernment and internal investiga-
tions practice, but Martine, Rafi
and Karen do things we don’t do
yet in a targeted fashion, and they

do it at the top of the market,”
Neuner and Youngwood said.

Nick Goldin and Jeff Knox,
global coheads of Simpson’s
government and internal inves-
tigations practice, said they are
seeing “congressional and state
investigations increasingly run
in parallel with regulatory and
DOJ scrutiny.”

“Rafi, Karen and Martine
immediately deepen our ability
to deliver that kind of integrated,
forward-looking counsel to cli-
ents on their most critical mat-
ters,” Goldin and Knox added.

The three laterals, in a state-
ment, praised the firm for pro-
viding a “global, coordinated
and deeply experienced [plat-
form] that allows us to deliver
the best possible results for cli-
ents facing congressional, state
AG and other governmental
investigations.”

The moves come as Big Law
practice leaders are preparing
for a busy 2026 in investigations
and litigation prompted by state
attorneys general, as Law.com
has reported.

Simpson landed within the
top 15 in the 2025 Am Law 100.
The firm reported its profits per
equity partner climbed over 19%
to $7.66 million in 2024 and its
revenue per lawyer was up near-
ly 14% to $1.7 million, accord-
ing to financial reporting by The
American Lawyer. Meanwhile,
Akin, which landed at 38th in the
Am Law 100, reported its prof-
its per equity partner improved
over 23.5% to $3.8 million, and its
revenue per lawyer was up 8.7%
to $1.6 million in 2024.

A representative for Akin
wished the trio well in their future
endeavors. The firm did not com-
ment on who will take over its
congressional investigations prac-
tice. Mark Herring, who served
as coleader of the firm’s state
attorney general practice along-
side Cicconi, remains at Akin.

Simpson isn’t the only firm
to be investing in its state AG
practice at the moment. Womble
Bond Dickinson said last week
it has formalized its own state
AG practice, led by partners Joe
Whitley and Tyler Bridegan.

—Abigail Adcox
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PREMISES LIABILITY

Step On Loose Bolt Caused Knee Tear,
Plaintiff Alleged

Verdict: $4,931,734.00

Craig DellaRocco v. Long Island Railroad Com-
pany, No. 24-cv-02786

Court: Southern District, NY

Plaintiff Attorney(s): Sean P. Constable; Flynn &
Wietzke, PC; Garden City NY for Craig DellaRocco

Defense Attorney(s): Christopher Pogan; LIRR Law
Dept.; Jamaica, NY for Long Island Railroad Co.

Haley Stein; LIRR Law Dept.; Jamaica, NY for Long
Island Railroad Co.

Facts:

On March 13, 2023, plaintiff Craig DellaRocco,
57, a carman/welder for the Long Island Railroad
Co., was working his regular shift, which involved
disassembling and moving a 10,000 lb. train wheel
set from the shop area to a different part of the
LIRR’s Hillside maintenance facility. To perform the
task, he used a walk-behind machine to pull the
assembly down an aisleway adjacent to the shop.
While doing so, DellaRocco stepped on a loose
bolt on the floor and allegedly twisted his knee.
He claimed he kicked the bolt out of the way and
tried to continue working, but the knee swelled,
and the pain increased.

DellaRocco sued Long Island Railroad Co. pursu-
ant to the Federal Employers’ Liability Act, 45 U.S.C.
§51, et seq. (“FELA").

DellaRocco claimed that it was a common issue for
the aisleway to have loose nuts, bolts and other small
parts strewn on the floor and that the issue had been
specifically addressed by the LIRR supervisors during
daily morning talks with workers. He also claimed the
aisleway was dimly lit and referred by employees as
the “dungeon,” so he was unable to see what was on
the floor. Thus, he claimed the dangerous condition
of the aisleway caused his injury.

Defense counsel argued that DellaRocco should
have seen the bolt before stepping on it and that
if DellaRocco believed the lighting in the area was
poor, he could have refused to work in that area
pursuant to his union rights. Counsel also took
issue with Dellarocco kicking the bolt after he
stepped on it, which counsel argued prevented a
proper investigation, as investigators never found
the bolt. In addition, the defense countered the
claim that the aisleway was dangerous by pre-
senting testimony from DellaRocco’s supervisor,
who testified that employees called “oilers” were
present and performed maintenance once per week
in the area and that a Zamboni-type machine also
traveled down the hallway to clean the area. Thus,
defense counsel argued that the LIRR provided

a safe place to work as required by the Federal
Employers’ Liability Act.

Injury:

DellaRocco claimed he sustained a traumatic
medial meniscal tear in his left knee as a result of
the incident.

DellaRocco alleged that he twisted his knee after
stepping on a loose bolt. He claimed he attempted
to continue working, but the knee swelled, and the
pain increased to the point of needing to be taken
by ambulance to a hospital, where he was treated
and released.

On May 11, 2023, DellaRocco underwent surgery
on his left knee. However, he claimed that due to
the severity of his injury, he required a total knee
replacement on Aug. 8, 2024.

DellaRocco claimed that despite the surgeries, he
continues to be in constant pain. He alleged that as a
result, he remains under the care of his surgeon and
will never be able to return to work.

DellaRocco sought recovery of past and future lost
earnings, and damages for past and future pain and
suffering.

Defense counsel argued that DellaRocco had pre-
existing arthritis and that the knee replacement was
unrelated to the accident. Counsel pointed to Del-
laRocco’s testimony about working part-time for a
non-profit, charity racing organization without receiv-
ing compensation.

In response, plaintiff’'s counsel noted that the
defense did not conduct an independent medical
examination or a vocational evaluation of DellaRocco.

Result:

The jury found the LIRR 85% liable and DellaRocco
15% liable. It determined that Dellarocco’s damages
totaled $4,931,734.

$ 261,844 Past Lost Earnings

$ 1,819,890 Future Lost Earnings

$ 2,600,000 Future Pain Suffering

$ 250,000 Past Pain Suffering

$ 4,931,734 Plaintiff’s Total Award

Trial Information:

Judge: J. Paul Oetken

Demand: $2.2 million

Offer: $1.6 million

Trial Length: 4 days

Trial Deliberations: 6 hours

Jury Vote: 8-0

Jury Composition: 2 male, 6 female

MOTOR VEHICLE

Driver, Passenger Claimed Injuries After Their
Parked Car Was Hit

Verdict: $4,152,000

Tyshawn T. Erving and Shamiyah Brummell v.

Ari Fleet Lt. and Chidanand Singh, No. 716654/2019
Court: Queens Supreme, NY

Plaintiff Attorney(s): Dmitriy Chernyy; Chernyy &
Associates, P.C.; Brooklyn NY for Tyshawn T. Erving

Matthew Libroia; Chernyy & Associates, P.C.; Brook-
lyn NY for Shamiyah Brummell

Defense Attorney(s): Jeffrey C. Fegan; Clyde & Co
LLP; New York, NY for Ari Fleet Lt., Chidanand Singh

Michael C. Lamendola; Simmons Jannace Deluca,
LLP; Hauppauge, NY for Ari Fleet Lt., Chidanand Singh

Facts:

On Aug. 10, 2018, plaintiff Tyshawn T. Erving, 28,
a valet, was in a stopped motor vehicle at 107th
Avenue and 156th Street in Queens. A Pep Boys van
driven by Chidanand Singh allegedly veered into the
opposite lane, and struck Erving’s vehicle. Plaintiff
Shamiyah Brummell, 28, a construction worker, was
a passenger in Erving’s vehicle at the time of the
crash. Plaintiffs claimed multiple neck, back and
knee injuries.

Plaintiffs sued Singh and the vehicle’s owner, Ari
Fleet Lt. Plaintiffs alleged that Singh was negligent
in operating a motor vehicle and that Ari Fleet was
vicariously liable for Singh’s actions.

Plaintiffs’ counsel contended that the vehicle was
stopped on a narrow road and that Singh took his eyes
of the road, looked down and veered into their vehicle.
On cross-examination, Singh reportedly admitted to
taking his eyes off the road, veering into the other
lane and striking Erving’s vehicle front driver side
to front driver side.

The defense claimed that Erving’s vehicle was ille-
gally double-parked.

Injury:

Erving claimed he injured his neck, back and right
knee. He was transported to Jamaica Hospital from the
scene of the incident. He had disc bulges in his neck,
a herniation at L5-S1 and a right knee meniscal tear
requiring arthroscopic surgery. He also underwent
three manipulations under anesthesia.

Plaintiffs’ expert testified that Erving will need
treatment for the remainder of his life for his neck,
back and right knee. He estimated approximately
$330,000 in the cost of the treatment for the three
body parts.

Brummell testified that he injured his neck,
back and left knee. He was transported to Jamaica
hospital from the scene of the incident. Brummell
underwent three manipulations under anesthesia,
arthroscopic knee surgery and an L5-S1 laminec-
tomy and fusion. He had herniations at C3-6 and
L5-S1, a disc bulge and a meniscal tear in his left
knee.

Plaintiffs’ experts testified that Brummell’s injuries
were causally related to the accident and Brummell
will need treatment for the remainder of his life. The
expert estimated that treatment to be approximately
$650,000.

Plaintiffs’ counsel asked for $2.5 million at trial.

The defense contended that Erving did not sus-
tain any injuries from the accident and did not need
any treatment. The defense further asserted that
Erving had not treated since 2020. Lastly, it argued
that Erving had a subsequent accident with a semi-
truck, so the injuries were not from the subject
accident.

The defense contended that Brummell was exag-
gerating, had a subsequent accident two months later,
was not injured in the subject accident and had not
treated since 2020.

Result:

The jury returned a verdict 6-0 on permanent limi-
tation, significant limitation and 90/180 rule for both
plaintiffs.

Erving was awarded $1,487,000, which included
$507,000 for past pain and suffering, $750,000 for future
pain and suffering over 41.5 years and $230,000 for
future medical expenses for 41.5 years.

Brummell was awarded $2,665,000, which included
$750,000 for past pain and suffering, $1.5 million for
future pain and suffering over 41.5 years and $415,000
for future medical expenses over 41.5 years.

$ 415,000 Future Medical Cost

$ 1,500,000 Future Pain Suffering

$ 750,000 Past Pain Suffering

$ 2,665,000 Plaintiff’s Total Award

Tyshawn Erving

$ 230,000 Future Medical Cost

$ 750,000 Future Pain Suffering

$ 507,000 Past Pain Suffering

$ 1,487,000 Plaintiff’s Total Award

Trial Information:

Judge: Cheree A. Buggs
Demand: n/a

Offer: $250,000

Trial Length: 3 weeks

Trial Deliberations: 1.5 days
Jury Vote: 6-0

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE

Parties Disputed Liability
For Methadone Toxicity Death

Settlement: $2,400,000

Tracy Johnson, as Personal Representative of
the Estate of Esias Johnson v. City of New York,
New York City Health and Hospitals Corporation,
Kerline Lubin, Alexandre Guirand, Jr., Harland
Aristide, Angelo Erland Lessey, Daniel Morris, M.D.,
and John Do, No. 23-cv-2407 » Page 7

VerdictSearch

The cases that appear here are derived from VerdictSearch New
York, an affiliate of the New York Law Journal. For more detailed
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Clayton

« Continued from page 1

which a federal agency, like the
U.S. Department of Justice, agrees
not to file charges against parties
under criminal and civil investi-
gation.

Clayton added, however, that
companies would pay for not
cooperating.

“If you do not cooperate and
there is criminal activity, you're
going to pay for not cooperat-
ing,” he said. “There’s a big car-
rot, but there’s also going to be
a big stick.”

The announcement came
during the keynote event at the
Securities Enforcement Forum
New York, a Q&A between Clay-
ton and Steven Peikin.

Like Clayton, Peikin has expe-
rience in both the U.S. Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission
and SDNY, having served as the
SEC’s Division of Enforcement
and as chief of SDNY’s Securi-
ties and Commodities Fraud
Task Force. Peikin is currently
the head of Sullivan & Crom-
well’s Securities & Commodities
Investigations & Enforcement
Practice.

In addition to cooperation,
Peikin asked Clayton for his views

on the Foreign Corrupt Practices
Act, which spurred colorful criti-
cism by Clayton.

Clayton said he “hate[s]” how
the powerful statute has been
used by U.S. prosecutors.

We “never really go after indi-
viduals, just hold up companies
for money based on stuff we
wouldn’t prosecute at home,
and by doing that, we’ve ceded
many hot spots to more corrupt
groups,” Clayton said. “Because
the application of the FCPA—the
way we do it—I think corruption
in many places around the world
has increased.”

Clayton further stated that the
FCPA was intended to crack down
on powerful companies “essen-
tially buying foreign governments,
not buying the guy on the dock
with facilitation payments.”

“That’s hard. That’s actual
crime,” Clayton said, referring
to the crime of buying a foreign
government. “It messes with for-
eign relations, it does all sorts
of terrible things and that we
should pursue that to our heart’s
content. But, you know, the low-
level stuff? Who are we to go do
that?”

Though colorful, his views
may not be fully out of line for
the Trump administration, which
paused and then changed FCPA

enforcement over the past year.
White-collar attorneys have
reported seeing less FCPA activ-
ity since the enforcement shift,
and very few FCPA prosecutions
are currently active.

In that same keynote, Peikin
asked Clayton to discuss his
office’s relationship with Main
Justice. Of the U.S. attorney’s
offices, the Southern District
has been renowned for its inde-
pendence from Washington, D.C.
That presumed independence has
taken a hit over the past year, after
Main Justice instructed New York
prosecutors to drop their criminal
case against former New York City
Mayor Eric Adams.

Clayton, who Trump nominated
to lead SDNY, despite never hav-
ing previously served as a pros-
ecutor, said, “We're doing well.”

“Let’s put it this way... that is
not something I worry about going
to bed at night,” Clayton said.

Clayton was later asked what
does keep him up at night, to
which he noted “the kind of ten-
sions we've seen in other places.”

Also, “it would bother me if
great young lawyers didn’t want
to come to the office. That would
be a bad day,” Clayton said.

|
@| Alyssa Aquino can be reached at
alyssa.aquino@alm.com.

Williams

« Continued from page 1
the B-team, and suddenly they
hold all the cards,” Williams said.
“They may not be able to deprive
your client of liberty, but it can be
ruinous for your client’s reputation
if the SEC decides to proceed.”

“I think defense counsel should
do a good job of... having a good
relationship with all folks at the

table, because you never know,”
he said.

The panel—titled “Defending
Parallel Investigations Involving
the SEC, SDNY, EDNY, NYAG and
Others”—was part of the Securi-
ties Enforcement Forum New York,
a one-day conference for current
and former SEC officials, securi-
ties enforcement and white collar
attorneys.

Williams spoke in a panel that
also included Nicolas Roos, the

co-chief of SDNY’s Securities and
Commodities Fraud Task Force.
Parvin Moyne, a partner at Akin
Gump and Michael Shanahan, the
managing director of the consult-
ing firm Alvarez & Marsal, also
sat on the panel. The panel was
moderated by Caitlyn Campbell,
a partner at McDermott Will &
Schulte.

!
@| Alyssa Aquino can be reached at
alyssa.aquino@alm.com.

Spectator

« Continued from page 4
or operator of a baseball facil-
ity. They are distinct avenues to
establish the absence of a duty of
care owed to a spectator. Without
a duty of care owed, negligence
cannot survive.

Akins establishes that the own-
ers and operators of baseball sta-

diums (including minor league,
school and recreational facili-
ties) should ensure that the area
behind home plate has protective
netting. The date it was installed
and its configuration should be
documented.

Likewise, owners and opera-
tors should document and track
requests for seating in the pro-
tected area. To support a distinct
defense pursuant to the doctrine

of primary assumption of the risk,
the owner or operator should
ensure redundant warnings of the
obvious—an inherent risk of inju-
ry associated with errant base-
balls entering the stands should
be provided, and appropriate
language included on tickets
and websites. When faced with a
spectator injury case, owners and
operators of a baseball stadium
do not want to swing and miss.

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

Your hiring partner
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Perspective

Smart Law Firms Treat Crisis
Response as a Leadership Moment

crisis always seems to hit

at the least opportune time;

you're preparing to leave for

long weekend, you're on a

tight deadline, or maybe you are

short-staffed. But when a crisis

hits, be it a data breach, partner

controversy, litigation gone pub-

lic, or a fast-moving misinforma-

tion surge, clients and reporters

stop listening for a spin and start
listening for authority.

That last category is grow-
ing fast: a 2026 global survey of
senior crisis and risk communica-
tors, which published in January,
2026 found that while 37% rate
Al-generated deepfakes as a high
or critical risk, 77% report having
no documented protocol to man-
age them—precisely the kind of
readiness gap that turns issues into
reputational crises (RiskComms’
2026 Crisis, Emergency, and Risk
Communication Trends
Report—survey summary,
Jan. 2026).

For law firms, the first
hours and days are a
real-time credibility audit.
Respond well, and you
stabilize the situation and
strengthen your standing
as the voice clients and
the media trust when the
stakes are high. Respond
poorly and the damage
compounds.

Crisis planning is not a theoreti-
cal exercise, and it can’t live in a
binder. The most effective firms
design plans that are simple,
role-clear, and easy to execute
under pressure. Communications
teams own detailed playbooks
that include escalation paths,
templates, and channel guidance.
Leadership gets a concise version
that immediately answers two
questions: Who do I call? What
do I say first? Employees should
have a one-page tear sheet or a
policy that tells them exactly how
to route inquiries and what they
can and cannot say. This struc-
ture collapses decision time from
hours to minutes. It also reduces
the confusion that so often causes
more reputational damage than the
incident itself.

“Our team knows that we must
be expedient in our reply, but
also diligent with our follow-up
communications and the expecta-
tions we set. Having a policy or a
plan in place is important so that
we know how we’ll communicate,
who is responsible for speaking to
the public, and what our message
is. Consistency in our response
doesn’t just protect our reputa-
tion; it strengthens it, and cements
our role as a trusted industry
leader,” says Jennifer O’Donnell,
Chief Marketing and Business
Development Officer at Segal
McCambridge.

Speed matters, but speed with-
out accuracy erodes trust. The
first outward statement should
confirm verified facts, acknowl-
edge what is under investigation,
and set expectations for the next
update. Stakeholders forgive not
knowing everything on day one;
they do not forgive vagueness or
bluster that unravels under scru-
tiny. A disciplined communication
cadence—hourly early on, then
twice daily, then daily—signals
control and keeps speculation at
bay. Inside the firm, a daily huddle
to review facts, messaging, stake-
holder questions, and media sig-

BY IOANA GOOD

nals keeps leaders synchronized
and aligned on what gets said
where.

The First 72 Hours

The first 72 hours can either cre-
ate momentum or invite burnout
and mistakes. This is when curated
talking points from trained spokes-
people and pre-drafted scenarios
pay off. It is important to note that
not every crisis belongs to the man-
aging partner. A technical breach
might be led by a cyber co-chair
supported by IT and other firm
leadership to demonstrate account-
ability. A values-laden issue may be
best handled by a respected prac-
tice head with real credibility in the
affected community. The spokes-
person has a major hand in how
a message is received. Whoever
steps up needs to be calm, brief,

For law firms, the first hours and days of

a crisis are a real-time credibility audit.
Respond well, and you stabilize the situa-
tion and strengthen your standing as the
voice clients and the media trust when the
stakes are high. Respond poorly and the
damage compounds.

and precise. Training under simu-
lated pressure is non-negotiable.
This is what turns capable lawyers
into reliable public leaders.

Misinformation
Compounds Every Crisis

Generative Al has lowered the
cost of creating convincing fake
content and counterfeit accounts. A
single false claim can move markets
and client decisions before your
team finishes its first briefing. That
makes misinformation management
a core crisis function by proactively
monitoring across platforms; cre-
ating clear thresholds for when to
ignore, when to correct in-channel,
and when to publish broader state-
ments; and preparing pre-approved
language for debunking impostors
using your brand. The firms that
publish simple how-to guides for
clients—how to verify sources, what
to do when you spot a fake, how
the firm detects and reports coun-
terfeit content—earn trust before
they ever need to use it.

Policy Is Part of Credibility

In the heat of a crisis, you don’t
want to be writing rules you should
have published months ago. This is
especially true of Al Clear, enforce-
able policies on where Al usage
belongs in workflows, where it
does not, how accuracy is checked,
and how client information is pro-
tected give you something solid to
point to when questions arise. The
same holds for social media use,
data retention, vendor risk, and
employee speech. Policies don’t
prevent every incident. They do
let you lead with coherence rather
than improvisation.

Tone Is Strategy

The firms that lead during crises
sound like themselves—plain-spo-
ken, factual, and respectful of the
audience’s real concerns. They
resist speculation. They name
uncertainties honestly. They

focus on being useful. When the
issue becomes publicly contested,
authenticity is the constraint and
the guide. There are real rewards
to taking a principled stance that
aligns with your values and track
record: deeper loyalty, clearer dif-
ferentiation, stronger recruitment.
There are also real risks: alienating
clients, inviting scrutiny, or sound-
ing performative. If you choose to
weigh in, ensure your message
reflects real policies and behavior,
and prepare to sustain the conver-
sation after the first spike of atten-
tion. If not, silence will speak louder
than the noise.

Measurement Should Track
Trust, Not Visibility

A spike in mentions is not proof
of leadership. It all comes down to
which outlets covered you, whether
your framing made it into
headlines, and which
reporters came back for
follow-up perspectives in
your core domains. On
owned media channels,
look for return visits to your
hub page, time on page for
explainers, and direct refer-
rals from client alerts. Save
qualitative signals—client
forwards, regulator appreci-
ation, reporter notes citing
your analysis. Those become inter-
nal teaching tools and external proof
points of sustainable authority.

Done well, crisis communication
becomes a flywheel for a durable
reputation. Preparation creates
speed. Speed builds presence.
Presence gives you framing power.
Framing power earns better cover-
age. Better coverage creates teach-
able moments and deeper relation-
ships. Those relationships lead to
early calls the next time something
breaks. And around it goes. The risk
is just as real. Over-promising, guess-
ing, saying “no comment,” chasing
virality, or letting internal confu-
sion seep into the public domain
can undo years of brand equity in
a matter of moments.

Keep your crisis plan known
and straightforward. Map your
spokespeople to the crises you're
most likely to face and train them
regularly. Instruct your monitor-
ing systems to detect and manage
Al-driven fakes. Publish your Al
and social media policies and make
them live. Orchestrate channels
with discipline: a single up-to-date
hub page on your site, brief cli-
ent alerts that distill what to do
next, and selective earned media
that carries third-party validation.
After the dust settles, share what
you learned and what you changed.
The recovery narrative is proof of
strong leadership even in the most
difficult times.

Crises will never be comfortable.
But for firms that prepare, they can
be defining moments. They reveal
how you think, govern, and take
your client relationships seriously.
Handle crisis with calm, precision,
and care, and you won't just protect
your reputation; you’ll cement it.

I0ANA GOOD s the founder of Promova,
a woman-owned international PR and
branding agency. She is also the co-
founder of Find a Rainmaker, an online
assessment that provides behavioral
insights to help companies generate
revenue. For any questions, reach out
to igood@getpromova.com.
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characterized the reserve as “a sort
of escrow account” maintained to
cover claims that might be brought
against the firm. Thus, “[p]artners
contribute through deductions
from distributed income, and any
balance is returned at a later time
following a partner’s departure.”
The judge asks if he/she must
“recuse from all cases involving
the firm for a two-year period after
receipt of the insurance reserve
balance payment.”

A judge must always avoid even
the appearance of impropriety
(see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and must
always act in a manner that pro-
motes public confidence in the
judiciary’s integrity and impar-
tiality (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]).
A judge must disqualify in any
proceeding where the judge’s
impartiality “might reasonably be
questioned” (22 NYCRR 100.3[E]
[1D, including where required
by rule or law (see e.g. Judiciary
Law § 14). For example, disquali-
fication is required when the
judge knows that he/she has an
economic or other interest that
could be substantially affected
by the proceeding (see 22 NYCRR
100.3[E][1][c]) or that a lawyer

with whom the judge previously
practiced law served during such
association as a lawyer concern-
ing the matter (see 22 NYCRR
100.3[E][1][b][ii])-

In Opinion 16-24, we advised
that a judge must disclose the
ongoing relationship when an
attorney appearing before the
judge is holding money in escrow
for the judge. If the escrow funds
are released without controversy,
the disclosure obligation ends
when the escrow arrangement
terminates (id.). Significantly, the
facts in Opinion 16-24 involved
attorneys holding funds for a
judge in connection with discrete
real estate transactions or rental
arrangements, rather than in con-
nection with the unwinding of the
“significant financial and business
relationships” typical of former
“law firm colleagues” (id.).

By contrast, where a judge is
receiving money from a law firm
in concluding a prior business rela-
tionship between them, we have
said the judge is disqualified from
presiding in any case involving
his/her prior law firm until two
years have passed after comple-
tion of the financial and business
relationship (see e.g. Opinions
21-17; 16-36; 11-21, fn 2). Here,
the inquiring judge was an equity
partner in the law firm, and we

understand the judge previously
received certain retirement and
pension benefits or distributions.
In our view, the judge must now dis-
qualify for two years from receipt
of the insurance reserve balance
payment.

Assuming the judge can be fair
and impartial, the disqualification
is subject to remittal where feasi-
ble (see Opinion 21-17; 22 NYCRR
100.3[F]). Remittal is a three-step
process. First, the judge must fully
disclose the basis for disqualifica-
tion on the record. Second, without
the judge’s participation, the par-
ties and (if represented) their law-
yers must all agree that the judge
should not be disqualified. Third,
the judge must independently
conclude he/she can be impartial
and be willing to participate in the
case. If all three steps are satisfied,
the judge may accept remittal of
disqualification and must incorpo-
rate the agreement into the record
of the proceeding (see Opinion
21-22[A)).

As a reminder, it is not the
parties’ burden to request the
judge’s disqualification; rather,
“it is the judge’s burden to dis-
qualify him/herself at the out-
set, even if the parties are fully
aware of the conflict and do not
express any concern” (id. [citation
omitted]).
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by the treasurer or an authorized
designee, who must carefully verify
the legitimacy of all charges.
Alongside the implementation
of sound financial policies, every
religious organization should
adopt and adhere to a robust con-
flict-of-interest policy. Such a policy
helps ensure that officers, board
members, and clergy do not main-
tain undisclosed financial relation-
ships with the organization, unless
the board approves them with full
awareness of the circumstances.

Financial Audits

Once sound financial policies
and procedures are in place, the
next essential step is to create

Business Expense
Reimbursements

An accountable reimburse-
ment plan enables organizations
and their employees to reduce
the overall tax burden by assur-
ing that relevant employee
expenditures qualify as business
expenses. Under such a plan,
an employee’s expenses are not
recorded as income on either IRS
Form W-2 or 1040 and thus are
not subject to income taxation.
Enforcing an accountable reim-
bursement plan means that any
reimbursements to the employee
are not computed as compensa-
tion. Thus, the employee’s overall
benefit may be enhanced by the
employer’s expending of tax-free
dollars. The collective avoidance
of paying additional monies for
income taxation increases the

Alongside the implementation of sound financial policies,
every religious organization should adopt and adhere to a
robust conflict-of-interest policy.

an audit committee to review
and evaluate how those policies
operate in practice. The board is
typically responsible for appoint-
ing this committee. Ideally, com-
mittee members should have
sufficient financial expertise to
conduct a meaningful review.
Although audit committee mem-
bers may also serve on the board,
they should not hold the positions
of minister, treasurer, or president,
as this separation helps prevent
conflicts of interest. Ultimately,
the audit committee serves as
an additional safeguard to ensure
that the organization’s finances are
properly managed.

In addition to establishing an
audit committee, every religious
organization should also ensure
that its financial statements are
audited annually by an external
independent auditor. This auditor
should be selected by the board,
on the recommendation of the
audit committee.

The auditor will then proceed
to give an opinion on the church’s
financial statements, directed to
the board’s attention. Such an
opinion will either confirm that
the financial statements present
fairly the church’s financial con-
dition or set forth ways in which
the financial statements fail to
meet relevant auditing standards.
In the latter situation, an auditor
may also issue a “management let-
ter,” addressed to the board, not-
ing the specific issues that should
be addressed. While such a letter
may fall short of a formal auditor’s
opinion, it provides an important
basis upon which improvements
in managing the organization’s
finances can be made.

overall pool of funds available for
employee compensation, even if
every such additional dollar is ulti-
mately shared between employer
and employee—a win-win for all.

In order to qualify as an account-
able plan and thus enable reim-
bursement, business expenses need
to meet four requirements. First,
they must be in connection with
business activities. Second, they
must be adequately substantiated
to an employer within a reasonable
time period, i.e., not more than 60
days after an expense is incurred.
Third, any excess reimbursement
must be returned to the employer
within a reasonable time period,
i.e., not more than 120 days after
the reimbursement. Fourth, the
employer needs to reimburse an
employee out of its own funds,
and not through a deduction of an
employee’s salary.

Ministers and Finances

It is generally unwise for a min-
ister to be in charge of a church’s
finances due to the potential for
conflicts of interest, lack of over-
sight, and the legal separation
of responsibilities between the
spiritual and temporal affairs
of a church. Under Section 5 of
New York’s Religious Corpora-
tions Law, the administration of a
church’s temporal affairs, includ-
ing its finances, is entrusted to
the church’s trustees. Specifi-
cally, trustees are responsible for
the custody and control of the
church’s property and revenues,
which must be administered in
accordance with the discipline,
rules, and usages of the church,
as well as applicable laws.

“The primary purpose of the
Religious Corporations Law is to
provide for an orderly method for
the administration of the property
and temporalities dedicated to
the use of religious groups and to
preserve them from exploitation
by those who might divert them
from the true beneficiaries of the
trust.” St. Nicholas Cathedral of the
Russian Orthodox Church in N. Am.
V. Kedroff, 302 N.Y. 1, 29 (1950). By
design, the legislature separated
the governance of a church’s tem-
poral and spiritual affairs. The
trustees, as corporate officers,
are charged with managing the
church’s temporal affairs, while
the minister and other ecclesias-
tical officers focus on spiritual mat-
ters. This separation will ultimately
prevent conflicts and ensure that
financial decisions are made trans-
parently and in the best interests
of the church. Moreover, annual
corporate meetings provide the
church’s membership final over-
sight not only by reviewing and
approving budgets but also by
electing qualified trustees.

These statutory provisions
underscore the importance of
separating financial responsibili-
ties from spiritual leadership to
ensure proper governance and
accountability. Case law further
highlights the risks associated
with a minister controlling church
finances. In People v. Osborne, 161
A.D.3d 1485, a pastor was found
to have misused church funds for
personal expenses, including unau-
thorized payments and cash with-
drawals, due to the lack of financial
oversight during his tenure.

This resulted in significant finan-
cial discrepancies and legal conse-
quences for the pastor, including
criminal charges and restitution.
The church’s failure to implement
appropriate financial procedures
not only compromised its fiscal
integrity and organizational sta-
bility but also contributed to its
minister’s legal difficulties. These
unfortunate circumstances would
likely have been identified and
avoided had there been financial
oversight.

Conclusion

The failure to establish and
enforce proper mechanisms for
financial governance poses sig-
nificant risks, including potential
misuse of funds, lack of account-
ability, and legal violations. To miti-
gate these risks, it is essential to
adhere to the statutory framework
and governance structures estab-
lished under New York law, which
entrust financial responsibilities to
trustees and require oversight by
the church’s membership at cor-
porate meetings. And the trustees
should always implement a robust
system of financial oversight.
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projects, suspending their rights
under leases (issued over a decade
ago in most cases)—Vineyard Wind
(Massachusetts), Revolution Wind
(Rhode Island), Empire Wind and
Sunrise Wind (New York) and
Coastal Virginia Offshore Wind
(Virginia). Each of these projects
have all their permits and approv-
als after undergoing multiyear
application and environmental
review processes. Construction is
well underway, and some projects
are partially operational. Develop-
ers have already invested billions
in development and construction.

The Suspension Order’s breadth
and vagueness is best conveyed by
quoting it directly:

In November 2025, the Depart-
ment of War (DoW) completed an
additional assessment regarding
the national security implications
of offshore wind projects, and
provided senior leadership at the
department of the Interior with new
classified information, including the
rapid evolution of relevant adver-
sary technologies and the resulting
direct impacts to national security
from offshore wind projects. These
impacts are heightened by the proj-
ects’ sensitive location on the East
Coast and the potential to cause
serious, immediate, and irrepa-
rable harm to our great nation.

Based on BOEM’s initial review
of this classified information, the

particularized harm posed by this
project can only be feasibly averted
by suspension of on-lease activi-
ties. In coordination with DoW,
BOEM will determine whether the
national security threats relating to
this project can be mitigated and
invites you to meet and confer
about that possibility. Given the
construction status of this project,
BOEM will consider all feasible miti-
gation measures before making a
decision as to whether the project
must be cancelled.

It is not clear what security
issue has suddenly arisen. OCSLA
regulation 30 CFR 585.417 permits
suspensions only to meet judicial
requirements or “for reasons of
national security or defense.”

Four District Courts Have
Enjoined the Suspension
Order, and the Fifth Is
Likely To Do So Too

Each of the developers of the
five suspended projects have sued
the Department of the Interior and
Secretary Burgum to have the sus-
pensions vacated and declared
unlawful on procedural and sub-
stantive grounds (e.g. exceeding
statutory authority, arbitrary and
capricious, violating due process
and statutory notice require-
ments). They have also each sought
preliminary injunctions, and to
date, four injunctions have been
granted. A fifth—Sunrise Wind’s—
is still pending, but oral argument
is scheduled for Feb. 2, 2026.

The court in the case Empire
Leaseholder LLC v. Burgum, No.
1:26-cv-00004-CJN (D. D.C., Jan.
15, 2026), found that Empire
met the standards for a prelimi-
nary injunction concerning the
suspension of its offshore wind
lease and permits issued by
the federal government in 2024
(after a decade of review). Rul-
ing from the bench, Judge Carl J.
Nichols found that Empire was
likely to succeed on at least one of

New York users and would gener-
ate the equivalent of three or four
gas-fired power plants.

Three other challenges to the
Suspension Order had the same
result, and the remaining challenge
(Sunrise Wind) will also likely end
with a preliminary injunction. The
parties will proceed to a final deci-
sion on the merits, and the federal
defendants may also try to bring
interlocutory appeals to vacate the
injunctions.

Wind energy already supplies 109% of U.S. electricity and
grows annually, overwhelmingly from upland wind farms.

its claims, particularly the claims
that the Suspension Order was
arbitrary and capricious, and
violative of Empire’s due process.
The court gave little credence
to the notion that the alleged
national security reasons that the
defendants confidentially briefed
the court about required imme-
diate cessation of construction
pending a final decision on the
merits.

Empire Wind is hugely impor-
tant for both the plaintiffs and New
York State as a whole. Empire was
60% complete when the Depart-
ment of Interior issued the Sus-
pension Order and the project
sponsors have already spent four
billion dollars. The project’s 2,000
megawatts of power are essential
to supplying power to downstate

New York, Governed by
Its Own Demanding
Climate Law, Is Uniquely
Harmed by the Orders

New York has one of the most
demanding climate laws in the
nation. The state’s Climate Lead-
ership and Community Protection
Act (CLCPA) mandates substantial
reductions in greenhouse gas emis-
sions, requiring a 40% reduction
from 1990 emissions levels by 2030
and an 85% reduction from 1990
levels by 2050. (NYS Environmen-
tal Conservation Law 75-107). The
CLCPA also requires utilities (via
amendments to the Public Service
Law) to provide an increasing pro-
portion of power from “renewable”
sources—70% by 2030—and to
secure 100% from “zero emissions”

sources by 2040. Finally, the CLCPA
mandates the development of nine
gigawatts of offshore wind energy
by 2035. NYS Public Service L. 66.
New York cannot comply with
these mandates without offshore
wind. Moreover, offshore wind is
a critical part of the state’s plan
for grid resiliency and growth to
meet the expected substantial
increases in electricity demand
due to new large load projects
(e.g. microchip fabrication and
data centers) and building elec-
trification. The orders therefore
uniquely harm New York.

Is the White House
Distinguishing Between
Upland and Offshore Wind?

Wind energy already supplies
10% of U.S. electricity and grows
annually, overwhelmingly from
upland wind farms. Is the president
inclined to allow upland wind to
grow while ending offshore wind?
It is unclear although the president
has condemned all forms of renew-
able energy as ugly and unreliable.
The Wind Order halts review and
permitting for both types of wind.

But the Wind Order uniquely
harms offshore wind. The distinc-
tion lies in the fact that the federal
government owns the ocean floor
beyond three miles from shore.
Every offshore wind project relies
directly on leasehold rights from
the federal government. Upland
wind projects are generally not
on federal land and may or may

not require federal permits. Still, it
is unusual for the White House to
be targeting an industry that has
become a huge part of the econo-
my in reliably Republican states
like Texas, North Dakota and Iowa.

Allowing These Orders
To Go Into Effect Will Produce
Significant Economic Harm

While making predictions about
the economic future of both upland
and offshore wind is beyond the
scope of our expertise, we conclude
by noting that one of the stron-
gest factual and policy arguments
against both the Wind Order and
the Suspension Order is the rapid
expansion of wind energy’s impor-
tance in the global economy. The
top ten countries with offshore wind
(China, United Kingdom, Germany,
etc.) collectively have 327 offshore
wind farms in operation and doz-
ens more under development. Wind
power, both upland and offshore,
supplies a substantial percentage of
electricity (ranging 10% in China to
57% in Denmark) in these countries
and it grows annually.

Due largely to onshore wind, the
United States has more wind power
capacity than every country except
China. If the appellate courts and
Supreme Court eventually allow
the Wind Order and Suspension
Order to go back into effect, the
end result would be placing the
United States at a distinct eco-
nomic disadvantage in a growing
industry for decades.

Verdicts
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Court: Southern District, NY

Plaintiff Attorney(s): Joshua D.
Kelner; Kelner & Kelner; New York
NY for Estate of Esias Johnson

Defense Attorney(s): Joseph E.
Shmulewitz; Heidell Pittoni Murphy
&Bach, LLP; New York, NY for City
Of New York, New York City Health
and Hospitals Corporation, Daniel
Morris

Stephen McQuade; Pitta LLP;
New York, NY for Angelo Erland
Lessey

John Burns; Karasyk & Mos-
chella, LLP; New York, NY for Ker-
line Lubin, Alexandre Guirand Jr.,
Harland Aristide

Facts:

On Sept. 7, 2021, plaintiff’s
decedent Esias Johnson, 24, was
found dead in a housing unit in
the Anna M. Kross Center at Rik-
ers Island, where he was a detain-
ee. It was determined that he had
died of methadone toxicity.

The estate of Esias Johnson sued
the city of New York, New York City
Health and Hospitals Corp., Kerline
Lubin, Alexandre Guirand, Jr., Har-
land Aristide, Angelo Erland Lessey

and Dr. Daniel Morris for wrongful
death.

On Sept. 1, 2021, Johnson had
presented to Morris, a Rikers
physician, in a medical clinic.
He reported that he had been
obtaining methadone from oth-
er detainees in his housing unit.
Morris prescribed methadone to
Johnson after telling him to cease
using methadone given to him by
other detainees.

Johnson was supposed to be
seen for medical checks to verify
his status on methadone, but all
six of these visits were cancelled,
for various reasons. According to
the estate, on the evening of Sept.

6, Johnson went to bed and the
corrections officers responsible
for walking through his housing
unit failed to perform wellness
checks as scheduled. Several of
them, including corrections offi-
cers Aristide, Lubin and Lessey
allegedly falsely recorded in the
logbooks they had done so. The
video camera footage of his bed
showed him tossing and turning
at times, but did not depict him
in any obvious acute distress at
any point.

Plaintiff’s counsel contended
that the defendants were negli-
gent in prescribing methadone to
a person who was already abus-

ing it, failed to medically check
his status once he was receiving
methadone and failed to properly
monitor the housing floor on the
night of his death.

The defense contended that
Johnson was properly prescribed a
low dose of methadone. The defen-
dants denied they were responsible
for Johnson’s overdose if John-
son sought on his own to abuse
methadone after receiving his
prescription. The defense further
maintained that the video footage
did not show him in any significant
distress. The defense contended
that Johnson had died in his sleep,
without fear of impending death.

Injury:
Johnson overdosed and died
in jail.

Result:

The parties negotiated a pre-trial
settlement. NYC agreed to pay the
estate of Esias Johnson $2.4 million.

Trial Information:
Judge: Ona T. Wang
Trial Length: 0

Trial Deliberations: 0

Renew your subscription by phone!
Call the New York Law Journal
at 1-877-256-2472.
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Court Calendars

First Department

— EEEEEEEEE
APPELLATE 24/7063 Schutzman v. 19 E. 72nd
Street
DIVISION 25/2339(1) People v. Hakim A
CALENDAR FOR THE 25/2340(1) People v. Hak%m A
FEBRUARY TERM 25/2341(1) People v. Hakim A.
24/5012S.TA. Parking v. Federal
TUESDAY, FEB. 10 Insurance
25/4768 Southgate Owners Corp. v.
2P.M. Esposito

25/1052 People v. Debra Graham

24/4818 Lebedev v. Migdal

25/2303 B., Children

24/4833 Saquicela-Villa v. City of NY

23/5571 Deloren v. Sewell

23/3802 People v. Jamar Newton

20/298 People v. David Gonzalez

24/649527-21 27th Street v. Kanta

25/3691(1) Discover Property v.
National Football League

25/3200(1) Discover Property v.
National Football League

25/698 Mueller v. 2001 Marcus
Avenue

25/1845G., Jesus

23/3178(1) People v. Carlyle
Herring

25/340 Cheng v. State of NY
Division of Housing

22/3833 People v. Carlos Reyes

24/7336(2) De Castro v. West
Farms

24/7233 Academic Health v.
Ahluwalia

25/4188 Schiff v. Intersystem S&S
Corp.

24/2765 Ellis v. City of NY

22/3361 People v. Wilfredo Gonzalez

24/5210N Vera v. Xolle Demo

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

2 P.M.

24/3904 People v. Shaquille White

23/4921 Gomes v. Roux

2412169 M., Trinity

24/7360 Cook v. Hudson River Park
Trust

25/5210 Lowman v. Consolidated
Edison Company

25/1582(3) Davidoff Hutcher &
Citron LLP v. McLendon

24/3160 People v. D. H.

24/3688 People v. William Lee

24/6457NRD GP v. McCarthy

23/4296 People v. Luis Parada

25/2547 Glowatz v. City of NY

25/502 S/A., Children

25/74541sland Consolidated v.
Grassi & Co.

25/2610 Veloso v. Scaturro
Brothers, Inc.

25/2313 People v. Jonathan Arzu

24/356(2) Kohli v. Tewari

24/4765(2) Kohli v. Tewari

25/4037 Altman v. NYC Department
of Education

24/4676 Atta, Inc. v. 450 W. 31st.
Owners

22/1295 People v. Rhan Francis

25/5726N SJI Renewable Energy v.
REVLNG LLC

FRIDAY, FEB. 13

10 A.M.

21/4556 People v. Edgardo Perez

25/3438 Fernandez v. 475 Building

25/1027(1) C., Abdoulaye

25/4908 Margolies v. Margolies

25/3533 M. V., an Infant v. NYC
Housing Authority

24/6940(3) Etkin v. Sherwood
Residential Management

18/4593 People v. Marc Irving

19/3841 People v. Bruce Lezama

25/1326(2) Travelers Casualty v.
Vale Canada

25/516 Weinhardt v. NYC Transit
Authority

25/1006 G., Children

23/6438 People v. Vincent Mitchell

25/4991(1) HSBC Bank v. West Park

25/4989(1) HSBC Bank v. West Park

25/656 SKYX Group v. Foundation
for A Smoke Free World

24/2449 People v. Shawndelle Jones

24/6464 Marks v. Cosmos Ventures

24/4506 Shuford v. City of NY

25/2228 Figueroa v. Empire Water
Main & Sewer

18/4928 People v. Juan Rosario

25/2955N Bernstein v. Assaf

TUESDAY, FEB. 17

2P.M.

24/637 People v. Jonathan Cedeno

25/2246 Fields v. Junius-Liberty
Development

24/3788(1) R., Danna

24/6051 Riederer v. Schulmann
Properties

25/3074(2) Gray v. Nassau Life
Insurance

23/2786(1) People v. Leuris
Morales

23/2728(1) People v. Leuris
Morales

23/2784(1) People v. Leuris
Morales

25/1700 Scott & Scott v. Kaplan LLP

23/3974(2) Anonymous v.
Anonymous

24/3263 Avison Young-NY v. 459 W
50 Street

25/736 Hunold v. City of NY

25/6044 Gopstein v. Vad

19/1379 People v. Tyreek M.

25/5742Will of Lilian M. Reich

24/5294 Lexington Insurance v. NY
Marine

24/7689 Stewart v. JMDH Real
Estate

25/7659 Miller v. State of NY

23/2074 People v. Michael Martin

25/3504 Josey v. NYC Department
of Finance

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 18

2P.M.

21/2956 People v. Bernard Butts

25/5058 Talbert v. Tynes

25/4407 G., Jaloni

25/1520 Lackenbauer v. 162 Fifth
Avenue Associates

24/6733(1) Pescales v. Pax
Ventures

25/2577(1) Pescales v. Pax
Ventures

23/4841 People v. Jefferey Jones

25/225 Shanghai Pearls & Gems v.
Paul

24/4649 Golden Ox Realty v. Board
of Managers

25/3016 Robles v. 53-63 Walton LLC

22/3832(1) People v. Askia Yaw

22/3428(1) People v. Askia Yaw

25/1311 Gamma USA, Inc v.
Pavarini McGovern LLC

24/7046 Calix v. Union Theological

22/4436 People v. Jeremy Scott-
Mason

25/6713 Cardenas v. Walgreens

25/4578 Estrella v. 20 Bruckner, LLC

25/4182(2) Grey v. LIC
Development Owner

20/1387 People v. Athanasios
loannidis

25/5926N King v. 8 Spruce (NY)
Owner

THURSDAY, FEB. 19

2P.M.

25/296 People v. Kwesi Prophete

25/3133 Lurie v. NYC Department
of Education

24/6089R., Zion

24/6539 Calle v. 686 Broadway
Realty

25/1741 Galloway v. Arthur Clinton
Housing

24/978 Graham v. City of NY

19/1433 People v. William Caruth

25/1054 Henriquez v. City of NY

24/6949 Healy v. Kruger

25/1282 Hearns v. Abeken
Apartments

25/662 Staten v. City of NY

25/1111 Joyous JD Limited v.
Yolanda Management

19/833(1) People v. Wesley Cooper

25/2154N Contempo Acquisition v.
Dawson

TUESDAY, FEB. 24

2P.M.

25/1448(1) People v. Angelo Torres

25/1993 Cheng v. Caban

24/2869(4) W/A., Children

25/208 Payano v. Al Nahshal

24/1722(2) Molina v. Appula
Management

24/6569(1) PH-105 Realty v.
Elayaan

24/6281(1) PH-105 Realty v.
Elayaan

22/4349 People v. Jaquan Moore

21/1191 People v. Raul Deleon

24/4152 Kohl v. Memorial Sloan
Kettering

24/6698 AS Helios LLC v. Chauhan

24/7108 Westpoint Home v.
Dormify, Inc.

21/15 People v. Erica U.

24/5770 Abrams v. Abrams

18/2352 People v. Ashleigh Wade

24/6492 Walker v. City of NY

24/6858 O’Flaherty v. Columbo

25/4417 Rothman v. Rothman

21/3191 People v. Esteban Villaman
Almonte

25/870N May v. Gibbs

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 25

2P.M.

24/806 People v. Jonathan Alfonso

25/2861Iglhaut v. City of NY

25/387 L., Esther v. Chaim L.

23/4252 Wilmington Savings v.
Brown

25/2757 Serrano v. Athena
Properties

21/3431People v. Barron Williams

23/6819 People v. Anthony White

24/7212(1) Fiondella v. 345 West
70th Tenants

24/6421(1) Fiondella v. 345 West
70th Tenants

25/4773 Matter of Wells Fargo Bank
v. HBK Master Fund

25/4075(2) SL 4000 Connecticut v.
CBRE

24/6289 De Perez v. Fordham
Valentine

24/4374 People v. Gino Sozio

24/6308 Falcao v. MTA

24/7071 HSBC Bank v. Keeling

23/3935 People v. Christopher
Harrison

24/6452 Mazzurco v. Broadway
52nd

25/699 Khan v. Khan

19/4291 People v. Adelmir Oliva

25/5270N Gurney-Goldman v. Solil
Management

THURSDAY, FEB. 26

2 P.M.

22/1264 People v. Tony Thames

25/4570 Castillo v. Cannon Point
South, Inc.

24/7382V., Liam

25/4913 Nazario v. Bytedance Ltd.

24/2550 Robinson v. Henderson

25/860 10839 Associates v. Big
Apple E Time LLC

19/1981(1) People v. Bridgitte
Ascencio

24/1557 People v. Manuel Espinoza

25/4354 Seaton v. Babad

25/894 Tower v. Structure Tone

23/3920 People v. Antonio
Rodriguez

24/6477 Ortiz v. Fitzgerald

25/4260E. M., an Infant v. Paulino

24/2903 Trzuskot v. Johnson

24/551 People v. Barron Spruill

25/1478 Menkes v. Mount Sinai
Health System

24/6777 People v. Saint Robles

24/365(2) Stile v. C-Air
Customhouse

23/2039(2)N Stile v. C-Air
Customhouse

25/2132N Diamond Films v. TV
Azteca

ok ok 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.

MONDAY, FEB. 10

9AM.
813245/22 Hernandez v. Sanchez
11 AM.

152516/25 Serie v. X.R. Happy
Tour Inc.

1P.M.
21339/19 Mays v. Lend Lease (US)
WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

12P.M.
806515/24 Pedabga v. Nunez
FRIDAY, FEB. 13

9:30 A.M.

21790720 De Jesus v. Action
Carting Environmental

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 18

12 P.M.
31394/19 Larosa v. Diaz
TUESDAY, FEB. 24

11 AM.
818473/22 Capellan v. 35 LLC
WEDNESDAY, FEB. 25

12P.M.
159863/25 410 West LLC v. Chen
TUESDAY, MARCH 10

10 A.M.

651397/21 Beasley v. Bayview Auto
Wreckers

APPELLATE
TERM

60 Centre Street
Room 401

10 AM.

Commencing with the January
2026 Term, all oral arguments
at the Appellate Term, First
Department will be in person.
Counsel and pro se litigants also
have the option to submit.

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

NEW YORK STATE
UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM

New York County, Supreme Court - Civil Term
New Judicial Assignments and Reassignments

As of December 31, 2025, five long-serving Justices
of the Supreme Court, Civil Branch, New York County,
Honorable Arthur F. Engoron, Honorable Debra A.
James, Honorable Richard G. Latin, Honorable W.
Franc Perry Ill and Honorable Mary V. Rosado have
retired from the bench. In addition, Justice Denise
M. Dominquez and Justice Denis Reo have moved to
other Courts. We would like to thank all our Justices
for their wonderful service to our court.

New Judicial Assignments and Reassignments:

Hon. Dana M. Catanzaro has joined the Court and
is assigned to General IAS Part 37. Justice Catan-
zaro’s courtroom and chambers will be located at
111 Centre Street, Courtroom 1127A and Chambers
Room 541. The Part phone number is 646-386-3222.
The Chambers phone number is 646-386-3181.

Hon. Matthew V. Grieco has joined the Court and
is assigned to General IAS Part 30. Justice Grieco’s
courtroom and chambers will be located at 111 Centre
Street, Courtroom 623 and Chambers Room 466. The
Part phone number is 646-386-3275. The Chambers
phone number is 646-252-5086.

Hon. Brendan T. Lantry has joined the Court and
is assigned to General IAS Part 46. Justice Lantry will
assume Hon. Richard G. Latin’s inventory. Justice
Lantry’s courtroom and chambers will be located at
71 Thomas Street, Room 103. The Part phone num-
ber is 646-386-3279. The Chambers phone number
is 646-386-4945.

Hon. Anna R. Lewis has joined the Court and is
assigned to the Mental Hygiene Part. Justice Lewis
will assume Hon. W. Franc Perry III's inventory. Jus-
tice Lewis’ chambers will be located at 60 Centre
Street, Room 561. The phone number for Chambers
is 646-386-3944.

Hon. Kim M. Parker has joined the Court and is
assigned to Guardianship Part 25. Justice Parker will
assume Hon. llana Marcus’ inventory. Justice Parker’s
courtroom and chambers will be located at 111 Centre
Street, Courtroom 1254 and Chambers Room 448. The
Part phone number is 646-386-5675. The Chambers
phone number is 646-582-5089.

Hon. John Zhuo Wang has joined the Court and is
assigned to the Midtown Community Justice Center
and Special Proceeding Part. Justice Wang’s court-
room and chambers will be located at 314 West 54th
Street, 5th Floor. The Part phone number is 646-582-
5004. The Chambers phone number is 646-264-1371.

Hon. Yael Wilkofsky has joined the Court and is
assigned to Matrimonial Part 51. Justice Wilkofsky
will assume part of Hon. Lisa A. Headley’s inven-
tory. Justice Wilkofsky’s courtroom and chambers
will be located at 80 Centre Street, Room 289. The
Part phone number is 646-386-3846. The Chambers
phone number is 646-582-5077.

Hon. Jeffrey S. Zellan has joined the Court and
is assigned to Matrimonial Part 49. Justice Zellan
will assume part of Hon. Lisa A. Headley’s inven-
tory. Justice Zellan’s courtroom and chambers will
be located at 80 Centre Street, Room 307. The Part
phone number is 646-252-5140. The Chambers phone
number is 646-252-5073.

Hon. James G. Clynes remains assigned to General
IAS Part 39. Justice Clynes’ courtroom and chambers
will be located at 60 Centre Street, Courtroom 331
and Chambers Room 652. The Part phone number
is 646-386-3619. The Chambers phone number is
646-386-5383.

Hon. James d’Auguste is now assigned to Commer-
cial Division Part 55. Justice d’Auguste’s courtroom
and chambers will now be located at 71 Thomas
Street, Room 210. The Part phone number, 646-386-
3289, and the Chambers phone number, 646-386-5698,
remain unchanged.

Hon. Lisa A. Headley is now assigned to General
IAS Part 17. Justice Headley’s courtroom and cham-
bers will remain located at 80 Centre Street, Room
122. The Part phone number is 646-252-5141. The
Chambers phone number, 646-386-3150, remains
unchanged.

Hon. Judy H. Kim remains assigned to General
IAS Part 4. Justice Kim’s courtroom and chambers
will be located at 60 Centre Street, Courtroom 418
and Chambers Room 665. The Part phone number,
646-386-3580, and the Chambers phone number, 646-
386-5577, remain unchanged.

Hon. Hasa A. Kingo is now assigned to General
IAS Part 65. Justice Kingo will assume Hon. Denis
Reo’s inventory. Justice Kingo’s courtroom and cham-
bers will remain located at 80 Centre Street and have
moved to Room 308. The Part phone number is 646-
386-3887. The Chambers phone number, 646-386-4740,
remains unchanged.

Hon. I[lana Marcus is now assigned to City and
Transit IAS Part 5. Justice Marcus will assume Hon.
Hasa A. Kingo’s inventory. Justice Marcus’ courtroom
and chambers will be located at 80 Centre Street,
Room 320. The Part phone number is 646-386-3374.
The Chambers phone number, 646-386-4969, remains
unchanged.

Hon. Anar Rathod Patel remains assigned to Com-
mercial Division Part 45. Justice Patel’s courtroom
and chambers will remain located at 60 Centre Street,
Courtroom 428, and Chambers has moved to Room
512. The Part phone number, 646-386-3632, and the
Chambers phone number, 646-386-3234, remain
unchanged.

Hon. Leslie A. Stroth remains assigned to General
IAS Part 12. Justice Stroth’s courtroom and chambers
will be located at 60 Centre Street, Courtroom 442
and Chambers Room 659. The Part phone number,
646-386-3273, and the Chambers phone number, 646-
386-5622, remain unchanged.

Hon. Kathleen Waterman-Marshall remains
assigned to General IAS Part 31. Justice Waterman-
Marshall’s courtroom and chambers will be located
at 60 Centre Street, Courtroom 335 and Chambers
Room 660. The Part phone number, 646-386-4296, and
the Chambers phone number, 646-386-4289, remain
unchanged.

Counsel are advised to sign up for the court sys-
tem’s E-Track service. E-Track allows counsel to list

with the service some or all the firm’s cases pend-
ing in the Supreme Court, Civil Branch, New York
County, and other counties as well. E-Track pro-
vides notification by e-mail of all appearances and
adjournments in covered cases that are recorded in
the court’s electronic case history program, as well
as other developments, such as the reassignment of
cases and the issuance of decisions and long-form
orders. E-Track can also provide appearance remind-
ers should counsel wish to avail themselves of that
capability.

To sign up for E-Track, counsel should go to the
following address: http://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/
webcivil/etrackLogin

OFFICE OF COURT
ADMINISTRATION

Division of E-Filing

OCA Invites Comments on E-Filing Program
Deadline: Feb. 13

In preparation for its annual report on electronic
filing (e-filing), which will be submitted to the Legisla-
ture, the Governor, and the Chief Judge, the New York
State Office of Court Administration (OCA) invites
public comments on the Unified Court System’s
e-filing program, (NYSCEF).

Attorneys, litigants, and other interested members
of the public are encouraged to share observations
and recommendations.

Comments may be submitted by:
Email: efilingcomments@nycourts.gov
or

Mail: Christopher Gibson, Director
OCA Division of E-Filing

Office of Court Administration

25 Beaver Street, Room 926

New York, NY 10004

All comments must be received by February 13,
2026. Submissions will be posted on the Court Sys-
tem’s website.

NEW YORK STATE
COURT OF APPEALS

Court To Hear Arguments in the Bronx in March

The Court will be hearing argument away from
Court of Appeals Hall in Albany for its upcoming
March 2026 Session.

On March 10, 11 and 12, the Court will hear argu-
ment at the Bronx Hall of Justice, 265 East 161
Street, Bronx, New York. Arguments will commence
at 9:30AM. A live webcast of the argument may be
accessed through the Court of Appeals website.

* ok ok ok k

Deadline for Amicus Curiae Motions:
February 2026 and March 2026 Sessions

The Court has calendared the appeals in People v.
Gaffney (Luke J.) (APL 2025-00077), People v. Curry
(Eugene) (APL 2025-00076), and People v. Billups
(Ricky) (APL 2025-00108) for argument during its
February 2026 Session. The Court has set a special
deadline for motions seeking to participate as amicus
curiae in these appeals. Motions for permission to
file a brief amicus curiae in these appeals must be
served no later than December 22, 2025 and noticed
for a return date no later than January 5, 2026.

The Court has calendared the appeal in Matter of
Bi-Coastal Properties v. Soliman (APL 2025-00136) for
argument during its March 2026 Session. The Court
has set a special deadline for motions seeking to par-
ticipate as amicus curiae in this appeal. Motions for
permission to file a brief amicus curiae in the Matter
of Bi-Coastal Properties appeal must be served no
later than January 27, 2026 and noticed for a return
date no later than February 9, 2026.

Questions may be directed to the Clerk’s Office
at (518) 455-7705.

UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM

Advisory Committee on Al and the Courts
Issues Inaugural Annual Report

An advisory group appointed by Chief Adminis-
trative Judge Joseph A. Zayas to study the intricate
issues surrounding the use of artificial intelligence in
the courts has released its inaugural annual report,
alandmark document outlining policies, recommen-
dations, and ethical frameworks for the responsible
use of Al in the state’s court system.

Drawing on the diverse expertise of its 40-plus
members, the Advisory Committee on Artificial
Intelligence and the Courts thoroughly explored
the opportunities Al presents to improve efficiency,
enhance legal services, and expand access to the
courts, while also confronting the serious risks it
poses, such as bias, misinformation, and threats to
confidentiality and due process.

Based on extensive research, stakeholder engage-
ment, and collaborative deliberation, the 154- page
report includes findings, recommendations, and
policy proposals from each of the Advisory Com-
mittee’s six specialized subcommittees: Access to
the Courts; Bias and Equity; Court Administration
and Management; Evidence, Authenticity, and Reli-
ability; Generative Al in Lawyering and Dispute Reso-
lution; and Knowledge, Proficiency, and Professional
Responsibility.

Among the highlights contained in the report are:

¢ An interim policy on Al use, adopted by the court
system in October 2025, that establishes guardrails
for judges and court staff, requiring Al training and
restricting Al use to approved platforms such as
Microsoft Copilot Chat, with the Advisory Com-
mittee now monitoring feedback from the 200-plus
judges and non-judicial employees who recently
completed the court system’s Microsoft Copilot
Chat pilot program.

e A document produced in connection with the Al
use policy that sets forth ethical considerations for
judges and their staff in using Al, with an emphasis
on confidentiality, judicial independence, and respon-
sible Al use.

Continued on page 11

New York
County

SUPREME COURT

Ex-Parte
Motion Part
And
Special Term
Part

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

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

The following matters
were assigned to the Justices
named below. These actions
were assigned as a result of
initial notices of motion or
notices of petition return-
able in the court on the date
indicated and the Request for
Judicial Intervention forms
that have been filed in the
court with such initial activ-
ity in the case. All Justices,
assigned parts and courtrooms
are listed herein prior to the
assignments of Justices for the
specified actions. In addition,
listed below is information
on Judicial Hearing Officers,
Mediation, and Special
Referees.

IAS PARTS

1 Silvera: 300 (60 Centre)

2 Sattler: 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 Capitti: 355 (60 Centre)

11 Frank: 412 (60 Centre)

12 Stroth: 328 (80 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 Chin: 136 (80 Centre)

23 Schumacher 304 (71 Thomas)

24 Katz: 325 (60 Centre)

25 Marcus: 1254 (111 Centre)

26 James, T.: 438 (60 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 Crawford: 1166 (111 Centre)

39 Clynes: 232 (60 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 Headley: 122 (80 Centre)

52 Sharp: 1045 (111 Centre)

53 Borrok: 238 (60 Centre)

54 Schecter: 228 (60 Centre)

55 d’Auguste: 103 (71 Thomas)

56 Kelley: 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 Chesler: 1127A (111 Centre)

65 Reo: 307 (80 Centre)

MFPKahn: 1127B (111 Centre)

MMSP-1: 1127B (111 Centre)

IDV Dawson: 1604 (100 Centre)

PART 40TR
JUDICIAL MEDIATION

On Rotating Schedule:

13 Silvera: 300 (60 Centre)
13 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 caption 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 missing stipula-
tion 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 ser-
vice to receive e-mail notification of
the assignment and other develop-
ments and schedules in their cases.
Immediately following 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
MONDAY, FEB. 9

Submission
1100513/24 Battistotti v. NYC Et Al
2100166/19 Maounis v. Namhi Lee
3100166/19 Maounis v. Namhi Lee
4101282/23 Walker v. Fieldbridge

Mgt.
TUESDAY, FEB. 10

Submission

1101217/25 Blue v. NYC
2 301334/20 Hall v. Aguirre

Paperless Judge Part
MONDAY, FEB. 9

153518/2510 West 65th St. Tenants
Assoc. v. NYS Div. of Housing
And Community Renewal

654984/25150 William St.
Associates Lp v. Pride Optique
LLC Et Al

650802/17217 Trust v. Vir Const.

Inc.

158102/2433rd St. Acquisition LLC
v. Feng

158331/21373-381 Pas Associates v.
Ocean Mgt. Corp. Et Al

654381/24 3point Capital Group v.
Crosstech Automotive LLC Et Al

154510/25493 Amsterdam LLC v.
De Dominguez

162889/254c Foods Canada Ulc v.
Livingston Int’l, Inc.

659327/257614 4th Lender LLC v.
Zisimopoulos

655128/2478/79 York Associates
LLC v. Scott

162905/25Abdoul v. Senior Ride
Transportation LLC Et Al

151111/21Aguirre v. 635 Madison
Fee Prop.

156740/19Aig Prop. Casualty v.
Estate of Mary Alyce

150395/22 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
Cohen

153647/23 Almazo v. Trumbo’s
Funeral Chapel, Inc. Et Al

150841/25Alvarez Rodriguez v. 55
Broad St. Owner LLC Et Al

156331/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lentini

160577/23 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lim

157070/25 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Menon

156373/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Vitale

151117/24 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v.
Premium Roofing Systems LLC

160564/22 Amguard Ins. Co. v.
Artimus Const. Inc. Et Al

154176/23 Arias v. Vornado Rlty.
Trust Et Al

150020/23 Arostegui v. Nova Const.
Services LLC Et Al

655599/16 Astra Pacific Outdoor v.
Jergil Mfg. Corp.

659288/24 Awadallah v. Inos

159817/17 Azuero v. NYCTA

655194/25B&H of Bklyn. Co. LLC. v.
Gutman

154425/23 Balestriere Pllc v. Ray

850339/13 Bank of NY Mellon v.
Davis Sr.

164641/25Baptiz v. Navarro

153133/20 Barajas-Andrade v. Con
Ed Co.

152829/25Batayneh v. Reunited
Clothing

659609/25 Bayport Const. Corp. v.
Lam Group Et Al

160942/20 Beckford v. Greenwich
Heights Corp.

151039/17 Bell v. Atlantic Pacific
Dev.

650764/25Bene Temps, Inc. D/b/a
Bthr Solutions v. Optimatum
Solutions LLC

152263/15Berlin v. Jakobson

150280/26 Bldg Mgt. Co., Inc. v.
Druckman

158286/19Board of Mgrs. of v. Penn

153034/14 Board of Mgrs. of 75 v.
Alijaj

656115/25Board of Mgrs. of Cassa
NY Condominium v. Assa

150208/25Boor v. Hudson 46 Inc.
D/b/a Harbor NYC Et Al

152155/24 Boucourt v. NYC Et Al

655582/24 Br Brand Hldgs. LLC v.
Parkview Home Textiles, Inc.

154072/22Brown v. The NYCHA

452438/25Bull v. Hiatt

153083/23 Butta v. Striano Electric,
Inc. Et Al

162265/24 Byrd v. Comcast Corp. Et

15225923 C. v. NYC Elite
Gymnastics, Inc.

160890/22 Cabrera Sanmartin v.
Flintlock Const. Services

162309/19 Caccamo v. Jacobs
Engineering New York, Inc.

159315/17 Capital One v. Laub

150254/23 Cashabamba v. 500 Fifth
Ave. (new York) LLC

155997/20 Castro v. Piedmont 60
Broad St. LLC

154530/24 Cavalry Spv I v. King

161097/21 Ceveda v. H Hotel LLC

652179/25 Cf Encore Purchaser LLC
v. Goldklang

365643/25 Cherepukhin v.
Cherepukhina

157944/21 Chubb Indemnity Ins.
Co. A/s/o Gautam Chawla And
Bahar Kural v. Oleg Rudister

152882/23 Collins v. 160 East 28th
& 134 Ninth LLC Et Al

651329/23 Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. v. Harleysville Ins. Co.

154799/24 Cortes v. Manhattanville
Re Partners LLC Et Al

160319/23 Coti v. Biriukova

152633/20Crp 701 West 135th St. A
v. Pillori Associates

156654/22 Cruz Pataky v. 1199
Housing Corp. Et Al

157602/23 D’Ambrosio v. Rxr Hb
Owner

153185/24 Dahlstrom v. NYCTA Et

Al

155310/22Dalin v. 136 Ninth Ave.
Corp. Et Al

651301/19 Davidoff Hutcher &
Citron Llp v. Siegel

655023/16 Dawn Jones v. Madison
Plaza Commercial

655910/25De La Cruz v.
Oneoncology

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 10
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Legal Technology

Negotiating Software Licenses
In the Era of AgenticAl

BY MICHAEL KURZER

gentic artificial intelligence
A (Al systems are designed

to make decisions, take
actions, and pursue objectives
without continuous human over-
sight. These systems are already
demonstrating success in auto-
mation, operational efficiency,
improved customer service, and
R&D. Software and platform ser-
vice providers are taking notice
of agentic Al users.

The recent lawsuit filed by
Amazon against Perplexity Al
over Perplexity’s “agentic” shop-
ping feature in its Comet browser
highlights concerns providers
may see with automated users.
Amazon asserts that Perplex-
ity, through its Comet browser
which allows automated pur-
chases on Amazon’s platform,
violates Amazon’s terms of
service and commits computer
fraud by purposely disguising

MICHAEL KURZER is a shareholder at
Vedder Price.

an Al agent as a human shopper.
The rise of agentic Al is now an
important consideration when
updating website terms of use
and negotiating software licenses
and Software-as-a-Service (SaaS)

In a typical software
license, liability is not
always unambiguously al-
located to the party using
the Al agent, especially if
the risks were not contem-
plated or understood at
the time the agreement is
negotiated.

platform agreements. Ambiguity
can open the door to unexpected
consequences when the user is
an Al agent.

Software licenses written
before the use of agentic Al
rarely contemplated scenarios
where the “user” was a machine
making its own decisions, much
less a “user” capable of learn-
ing, and potentially coding a

replacement for the software
it uses. An Al agent operating
autonomously can perform the
tasks of many human users in
a fraction of the time. While it
is fairly common for software
licenses to include restrictions
on reverse engineering, decom-
piling or disassembling source
code, license agreements may
lack clear and unambiguous
restrictions on use of software,
data, or outputs for training Al
models, machine learning, ana-
lytics, or automated tasks.

Today, it is best to explicitly
address autonomous use and
to clarify whether Al agents are
permitted to act as “users” under
the agreement. Some licensors
prohibit outright the use of Al
agents, however, strict prohi-
bition may not be practical or
economically feasible in the near
future, as Al agents become com-
monplace. If permitting agentic
Al users under a software license,
or if there is a risk Al agents will
use the software without detec-
tion, it is important to address
the legal risks and economic con-
sequences when negotiating an
agreement.

If the license fees are struc-

© ADOBE STOCK

tured on a per-user / per-seat
basis for a period of time, fees
may drop dramatically when an
Al agent replaces many human
users. Coming up with a replace-
ment fee structure that captures
this lost revenue can be challeng-
ing, as the agentic Al “users”
are constantly evolving. Some
software platform providers
are adopting alternative pricing
models. Under a consumption-
based pricing model, fees are
charged based on usage metrics
such as a number of instructions
received, operations performed,
interactions made with the
system, calls to an application
programming interface (API) or
at more granular level as a mea-
sure of computational resources,
such as processor utilization, or
even power consumption.
Another possibility is to
charge based on a particular
outcome or business result,
such as resolved issues, closed
customer support tickets, suc-
cessfully completed purchases,
sales, pitches or business or per-
sonnel onboarding. In each case,
the pricing model may require
tailoring price to specific usage
metrics, and the » Page 10

How Legal Operations Can Evaluate
Outside Counsel in the Age of Al

BY AMIT DUNGARANI

egal departments are
L becoming more demand-

ing in their expectations
around the use of artificial intel-
ligence (AI). C-suite executives
are pressing for significant cost
and efficiency gains over the next
few years: 79% of CEOs say they
expect generative Al to transform
their organizations, and they
anticipate 20%-30% cost savings
from Al-enabled automation and
optimization.

Rapid, widespread adoption
of Alis also making it more chal-
lenging for legal departments to
evaluate outside counsel. Plenty
of firms now claim to use Al, but
that disclosure alone reveals
nothing about the maturity, secu-
rity, or value delivered for legal
operations professionals. There
may be a huge gap between firms
that are experimenting with Al
and firms fully prepared to use
it responsibly.

While legal departments
are right to expect partners
who understand the promise
and potential of Al, traditional
methods of evaluating outside
counsel are no longer sufficient
for today’s environment. Instead
of asking if a firm uses Al, legal
departments should focus on
how, and look for outcome-based

AMIT DUNGARANI serves as Vice Presi-
dent of Product Marketing and Revenue
Enablement at Casepoint, where he leads
strategic initiatives to align the company’s
comprehensive portfolio of enterprise solu-
tions with the complex needs of large
corporations and government agencies.

proof, from the depth of Al adop-
tion to documented governance.
The real differentiator is depth
over breadth: firms that embed
Al deeply generate higher-quality
insights that inform legal strat-
egy and drive measurable cost
and risk reduction. Anything less
invites higher spend and avoid-
able risk for legal teams.

Traditional Outside Counsel
Evaluation Falls Short

Conflicting economic incen-
tives complicate the picture
further. Traditional billable-hour
models aren’t designed to reward
the efficiency gains that Al can
deliver in document review,
research, or e-discovery. In fact,
these structures can unintention-
ally discourage innovation rather
than support it.

Governance and defensibility
also vary widely across firms,
with only 41% of law firms hav-
ing formal policies governing Al

use, and just 40% offering any
form of Al training for team mem-
bers. Without clear guardrails,
missteps are far more likely, lead-
ing to hallucinated case citations,
unvetted summaries, and incon-
sistent or missed HITL review.
While many firms highlight
their Al capabilities in marketing
materials and proposals, broad
claims of expertise tell us very
little about the specific tools and
workflows they are using, the
potential for measurable cost
and efficiency gains, or how a
firm perceives and mitigates
risk related to Al. To separate
firms offering real capability from
those that are still experiment-
ing, legal operations teams need
a structured evaluation model.

5 Considerations for
Evaluating the Al Readiness
Of Outside Counsel

1. Adoption and Integra-
tion. The first indicator of Al

© ADOBE STOCK

readiness is consistency. Mature
firms integrate Al across practice
groups and attorney levels, with
standardized workflows, usage
tracking, and shared best prac-
tices. Firmwide adoption signals
institutional learning and a much
higher likelihood of reliable,
repeatable outcomes

When evaluating the depth of
adoption and integration, ask:

¢ How widely and consistent-

ly is Al adopted at your firm?

e What percentage of attor-

neys use Al in their daily

practice?

e Is Al adoption evenly dis-

tributed across seniority

levels?

¢ Do attorneys follow a con-

sistent, firmwide process?

2. Strategic Al vs. “Just Al
Tools”. The accessibility of com-
mercial Al tools makes it easy for
law firms to claim adoption. The
true differentiator is whether a
firm operates under » Page 10
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Technology in
Trials of the 2030s

BY TORREY YOUNG

rials reflect the tools of
T their time. From handwrit-

ten exhibits and overhead
projectors to e-discovery plat-
forms and courtroom presenta-
tion software, technology steadily
reshapes how lawyers prepare
cases and present evidence.

The coming decade promises
far more profound transforma-
tions. By the 2030s, advances
in data analytics, artificial intel-
ligence, and blockchain technol-
ogy are likely to alter not only the
mechanics of trial practice but
also forms of evidence.

Anticipated technology
advances will not eliminate the
central role of advocacy, judg-
ment, and storytelling. Rather,
they will redefine how those skills
are exercised. Trial lawyers will
increasingly operate at the inter-
section of law and data science,
which will bring unprecedented
opportunities and new risks.

This article examines: 1)
the anticipated future use of
advanced data analytics in trial
preparation; 2) the likely chang-
ing landscape of evidentiary
sources; and 3) the potential for
artificial intelligence to transform
future trials.

Advanced Data Analytics in
Trial Preparation

The past two decades brought
“big data” to trials. Litigation
teams have grown accustomed to
managing large volumes of data
with e-discovery platforms that
allow lawyers to search, filter, and
review millions of “documents.”
“Documents” have transformed
from hard copy papers to elec-
tronic PDFs to years of short-form
messaging. E-discovery platforms
have also already begun shifting
from solely managing data to
allowing for the application of
strategic intelligence. Platforms
now include predictive coding
capabilities and early-stage con-
ceptual analytics. For example,
lawyers can now look at clusters
of documents based on artificial
intelligence identifying similari-
ties in the documents. Patterns
in communication can be visually
mapped. Tools are also emerging
for combining data sets to create
chronologies of events.

In the years to come, advanced
analytics tools will increasingly
synthesize and analyze infor-
mation across disparate data
sources—documents, emails,
messaging platforms, metadata,
geolocation, and publicly avail-
able information. Analyzing pat-
terns across data types will allow
for new capabilities in assessing
culpability, liability, and even
credibility. Rather than simply
asking whether a document con-
tains a keyword, lawyers might
soon be able to ask questions
to the technology like: How did
communication patterns change
over time? Which actors were
central to decision-making? Do
financial anomalies correlate with
key events alleged? What data
is inconsistent with my client’s
statements?

This shift in technology capa-
bilities will affect early case
assessment and trial preparation
for plaintiffs, defendants, and the
government. Parties will be able
to model case theories, test how

TORREY YOUNG is a partner in the litiga-
tion department at Seyfarth Shaw.

trial theories hold up against the
data, and refine trial themes in
ways never previously available.
These future predictive analytics
may play a larger role in evalu-
ating trial risk and settlement
negotiations, as well as trial strat-
egies. While such tools will never
replace legal judgment, they may
increasingly influence strategic
decisions such as whether to pur-
sue summary judgment aggres-
sively, how to frame key issues
for trial, or when to consider a
settlement offer.

By the 2030s predictive ana-
lytics tools may also be able to
smoothly combine discovery
databases with various other
public data sets, such as verdict
data and judges’ tendencies.
This will allow for assessments
of cases in entirely new ways.
Lawyers may be able to advise
clients on probabilities of out-

Regardless, litigation will
become intrinsically inter-
twined with analytics in
ways never seen before.

comes based on trial theories
or the likelihood of success on
specific pre-trial rulings. Demo-
graphic data, publicly available
digital footprints, and behavioral
research may also be integrated
to inform voir dire strategy—sub-
ject, of course, to evolving legal
and ethical constraints.

Each jurisdiction’s profes-
sional rules of ethics, each dis-
trict court’s rules, each judge’s
individual rules, and each protec-
tive order will have to be con-
sidered before deploying any of
these potential tools of the 2030s.
And while the goal will not be to
“engineer” a jury or trial, analyt-
ics may help lawyers identify
attitudes or experiences that
correlate with receptiveness to
certain arguments.

This raises difficult questions
about privacy, fairness, and the
extent to which data-driven
insights should influence jury
selection and trial strategy.
Courts and state bars will likely
grapple with questions about
transparency and overreliance,
particularly if predictive tools
are treated as objective rather
than probabilistic. Regardless,
litigation will become intrinsi-
cally intertwined with analytics
in ways never seen before.

The Changing
Landscape of Evidence

While the functionality of dis-
covery platforms will evolve and
change the shape of future trials,
the data collected and hosted on
those platforms will also change.
As daily life becomes increasingly
digitized, the evidentiary record
in trials will continue to expand
accordingly. Gone are the days
of a banker’s box of exhibits. Tri-
als now entail countless message
threads of varying types—texts,
Whatsapps, Signals, Telegrams,
Slack, etc. Google search histo-
ries, phone geolocation data, and
massive spreadsheets inundate
exhibit lists. By the 2030s, evi-
dence may also routinely include
data from wearable devices,
smart home systems, workplace
monitoring software, and algo-
rithmic decision-making systems.

More and more we can expect
to have granular insight into
behavior, timing, and context—
but it will also introduce com-
plexity. Lawyers will » Page 10
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Agentic Al

« Continued from page 9
ability to make pricing adjustments
in the future based on changing
performance of the Al agent user.
There are risks inherent not only
to using an Al agent directly, but
also interacting with others using
Al agents. An Al agent is designed
to operate autonomously, and
may infringe intellectual property
or data rights, breach licenses or
other contract terms, violate pri-
vacy and other laws, and create
data security vulnerabilities. Both
software licensors and licensees
may be using Al agents. In a typi-
cal software license, liability is not
always unambiguously allocated to
the party using the Al agent, espe-
cially if the risks were not contem-
plated or understood at the time
the agreement is negotiated.
Sometimes risks are not immedi-
ately apparent, as agentic Al users
may come up with unexpected cor-
ner use-cases. Sometimes the risks
cannot be addressed with alloca-
tion of liability in indemnification
and limitations of liability clauses.
For example, if the agentic Al cre-
ates a non-infringing workaround

or replacement for software it uses.
The Al agent may not literally copy
or create derivative works of the
software it uses, but nevertheless
replicate non-confidential and
unpatented functionality. Without
clear contractual prohibitions or
limits on these activities, and no
clear infringement of its intellec-
tual property rights, the software
owner may be left with little or no
recourse.

“viral” open-source software, APIs,
or SaasS tools.

Without enhanced monitoring,
issues may remain undetected
until a dispute arises. When busi-
ness functions are offloaded to Al
agents, monitoring and procedural
safeguards are essential, not just
because regulators and industry
groups are pushing for updated
frameworks and accountability,
but these tools are invaluable to

Sometimes risks are not immediately apparent, as
agentic Al users may come up with unexpected

corner use-cases.

Both licensors and licensees
should also strongly consider
adopting Al governance frame-
works and tools capable of track-
ing how Al agents access, use, and
even potentially modify licensed
software. Al agents may also
expose organizations to uninten-
tional noncompliance. A company’s
procurement department might
believe it is operating within the
scope of its licenses, while Al
agents within the enterprise quietly
incorporate unauthorized libraries,

understanding economic risks,
compliance gaps, and key drivers
of license negotiations.

Agentic Al promises to acceler-
ate productivity and reshape indus-
tries, but it also disrupts basic
assumptions underlying software
licensing and use models. As com-
panies adopt agentic Al systems
or interact with companies using
them, thoughtful negotiation of
contract terms and adoption of Al
governance tools can ensure that
accountability keeps pace.

Age of Al

« Continued from page 9
a formal, comprehensive, and
mature Al strategy with oversight.
Firms that have adopted Al strate-
gically typically have Al steering
committees, documented HITL pro-
tocols, matter-level reporting, and
active partner involvement. These
are all indicators of institutional
capability rather than ad hoc use.

When evaluating strategic matu-
rity, ask:

¢ Does your firm have a formal

Al strategy?

¢ Are there documented work-

flows that include human

reviews?

¢ Are partners accountable for

supervising Al work?

e [s Al training mandatory

e Are Al-generated outputs

flagged and reviewed by mid-

or senior-level attorneys?

3. Hours to Outcomes: Econom-
ic Alignment. Al's value proposi-
tion is to deliver efficiency, but tra-
ditional billable-hour models can
lead to a mismatch. Legal depart-
ments should evaluate whether a
firm’s billing structure rewards effi-
ciency or inadvertently penalizes
it. Evidence of economic alignment
includes measurable reductions in
billable hours, greater predictabil-
ity through AFAs, and transparency
around time saved.

When evaluating economic
alignment, ask:

* How does Al affect your bill-

ing practices?

e How do you measure and

report time saved?

¢ Do you offer alternative fee

arrangements (AFAs) to reflect

Al-enabled workflows?

e Are clients charged each time

Al is applied to a document?
¢ How are internal incentives
aligned with efficiency goals?

4. Governance and Risk Man-
agement. Corporate legal depart-
ments cannot risk Al malpractice
by outside counsel. Strong gover-
nance separates firms capable of

been able to save by, for example,
reviewing with Al as opposed to
doing a manual review. If a firm can’t
quantify improvements in speed,
accuracy and cost, they probably
aren’t using Al in a mature way.

When evaluating potential out-
comes and effectiveness, ask:

While many firms highlight their Al capabilities in
marketing materials and proposals, broad claims of
expertise tell us very little about the specific tools
and workflows they are using, the potential for
measurable cost and efficiency gains, or how a firm
perceives and mitigates risk related to Al.

defensible innovation from those
relying on risky experimentation.
To ensure Al is used safely, there
must be policies and processes
in place. Outside counsel should
be able to point to clear Al usage
policies — including documented
safeguards against hallucinations
or bias, audit trails, and consistent
HITL workflows. All incentives
should also align with the firm'’s
efficiency goals.

When evaluating governance
and risk management, ask:

e Does the firm prohibit the

use of free consumer Al tools

(e.g., ChatGPT) for confidential

client matters?

e What enterprise-grade Al

platforms and data agreements

are in place?

¢ [s sensitive data encrypted

and logged?

e What audit controls exist?

5. Measurable Outcomes and Al
Effectiveness. Al readiness should
be clear and quantifiable. Before
choosing to work with outside
counsel, ask them to specify how
much time and resources they have

¢ In how many matters have
you used Al over the past year?
e What specific reductions in
hours, spend, or turnaround
time were achieved?

¢ Can you share anonymized
examples?

For Better Outside Counsel,
Ask the Right Questions

Evaluating outside counsel is
far more complex in the age of Al.
While most firms now claim capabil-
ity, distinguishing between surface-
level experimentation and institu-
tional competence is essential. By
asking targeted, outcome-focused
questions — and expecting trans-
parency in return — legal depart-
ments can identify firms that have
operationalized Al safely, defensibly,
and efficiently. A structured evalu-
ation process mitigates risk and
establishes a foundation for stron-
ger results in the future.

Have a Move to Announce?

E-mail Patricia.Kane@alm.com

Technology

« Continued from page 9

need to understand how data is
generated, stored, and potentially
altered, and courts will need frame-
works to assess reliability and rel-
evance. Authentication disputes
may shift from whether a document
is genuine to whether data streams
were accurately captured, whether
algorithms functioned as intended,
and whether underlying datasets
were biased or incomplete. Fur-
thermore, if an algorithm produc-
es a result but its internal logic is
opaque—even to its creators—how
should a court evaluate it for evi-
dentiary purposes?

While algorithms and increased
digital footprints present admis-
sibility questions, blockchain
technology may present some
answers for trial lawyers in the
next decade. Blockchain technol-
ogy offers a potential solution to
longstanding challenges around
evidence integrity. By creating
immutable records of data cre-
ation, access, and modification,
blockchain-based systems could
strengthen chain-of-custody
arguments for digital evidence.
In the 2030s, certain categories
of records—such as financial
transactions, supply chain data,
or regulatory submissions—may
be routinely recorded on distrib-
uted ledgers. Parties could use

Reach your peers to generate
referral business
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LAWYER

For information, contact
Carol Robertson,
at 212-457-7850, or email
crobertson@alm.com

blockchain records to demon-
strate authenticity of evidence
with greater ease.

The federal rules committees—
evidence, civil and criminal pro-
cedure—will have to grapple with
whether the existing framework

reconstructions, and potentially
augmented or virtual reality tools
could allow juries to experience
reconstructions of scenes, time-
lines, or processes. While such
tools may enhance comprehen-
sion, they also risk undue persua-

While Al has already become notorious for its hal-
lucinations of fake cases that some litigators (and
judges) have cited in pleadings and opinions, there
are many other potential uses for Al'in future trials.

will have to be modified to accom-
modate these upcoming changes.

Artificial Intelligence
And the Future Trial

While Al has already become
notorious for its hallucinations of
fake cases that some litigators (and
judges) have cited in pleadings and
opinions, there are many other
potential uses for Al in future trials.

Al may assist trial lawyers in
testing themes, refining opening
statements, or translating complex
technical evidence into accessible
explanations. These capabilities will
continue to raise concerns about
accuracy. None of these future tech-
nology advancements will relieve
lawyers of their ethical obligations,
duty of competence, and duty of
candor to the court. Lawyers must
continue to carefully review and
present to a court only case law
and materials that they have vet-
ted and in good faith believe to be
genuine, authentic, and admissible
for the particular proceeding.

If permitted by the judge in the
courtroom, Al may soon be able to
assist litigators in identifying incon-
sistencies in testimony during trial,
flagging anomalous evidence as it
is admitted, and even proposing
lines of cross-examination based on
prior statements and data patterns.

Evidence presentation itself is
likely to become more immersive
with Al High-resolution video, 3D

sion. Courts will need to consider
at what point immersive demon-
stratives created by Al crosses the
line from explanation to emotional
manipulation, and how traditional
evidentiary safeguards apply in
these new formats, but one could
imagine a world in which Al tools
better inform factfinders of the
relevant information.

Conclusion

The technological transforma-
tion of trials in the 2030s will not
diminish the importance of core
trial skills. Credibility, judgment,
and the ability to communicate per-
suasively will remain central. What
will change is the context in which
those skills are deployed. Lawyers
will need greater technological lit-
eracy and the ability to challenge
assumptions, and explain complex
systems to decision-makers.

In the coming years, firms and
legal departments may increas-
ingly collaborate with data sci-
entists, engineers, and litigation
support professionals as integral
members of trial teams. Advanced
data analytics will inform strategy,
new forms of evidence will need to
be considered, and Al will offer new
tools for presenting information
to a jury. Lawyers who can wisely
integrate technological insight with
sound advocacy will be best posi-
tioned to serve their clients and
the justice system.

Court Calendars

New York
County

Court Calendars
Continued
From Page 8

805332/21De La Rosa v. New
York-Presbyterian Weill Cornell
Medical Center Et Al

157446/23 Dejesus v. 1326-1338
Riverside Drive

151068/25 Delancey Suffolk
Associates LLC v. Alsaidi

150955/22 Dendariarena v. Via
Transportation Et Al

850199/25 Deutsche Bank Trust Co.
Americas v. 45 E. 22 LLC Et Al

805419/23 Diop v. McArthur Md

163629/25Doe v. NYC

805454/23 Douglas v. NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

453068/21 Dupree v. Abilene Motor
Express, Inc. Et Al

653295/25 Easyship Inc. v. Syed

162066/23 Eaton v. 608 Co.

453116/25Elliott Chelsea Houses
Resident Assoc. Et v. NYCHA Et

Al

656697/25 Employers Ins. Co. of
Wausau Et Al v. Rom Reins. Mgt.
Co., Inc Et Al

101128/24 Evart v. NYC Dept. of
Finance

154702/24 Executive Indemnity
Risk Inc. A/s/o 220 NYC Hldgs.,
Lp Et Al v. Almar Plumbing &
Heating Corp.

152088/25 Facey v. Fisher

151198/23 Fields v. Barry Martin
546 Corp.

157866/22 Fine Craftsman Group v.
Sullivan & Cromwell Lip Et Al

152942/22 Fine v. NYC Et Al

154945/23 Fiodaliso v. Equinox
Hldgs., Inc. Et Al

158413/18 Flores v. 117 West 21st
St.

659347/25 Fora Financial Asset
Securitization 2024 LLC v. Aph
Enterprise LLC Et Al

160498/23 Foreman v. Structure
Tone

155937/24 Frances Arline Keenan v.
Spinelli’s Pizza

659851/24 Freepoint Commodities
LLC v. Monroe Energy

158706/22 Fuentes Fernandez v.
Cvpll

160541/19 Fukuyama v. Doe

659378/24 Gadhia v. Sugar
Esthetics By Nims Et Al

161128/20 Gallegos v. 106 West 56th
St.

157516/24 Garcia v. 1515 B'way.
Owner LLC Et Al

159802/20 Garcia v. Board of Mgrs.
of 52 Park

153639/20 Garvey v. Governors
Island Corp.

158034/22 Gilliard Jr. v. Yonkers
Racing Corp. Et Al

156032/21 Gimenez v. Happy Living
Dev. LLC Et Al

659476/25 Glashow M.D. v.
Ackerman

155723/23 Great American Alliance
Ins. Co. v. Fiorella

153002/20 Greenbaum v. NYCTA

652364/18 Greenway Mews Rlty. v.
Liberty Ins.

651513/22 Guangzhou Yongjia
Garment Manufacturing Co., Ltd.
v. Fame Fashion House

653042/24 Gutierrez v. Sevik

650929/24 Handler & Co v. Helms
Jr.

805080/25 Harris v. Mount Sinai
West Et Al

160275/25Hartigan v. Yorkville Rity.

153677/22 Hawkins v. Nast Conde’
Inc. Et Al

156763/24 Hertz Vehicles v. Ace
Emergent Medical Care P.C. Et Al

160369/23 Hertz Vehicles v. Active
United Care Physical Therapy

157368/24 Hertz Vehicles v.
Alignment Chiropractic

155060/24 Hertz Vehicles, LLC,
And All of Its Affiliates And
Subsidiaries, Including But
Not Ltd. To The Hertz Corp.

And Hertz Co. v. 334 Grand
Concourse Medical

650209/26 Highland Hill Capital
LLCv. Zoo Two LLC Et Al

154472/22 Housing Rights
Initiative, Inc. v. Douglas Elliman
Et Al

651185/24 Impulse Electrical
Supply, Inc. v. Gti Electrical Corp.
Et Al

152192/19Independent 435 Cpw
Tenants’ v. Park Front Apts.

156957/24Individually And As
Mother And Natural Guardian
of L.B. v. Brussels Equities Hldg.
Ltd. Partnership Et Al

163106/25Irizarry v. NYCTA Et Al
656051/25J.S. Held LLC v. Rnn

155185/24 Jaroslawicz v. Mandel

159996/22 Jarquin Perez v. 8715
Francis Lewis Blvd LLC Et Al

153989723 Jarrin v. West Side 11th
& 29th LLC Et Al

151841/21Jehle v. Jack Resnick &
Sons

151444/25 Jerez v. New Jersey
Dept. of Transportation Et Al

657112/17 Jimmy Ray Prod.ions
LLC v. Sahlein

158369/22 Johnson v. Brosna Const.
Corp. EtAl

155936/24 Judah v. Behm

655593/24 Kang Irrevocable Trust
Ex Rel. Yong Kang v. Dolgopolova

655576/24Kb Green Valley North v.
Keybank Nat. Assoc.

158511/19Kelly v. Estee Lauder Inc.
Et Al

153616/22Kelly v. Halpern & Pintel,
Inc. Et Al

651701/24Kem Rity. LLC v. Seneca
Ins. Co., Inc.

651654/23 Kledaras v. Atreyu Group
LLC Et Al

659513/25 Kledaras v. Pyrovolakis

158005/23 Kler v. Riaz

160778/23 Kolesnikov v. The
Steelstone Group LLC Et Al

155211/22Kono v. Fifty Broad St.
Inc. Et Al

155635/23 Kornreich v. Gristedes 59
LLC

158376/22Kozhukhar v. Gramercy
Park Residence Corp. Et Al

805375/12 Krembs v. NYU
Langone Hosps.

161157/19Kudelycz v. Jlj
Enterprises, Inc.

150728/24 Lara v. Tishman Speyer
Et Al

157344/20 Laskar v. Dept. of
Education

166290/25 Lavayen v. Lyft, Inc. Et Al

150155/25 Law Office of Cyrus
Joubin v. NYC Police Dept.

805037/15 Lazar v. Lorich

155820/18 Leffler v. Kotick

452550/21Leon v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

159951/24 Levy v. Brancato Esq.

157879/21 Lewis v. Kunde

651969/24 Lexington Ave. Hotel v.
525 Lexington Owner

160411/25Lloyd-Priester v. Diaz

155637/20 Lopez v. Dr. Russell F.
Trahan

157566/21 Louissaint Jr. v. Jp
Morgan Chase & Co. Et Al

805033/22 Lu v. Ferland-Haroun
D.C.

154347/23 Lucadamo v. The Penn
Central Corp. A/k/a American
Premier Underwriters, Inc. Et Al

157825/18 Lucente v. Usta Nat.
Tennis Center

656285/25M.P. Mgt. v. Par West LLC
EtAl

155098/23 Malave v. Malave

850083/20 Malayan Banking
Berhad v. Park PI. Dev.

655937/24 Marco Spv LLC v.
Harmonia & Co LLC

152822/22Maria Alexandra De La
Rosa Aka Maria A. De La Rosa v.
Isabella Geriatric Center, Inc. Et

157515/23 Mark Opco Lp D/b/a The
Mark Hotel v. Weintraub

659771/25Martinez Gallery, Inc. Et
Al v. Pediatrics 2000 (ii)

452357/23 Martinez v. Otero

805145/25Martuscelli v. The NY
Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al

164903/25McElhinney v. 3gfn
Hldgs. LLC

100031/25Mehlich v. Rudolf
Steiner School

152574/24Mejia v. Heights 600 LLC
EtAl

150379/22 Menard v. Abc Corp.
D/b/a Lassalle Magazine Et Al

155328/22Mercedes v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

150092/23 Meril v. A

151883/23 Metzger v. Cauldwell-
Wingate Co. LLC Et Al

151796/25Meyer v. Meyer

151190/24 Midtown Hotel v. 522 W.
38th St. LLC

156079/19 Mirabal Polanco v.
George Units

152788/15Mishkin v. Andrea

16113921 Molina v. River Crossing
Owner Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
EtAl

160223/22 Montag v. Ascena Retail
Group, Inc. Et Al

154412/22 Montes Martinez v.
Condominium Board of Mgrs. of
Tribeca Summit

650998/25 Montfort v. Leslie J.
Garfield & Co., Inc.

150169/18 Mooney v. NYC

157857/22Moore v. NYCTA Et Al

950126/20 Mulqueen v. The
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

154461/21 Muschel v. James T.
Moriarty

151379/22 Napoli v. 50 Hyme Owner

655570/24 Nemeth v. New York-
Presbyterian Columbia Univ.
Irving Medical Center Et Al

452461/25NYCHA v. Chadwick

652894/25 Newbank v. Rego Park
Market Inc. Et Al

163970/25Nixon v. NYC Admin. For
Children’s Services (acs)

163725/25 Norris v. L'oreal USA,
Inc. Et Al

850111/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 1978-82 Third
Ave LLC Et Al

850112/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 20-22 Prince LLC
Et Al

850110/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 420 W 51 LLC Et
Al

850113/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. Major Mott St.
Corp. Et Al

160953/13 O’Halloran v. Metro.
Transportation

154407/22 Ochoa Fajardo v. Cornell
Univ.

150679/26 Odierno v. NYC Et Al

805017/20 Olatunde v. NYCH&HC

659494/24 Omada v. Hunt

652923/24 Omnex Group, Inc. v.
Roco Latinos Servicios Et Al

152967/23 Ortiz v. Jlj Bricken LLC

158438/21 Ortiz v. 600 West 178th
St. LLC Et Al

650244/26 Oxford Capital Third
Ave. LLC v. 554-556 Mgr.

155125/22 Ozuturk v. Museum of
Modern Art

651826/20 Paleja v. Kp NY
Operations LLC

156416/25 Palisades Ins. Co. v.
Community Medical Wellness

159172/25Pappas v. Pappas

156563/20 Parker v. Downtown NYC
Owner

153838/20 Patino v. 51 West 81st St.
Corp.
154440/22 Paun v. 50 United
Nations Plaza Condominium
159282/21Pedraja Velez v. Three-
Seven-Five Rlty. Inc. Et Al

160599/22 Pildain Millan v.
Flintlock Const. Services

160048/21 Pilon v. Mtglq Investors

156615/24 Pinell v. Target Corp. Et
Al

654820/23 Pouyafar v. John Does 1
To 25

654270/24 Ppl Events, Inc. v.
Barqawi

155714/23 Premier Enterprise Co.,
Inc. Et Al v. Liffey Van Lines, Inc.
Et Al

151821/23 Qi v. Hang & Associates

151818/24 Quishpilema v. Forte
Const. Corp.

157066/20 Ramirez v. NYC

150440/23 Rashidi v. Gid Dev.
Group Et Al

160897/25Ray v. Bradhurst
Associates LLC Et Al

160001/21Rizk v. 215 West 28th St.
Prop. Owner LLC Et Al

805054/19 Robert Watton v. Public
Administrator of Kings County

153733/21Roberts v. NY
Presbyterian Foundation Inc. Et

805134/22 Robinson v. Lakoff M.D.

654425/19 Rockefeller Univ. v.
Aetna Casualty & Surety

160135/21Rodriguez De Flores v.
Madison Sb LLC Et Al

453121/15Rodriguez v. Ista West
35th St.

156846/20 Rodriguez v. Rosen &
Gordon

152401/21 Ross v. Td Invst Corp Et
Al

100691/25 Ruiz Trevino v. Spielberg

158038/22 Ruszczyk v. 11 West 20
Condominium Assoc.

805085/21S. v. NYCH&HC Corp.

151664/23 Sala v. Kim

154559/22 Samco Rlty. Hldg. LLC v.
Ivy League Apt. Corp.

165198/25 Sanchez v. Tisch

155021/23 Santana v. Target Stores,
Inc. Et Al

850649/23 Santander Bank v.
Karamahmutoglu

159684/21 Santiago v. Bp 399 Park
Ave. LLC Et Al

153853/22 Santos v. Terminal Fee
Owner Lp Et Al

652489/22 Sc Philips Clark LLC v.
Shore Club Prop. Owner LLC Et
Al

157777/23 Scarr Pizza v. Hofmann
Esq.

160052/23 Scotto v. Beka Corp. Et Al

157987/25 Seabron v. NYC Bd. of
Ed. of Collective Bargaining Et Al

158759/23 Shapiro v. Trihop 14th
St. LLCEt Al

153310/18 Shen v. Shapiro

153262/25 Sheng v. Eden Rock
Owners, Inc. Et Al

157414/23 Siagha v. Abc Corp Et Al

151442/19 Siguencia v. Memorial
Hosp. For Cancer

162312/24 Sims v. NYC Police Dept.

151809/20 Sinchi v. NYC

153523/21Singh v. 735 Ave. of The
Americas LLC Et Al

165478/25Singh v. West Square
Corp. Et Al

155107/25 Sitcheran Chung v.
Natural African Hair Braiding
LLC Et Al

151112/24 Smith v. Olympic Tower
Associates

165197/25Song v. NYC Police Dept.

156427/24 Soucy v. 289 Hosp.ity

655848/24 South Ocean Aviation v.
Pegasus Elite Aviation, Inc.

650827/12 South Shore D’Lites v.
First Class Prods.

805181/24 Spronck v. Labow M.D.

154296/23 Squicela v. Brookfield
Properties LLC Et Al

162459/23 Stark v. Centennial
Properties NY Inc. Et Al

159930725 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Gillespie

157594/22 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Joseph

154379/25 State Farm Indemnity
Co. v. Suarez

153724/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. 100f10
Medsupply Corp Et Al

157943/23 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Alvarado

155839/23 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v.
Ambulatory Surgical Center of
Englewood

150764/24 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Cabrera

163668/25 Steward Rity. v. Koo

153608/24 Stillwater Prop. &
Casualty Ins. Co. v. Shaw

160562/22 Stringer v. Kim

158603/21 Sykes v. Ricardo LLC
D/b/a Ricardo Steakhouse Et Al

158745/20 Tavares v. Dmz Real
Estate

153383/23 Tejada v. Bud North Ge
LLC Et Al

650582/22 Teton Life LLC As
Assignee of The Rights of Spin
Capital v. Golden Foothill Ins.
Services

151851/24 The Asconia LLC v. Pena

450340/24The Comm'r. of Labor of
The State of NY v. Anton

452680/24The Comm'rs. of The
State Ins. Fund v. Capcon Const.
Industries Corp. Et Al

651925/22 The Trustees of
Columbia Univ. in NYCv.
Mayfair West At Chelsea Market
LLC Et Al

152327/25 Thompson Refined
Prods. v. Cohen

158563/23 Thornton v. 2211 Rlty.
Hldgs.

160397/17 Trinchese Const. v.
Robert Malta

157048/19 Trinidad v. 75 Plaza LLC

150847/22 Tuba Morocho v. 323
Houston St. Corp.

163726/25Tyler v. L'oreal USA, Inc.
Et Al

157330/22 Uyaguari Gonzalez v.
Suffolk Const. Co., Inc. Et Al

155423/20 Uziel v. 325 Tenants
Corp.

161736/23 Valencia v. Hp Sherman
Creek Housing Dev. Fund Co.,
Inc.

659719/24Van Benschoten v.
Hamilton Air Co. Inc.

158139/21Vargas v. Cnr Metal
Trade Inc. Et Al

157625/23 Vazquez v. American Girl
Retail, Inc.

154655/14Villa v. Agbh Printing
House Hldgs.

159321/17Vilorio v. Extell 4110

155621/22Vivas Pachay v.
Cauldwell Wingate Co., Inc. Et Al

652317/23 Walker-Diallo v. Solanta

164390/25Waterscape Resort LLC v.
Highgate 2 Hotel LLC

151554/24Watt v. Bp Prods. North
America Inc. Et Al

655890/25Wedemeyer v. Bronner
653283/25Weinberg v. Meridian
Capital Group

150542/23 Weiss v. The Port Auth.
of NY And New Jersey

152457/23 Weiss v. Bpp St Owner
LLC Et Al

655736/25Wilmington Trust v.
Feldman

155631/23 Wolfman v. Viewpark
LLC Et Al

154194/22Wright v. NYC Et Al

659917/25Young v. Chou

157418/22 Zarkowski v. NYC Et Al

150943/22 Zayas-Vasquez v. NYCHA
EtAl

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

850057/2457th St. Vacation
Owners Assoc., Inc., By And
Through Its Board of Directors v.
Nancy Mulcahy Forstrom

162943/25Ace Group 11, Inc. v.
Donny Const. 02 Inc Et Al

157225/22 Acosta v. NYC Et Al

655340/25 Akf Inc. v. Middle 8 LLC
EtAl

155576/20Ali v. Port Auth. of NY

153082/25 Assaf v. NYC

154212/22Badstein v. 9 Dekalb
Owner LLC Et Al

805268/21 Bardhyll v. Welch M.D.

154338/22 Beqaj v. 63rd & 3rd NYC
LLC EtAl

850198/21 Bixby Bridge Fund Iv v.
Empire Broome LLC Et Al

152314/25Board of Mgrs. of 70
Vestry Condominium v. Sw
Vestry

160536/23 Board of Mgrs. of Ot Sun
Mansion Condominium v. Fujian
Tangtou Elderly Assoc. USA, Inc.
Et Al

160534/23 Board of Mgrs. of Ot Sun
Mansion Condominium v. Fujian
Xi Bian Qiao Lian Inc. Et Al

156015/24 Board of Mgrs. of The
Royal Stuyvesant Condominium
v. Zafrin

156188/24C. v. NYC Et Al

150654/20 Carter v. NYC

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

153633/25 Cid v. Wilfredo Toro

850206/17 Cit Bank v. Crawford

365027/25 Colon v. Rodriguez

160624/25 Colon v. NYC Et Al

150552/25 Contreras v. Djebiyan
Rity. LLC Et Al

164966/25 Cook v. NYCTA Et Al

805039/13 Covell v. Staten Island
Univ.

158691/22 Day v. The Plumber’s
Shop & Associates LLC Et Al

190174/24 Deiters v. 3m Co. Et Al

160181/24 Dewald v. Smith

659264/25 Eisdorfe v. Aurora

650208/26 Ellenoff Grossman &
Schole Llp v. Coppola

158682/25Ellis v. NYC Et Al

150289/22 Esposito v. NY Univ. Et

Al

155413/20Fernandez v. Planetary
Movers Inc.

850444725 Flagstar Bank v. Soha
Seven Partners LLC Et Al

850363/24 Flagstar Bank v. Leagem
Partners LLC Et Al

161121/22Flood v. Reyes
Hernandez

659721/25Foster v. Wpp

805283/22 Garrett v. Unis Md

158681/25 Gaston v. NYC Et Al

156733/17 Genesis Reoc Co. v.
Poppel

158962/23 Girardi v. Castle Village
Owners Corp. Et Al

190214/21 Grimes v. Advance Auto
Parts Inc Et Al

101283/25Hans-Gaston v. NYC
Police Dept.

158775/25Hertz Vehicles, LLC,
And All of Its Affiliates And
Subsidiaries, Including But Not
Ltd. To The Hertz Corp., And
Hertz Co. v. Atlantic Medical &
Diagnostic

850036/20 Hny Club Suites Owners
Assoc. Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Fitzgerald

810040/12 Hsbc Bank USA v.
Kenney

850370/14 Hsbc Bank USA v.
Slavutsky

156957/24 Individually And As
Mother And Natural Guardian
of L.B. v. Brussels Equities Hldg.
Ltd. Partnership Et Al

153509/25Ingram v. Indoor Hoops
Inc. Et Al

652533/25 Insured Advocacy Group
v. Clean Initiative Fl, Inc. Et Al

163107/25 Jagdhar v. Yadgarov

158751/24 Jaramillo Zapata v.
NYCTA D/b/a Mta - NYCTA Et Al

805359/24 Johnson v. Harlem
Center For Nursing And
Rehabilitation

158629/25Kennedy v. NYC Et Al

158997/21 Kunkel v. New York City
Dept. of Bldgs. Et Al

156775/20 Lapsley v. Triborough
Bridge And Tunnel

151113/23 Larios v. Aspenly Co. LLC
Et Al

151984/19Lazo v. Ab Stable LLC

161348/18 Lembert v. NYC

158205/23 Llapa v. 183 Madison Apf
Lp EtAl

157599/22 Lorenz v. Merchant
Properties, Inc. Et Al

153002/24 Love Drywall, Inc. v.
Hudson Excess Ins. Co.

850094/24 M&T Bank v. Brisson

154460/22 Margalit v. Network of
Patrols, Inc.

450903/24 Martinez v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. Et Al

805145/25Martuscelli v. The NY
Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al

155439/23 McGettigan v. 154 E.
29th St.

656211/25Mexican Silver Jewerly
Trading, Co. Et Al v. Tanjeloff

651979/23 Modopayments v. Volvo
Financial Services LLC

156029/22 Mrishaj v. Moore

651362/24 Newmark & Co. Real
Estate, Inc. v. 752 Wea LLC Et Al

158683/25Noboa v. NYC Et Al

161421/24 Nunez v. NYC Et Al

160295/22NYCTL 1998-2 Trust v.
Valiente

158246/22 Oropeza Sanchez v.
Freehold S.L. Ltd. Partnership Et
Al

151809/22 Osvaldo Rosario v.
Michael Minick

158375/25Pagano v. Brass Monkey
LLC Et Al

150946/24 Perez v. Platinum
Properties Et Al

656307/23 Phillip v. Bloomberg L.P.

159104/16 Powell v. NYC

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

190215/24 Privitera v. Aisin Corp.
F/k/a Aisin Seiki Co. Ltd Et Al

152141/21 Quintanilla v. Khurshid
Erkinov Et Al

165897/25Rambo v. The NYCTA Et
Al

155103/24 Ramos Jr. v. NYCHA

152734/24 Randall v. NYCTA Et Al

156376/24 Reinoso v. Cyckman
Crestview Rity. Et Al

805491/23 Reynoso v. Mount Sinai
Beth Israel Hosp. Et Al

155294/20 Rivera v. Planetary
Movers Inc.

151276/23 Ross v. Franco

653056/25 Rubin v. Anderson-Song

160347/15Rubin v. NYC

159052/23S.B. v. NYCHA

151678/18 Sachse v. Port Auth. of
New

850349/25Sig Cre 2023 Venture
LLC v. Bramazi Rlty. Corp. Et Al

158082/23 Smith v. Lyft, Inc. Et Al

151398/23 Smith v. NYC Et Al

850425/24 Sms Financial Strategic
Investments III v. Mackall

652163/17 Stangler v. 449
Washington

453225/24 State of NY v. Oliveras

654097/25 Stolar Capital 25 v. Tgmp
Owner LLC Et Al

158763/25 Strayhorn v. NYC Et Al

157313/25 Student Loan Solutions
v. Eleutice

161376/25 Synchrony Bank v. Mejia

158700/25 Terry v. NYC Et Al

655783/25 Trinity Hudson Hldgs. v.
Taim Varick

650575/25 Turner Const. Co. v.
Scottsdale Ins. Co.

850226/24 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Choe

150462/26 Ultimate Group Hldgs.
LLCv. NYC Et Al

654056/24 Wax LLC v. Dezer
Properties 151 LLC Et Al

158699/25Williams v. NYC Et Al

850241/24Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. Goldstein

157476/20 Yugsi v. 220 South St.
Bldg.

158784/25 Zurich American Ins. Co.
A/s/o Et Al v. Ancora Engineering

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

160329/21154 E. 62 LLC v.
Normanus Rlty. LLC

657016/2180-82 Bowery LLC v. Lin

659754/25 Abax Health Inc. v.
Bedrock Health Care At Home Et
Al

160614/25Agus v. Cohen

161704/19 Almodovar v. NYC

655436/20 American Express Travel
v. Patient Portal Connect, Inc.

659690725 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. United Pharmacy NYC Inc .

157736/22 Anil v. NYC Et Al

652380/24 Aok Sanitizer v. Cherotti

155949/25 Araujo v. Cowan
Intermodal Et Al

152552/22 Arias v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

656223/25 Atipana Capital v. Rp
Palm Beach

950122/20 Bambace v. The
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

656180/25Beauty Gem v. Visijan

154338/22Beqaj v. 63rd & 3rd NYC
LLC Et Al

164483/25Bmw Financial Services
Nav. Sene

162572/25Board of Mgrs. of The
Central Condominium v. Jz Villa
Rity. Corp. Et Al

163474/25Bsdt 2012 LLC Et Al v. H
F Z Capital Group LLC Et Al

165838/25Bucco v. Nat. RR.
Passenger Corp. D/b/a Amtrak Et

Al
652859/25 Caite Hevner Design Inc.
Et Alv. Dungeons & Dragons
659619/25 Calister v. Ardilla
155715/23 Calle Quichimbo v.
Wesbuilt Const. Mgrs. LLC Et Al
951274/21 Carvalho v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al
659906/25 Cates v. Morgan III
160397/22 Chantiles v. Tavern on
The Green Et Al
164551/25 Chaudhry v. Chaudhry
160188/24 Cho v. Raymond
652445/25 Coffee Associates, Inc. v.
Feenix Venture Partners
452327/25Comm’rs. of The State
Ins. Fund v. Michael Durand
659659/25 Country-Wide Ins. Co. v.
American Transit Ins. Co.
160277/22Da Silva v. West 30th St.
LLC Et Al
162529/25Davy v. Candy Spa Inc. Et
Al

850549/23 Deutsche Bank Trust v.
Rh 536-538 West 159 St. Lp Et Al

805295/19Diaz v. Grana

150296/26 Dinella v. NYCHA

655644/25 Ebf Hldgs. v. Int'l
Institute For Learning, Inc. Et Al

651512/25Feng v. Campagna

850530/25Flagstar Bank v. Pascol
Rlty. Inc. Et Al

651506/25Fora Financial Advance
v. Crown Glazing Group

654506/25 Fora Financial Asset
Securitization 2024 v. Kloud
Rooftop Inc. D/b/a Kloud Rooftop
EtAl

150313/23 Fraczek v. Mount Sinai
Health System, Inc. Et Al

160956/18 Gileno v. Stalco Const.
Inc.

157556/24 Godinez v. 321 Theatrical
Mgt. Et Al

158035/25 Hercules v. Khvistani

166113/25Hubbuch v. NYC Dept. of
Investigation



NYLJ.COM | NetBork Latw Tonenal

MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 2026 | 11

159804/21 Hughes v. Redwood
Capital Mgt. Gp

653969/25Ims Fund South LLC v.
McA Resolve LLC

151767/23 Laracuente v. NYCTA Et
Al

160420/21 Liggett v. Lew Rlty. LLC
659833/25 Linda M. Freedman, As
General Partner of And on Behalf
of Franklin Hldg. Co., Windshire
Apts., Belkar Hldg. Co., And Rsr
Hldg. Co., Et Al v. Weber
805166/21 Liranzo v. NYC Et Al
156190/24Macdonald v. Qin
156186/25 Maximum Quality Foods
Inc. v. 197 Bistro Inc. Et Al
161191/24McMillan Jr v. Cvs
Pharmacy, Inc. Et Al
655863/23 Meir Electric D/b/a Meir
Electric Co. v. EI-Kam Rlty. Co. Et
Al

651033/23 Michelle Haruvi v.
Hungerford

155568/25Minchala v. Rooftop
Hosp.ity Group LLC Et Al

155201/23 Monaco v. Wfp Tower D
Co. L.P.EtAl

157013/22Moronta v. Qpp LLC Et Al

652923/25 Navigators Ins. Co. v.
Easyknock, Inc. Et Al

452035/21NYCHA v. Liro Architects
And Planners

453242/25NYCHA v. Williams

656620/25NY Univ. v. Hevo, Inc.

652324/24NYU  Langone Hosps. v.
United Healthcare Ins. Co. Et Al

156563/20 Parker v. Downtown NYC
Owner

152533/25 Pca Acquisitions V v.
Ferreira

190085/22 Porpora v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co., Et Al

656618/25 Progressive Casualty Ins.
Co. v. Office of The Comptroller
(NYC) EtAl

150867/26S. v. NYC Et Al

157203/18 Schwartz v. Port Imperial
Ferry Corp

152250/22 Sergeants Benevolent
Assoc. v. Mullins

654893/25 Softbees v. Vungarala

451393/25 Soltanian v. NYS Dept. of
Financial Services

160890/25 Ssp Hester LLC v. Z Atm
Corp.

453001/24 State of NY v. Pauling

651073/24 Stolyarov v. G6 Materials
Corp.

156545/21 Strong v. Monzon

452032/20 Strong v. Monzon

651493/25 Tagg Partnership v.
Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co.
L.P EtAl

161645/24 Thau v. Paradise
Gourmet Deli & Grill Et Al

162317/25The Estate Agency LLC v.
Bruno

452307/23 The People of The State
of NY v. Vantage Travel Services,
Inc. EtAl

190183/20 Thomas Sobek And Jean
Sobek v. A.O. Smith Water Prods.

Co

153444/25 Thumbs Capital Group v.
Something Short LLC Et Al

153518/24 Towler v. NYC

158137/24 Turkieltaub v. NYC

654720/24 U.S. Technologies
Communication Corp. D/b/a
Netceed v. Altice USA, Inc. F/k/a
Neptune Hldg. Us Corp.

650624725 Usc 482 Tompkins LLC v.
Best Buds Corp. Et Al

154323/13 Vargas v. NYC

164914/25Wenger v. McLaughlin &
Stern

152809/23 Yedid v. Sorkin

161033/21Yedid v. Yedid

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

E-Filing
Submission Part

Adjourned for
Working
Copies Part

Part 1

Justice Adam Silvera
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 300

MONDAY, FEB. 9

151111/21Aguirre v. 635 Madison
Fee Prop.
162548/23 Davis v. Manhattan And
Bronx Surface NYCTA Et Al
156213/21 De Los Santos v. The
Metro. Transportation Auth. Et Al
155662/23 Fontane v. NYC Et Al
153002/20 Greenbaum v. NYCTA
153286/19Karathansis v. NYCTA
157045/24 Martell v. NYCTA Et Al

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

154626/22Bell v. NYC Et Al
159006/17C. v. NYC
450814/19 Cuthbert v. NYC
153343/25Doe v. Simmons
15985920 El Guazzar v. Green
154736/24 Hayes v. NYCHA
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al
450949/19Isabel Alvarez v. NYC
159964/13 Javaheri v. Dept. of
Education
159776/17 Jennings v. NYC
150682/20 Leyro v. Gospel
Spreading Assoc.
162574/19New v. NYC Et Al
162107/19 Onefator v. NYC
150648/23 Pizarro v. NYC Et Al
450978/20 Port Auth. of NY v.
Bradley
150165/16 Smith v. NYC
160797/18 T.L. An Infant By His
Mother v. NYC

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

153934/18 Fam v. NYC
154180/20 Villaruel v. Consol.
Elevator

Part 2

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

MONDAY, FEB. 9

154510/25493 Amsterdam LLC v.
De Dominguez

158286/19Board of Mgrs. of v. Penn

655582/24 Br Brand Hldgs. LLC v.
Parkview Home Textiles, Inc.

652282/25 City Souvenirs on
Fashion Ave. Inc. v. Texwood
Investment, Inc.

159092/24 Fairfax Financial Hldgs.
Ltd. Et Al v. Exis Capital Mgt.,
Inc. Et Al

653042/24 Gutierrez v. Sevik

650998/25 Montfort v. Leslie J.
Garfield & Co., Inc.

654425/19 Rockefeller Univ. v.
Aetna Casualty & Surety

651698/23 Spence v. Brosnan Risk
Consultants

152327/25 Thompson Refined
Prods. v. Cohen

Motion

652282/25 City Souvenirs on
Fashion Ave. Inc. v. Texwood
Investment, Inc.

651698/23 Spence v. Brosnan Risk
Consultants

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

653479/19118 St. Marks Rlty. Corp.
v. Noz Food Services Inc

657073/211450 B'way. LLC v.
American Pipe & Tank Lining
Co. EtAl

653162/212 West 120 Rlty. Co., LLC
V. Mabrouk

653493/2020 Broad St. Owner LLC
v. Sonder USA, Inc. And

655056/23 210 Prinkipas LLC Et Al
v. Levy

656341/1980 Second Rlty. LLC v. 80
Second Ave. Owners Corp.

657016/2180-82 Bowery LLC v. Lin

652496/21 Admiral Indemnity
Co. A/s/o 7 Harrison St.
Condominium v. Bay Ridge
Mechanical Corp. Et Al

654315/16 Baiyue Industrial Ltd. v.
S.WAK. Kids Inc.

655249/19Bas Trading Bv D/b/a
Mox v. Candylab Toys Group

654827/23 Bent I v. Cirone

655375/18 Borini v. Sixty Sutton
Corp.

655000/16 Card Payment Services v.
Suit PL. Corp.

653957/20 Ccny Const. Inc. v.
Pioneer Window Manufacturing

656189/20 Cercone Exterior
Restoration v. Board of Mgrs. of
The

655230/19 Certain Interested v.
Maga Contracting Corp.

654327/18 Drame v. Pier A Battery
Park

655995/18 Ecoline Inc. v. Rc Dolner

LLC

452912/23F&D 2327 Second Ave. v.
Metro. Transportation Auth.

653632/20 Flatlands Shopping
Center v. Tsi-Lucille Ralph Ave.

655177/23 Gal Group Inc. v. Tea
Bistro Inc.

656352/18 Indie Fork Gospel v.
Ambleside Partners

150171/23 Joseph Calcagno LLC Et
Alv. Clinton Housing West 40th
Partners

656828/20Khedouri Ezair Corp. v.
Box Dock LLC

655220/19Kk Enterprises
Worldwide v. McB NYC LLC

653764/20 Law v. Kee Mou Rlty.
Corp.

452914/23 Lucky Machine Wash
Corp. v. Metro. Transportation
Auth.

452913/23 Lucky Machine Wash
Corp. v. Metro. Transportation
Auth.

157260/19Mahmood v. Riverside
1795 Associates

654606/17 Manhattan Motorcars,
Inc. v. Tig Ins. Co.

651979/23 Modopayments v. Volvo
Financial Services LLC

652836/20 Munch Ado, Inc. v. Ala
Carte Entertainment, Inc.

655693/18 Newport East Inc. v.
Sviba Floral Decorators, Inc.

850209/19NY Renaissance Corp. v.
31st St. Zef LLC

153400/20 0’Hara v. Board of
Directors of

655238/18 Perez v. La Fe Pharmacy
Corp.

653454/14R.S. Condo L.L.C.v.
Steven I Schneider Associates

654846/19 Rockmore Contracting
Corp. v. NYC

655260/20 Roosevelt Lee 38 LLC v.
A.J. Fashion Group

156683/21 San-Dar Associates v.
Corporate Habitat NY

656370/18 Senderoff v. Torossian

656730/22 Sharp v. Bar Fluid LLC Et

Al

652163/17 Stangler v. 449
Washington

656592/20 Surratt Beauty v. Surratt
Cosmetics

152766/22 Teague v. Inmanuel
Evangelical Lutheran Church

657270/20 Texport Fabrics Corp. v.
Cpm Enterprises

654145/18 Treacy v. llan Ferder

655881/20Visualhouse USA v. Soho
Thompson Rity. LLC

653546/18 World Wide Packaging v.
Cargo Cosmetics

Motion

655056/23210 Prinkipas LLC Et Al
v. Levy

656341/1980 Second Rlty. LLC v. 80
Second Ave. Owners Corp.

655177/23 Gal Group Inc. v. Tea
Bistro Inc.

156683/21 San-Dar Associates v.
Corporate Habitat NY

656730/22 Sharp v. Bar Fluid LLC Et
Al

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

651600/24112-114 East 98 St.
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. v.
Marymount School of NY

655827/24 149 East 57 Aldo LLC v.
Grafe LLC Et Al

654673/223350 Bw 136 Inc. v.
Makay

657016/2180-82 Bowery LLC v. Lin

152082/21Board of Mgrs. of The v.
Smith

655582/24 Br Brand Hldgs. LLC v.
Parkview Home Textiles, Inc.

652825/23 Century Indemnity Co.,
As Successor To Cci Ins. Co., As
Successor To Ins. Co. of North
America And As Successor To
Indemnity Ins. Co. of North
America Et Al v. The Archdiocese
of NY EtAl

652282/25 City Souvenirs on
Fashion Ave. Inc. v. Texwood
Investment, Inc.

655588/23 Con Edison Co. of NY
Inc v. Navillus Contracting

652965/24 Dk Builders, Inc. v.
Southwest Marine & General
Ins. Co.

155130/23 Doumeng v. Rockview
Apt Corp. Et Al

652761/23 Laws Const. Corp. v.
NYC (the Dept. of Parks &
Recreation)

650893/25Lm General Ins. Co. Et Al
v. Sanchez

655863/23 Meir Electric D/b/a Meir
Electric Co. v. EI-Kam Rlty. Co. Et
Al

452911/23 Pecora Group Dev. LLC v.
Metro. Transportation Auth.

158540/23 Pna Contracting Corp. v.
150 East Tenants Corp.

151987/24 Taveras v. Taveras

659527/24 The Board of Mgrs. of
The St. Tropez Condo. v. Slizinov

152327/25Thompson Refined
Prods. v. Cohen

Motion

652825/23 Century Indemnity Co.,
As Successor To Cci Ins. Co., As
Successor To Ins. Co. of North
America And As Successor To
Indemnity Ins. Co. of North
America Et Al v. The Archdiocese
of NY EtAl

Part 3

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

MONDAY, FEB. 9

654186/25Hsbc Uk Bank Plc v. 809
Meadow Lane LLC Et Al
153934/19S.A.R.L. Galerie Enrico v.
Marlborough Gallery Inc.
655890/25Wedemeyer v. Bronner
653283/25Weinberg v. Meridian
Capital Group
Motion
654186/25Hsbc Uk Bank Plc v. 809
Meadow Lane LLC Et Al
153934/19S.A.R.L. Galerie Enrico v.
Marlborough Gallery Inc.

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

657390/20Benhar v. 5 Star Legal
Funding

450100/21 Brownie Companies of
Long v. Volmar Const., Inc.

654475/21 Claudio Soifer; v. Sd
Second Ave. Member LLC

651498/24 Fortress Credit Corp. v.
Cohen

650646/14 Gowen v. Helly Nahmad
Gallery, Inc.

650898/23J.S.1K. Int'1 LLC Et Al v.
Schuster

654079/24 Sirius Xm Radio Inc. v.
Adeptus Partners

Motion

651498/24 Fortress Credit Corp. v.
Cohen

650646/14 Gowen v. Helly Nahmad
Gallery, Inc.
WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

655568/24 Kahlon v. Chaluts

654579/25Mutual of America Life
Ins. Co. v. Bgs Financial Advisors

651493/25 Tagg Partnership v.
Kohlberg Kravis Roberts & Co.
L.P EtAl

Motion

655568/24 Kahlon v. Chaluts
654579/25Mutual of America Life
Ins. Co. v. Bgs Financial Advisors

Continued from page 8

sibility.

tasks.

* A proposed model rule addressing the use of
generative Al by attorneys or litigants in preparing
court papers and firmly establishing that any such use
of Al must be undertaken in a conscientious manner.

e Recommendations for the use of Al tools that,
prioritizing data security, transparency, and account-
ability and guarding against bias, will serve to assist
unrepresented litigants and improve language acces-

¢ Findings related to the assessment and admissibil-
ity of Al-generated evidence and ways for courts to
avoid the risk of unreliable evidence being admitted
at trial and prevent unnecessary delays in proceed-
ings, among other evidentiary issues.

e Recommendations on the use of Al to enhance
court operations and administration, such as for
court research, case inventory management, com-
puter programming, and data security, among other

o Strategies for mitigating bias, with the Advisory
Committee calling for safeguards to ensure that Al
tools are developed and implemented in a manner
that promotes equity, prevents unfair bias, and sup-

ports the courts’ ability to safeguard the rights of all
individuals, particularly those from historically mar-
ginalized communities. The report contains detailed
findings from the Bias and Equity subcommittee that
address the risks, as well as the legal and ethical
challenges, presented by Al in the justice system.
These findings underscore the need for guardrails to
prevent algorithmic bias, along with crossvalidation
protocols and strict limits on Al, particularly in the
high-risk context of assisting with crucial decisions
such as bail and sentencing.

¢ Proposals for the creation of educational materi-
als to promote Al literacy for all court users.

* Recommendations for expanded judicial training
and CLE programs, with the Advisory Committee
on Al in the Courts collaborating with the courts’
Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics in present-
ing several judicial training programs designed to
address some of the legal, practical, and ethical

dimensions of Al.

“The use of Al in and by our courts must be
thoughtful, careful, and principled,” said Chief Judge
Rowan D. Wilson. “This report provides a roadmap
for harnessing technology to improve efficiency and
access to justice while safeguarding fairness and fos-
tering public trust in our courts and justice system.”
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650380/25J&M Int’l Hldgs. LLC Et
Al'v. 88 City Dev. LLC Et Al

656125/23 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al v. Weir

651655/23 Matera v. P3 Smart City
Partners, Inc. Et Al

151061/25Nadoff v. Equitable
Financial Life Ins. Co.

152309/20 Nest Seekers v. Daniel
Group

452035/21NYCHA v. Liro Architects
And Planners

151668/23 Peterson v. Corner Social
EtAl

650607/24 Privilege Underwiters
Reciprocal Exch. As Subrogee
of Jeffrey C. Piermont (and
Barbara B. Piermont) And
Jeannine McSweeney (and Ryan
Umali) v. R & S United Services,
Inc. Et Al

162267/24 Py Hldg. Corp. Including
All of Its Subsidiaries And
Affiliates, Including But Not
Ltd. To Avis Budget, LLC, Avis
Car Rental, LLC, Budget Car
Rental, LLC, Budget Truck
Rental, LLC, Payless Car Rental,
Inc. And Zipcar, Inc. v. Bl Pain
Mangement

156777/24Rosa v. The NY And
Presbyterian Hosp.

151362/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. McCalla

152558/24 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. 334 Grand
Concourse Medical

159161/23 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Abv
Medical Supplies, Inc. Et Al

160399/24 The Cinicinnati Ins. Co.
As Subrogee of Scott Mosberg
And Alyssa Mosberg v. Systems
2000 Plumbing Services Inc.

654937/24 Torres v. Quality Auto
Tech Inc Et Al

655932/24 Uswoo Rlty. LLC. v. Ds 30
Morningside Drive LLC Et Al

155341/21Wesco Ins. Co. Et Al v.
Nunez Dental Services

154534/23 Wharton-Bickley v. 388
B’way. Owners LLC Et Al

652675/24 Williams v. Mulligan
Security LLC—10 A.M.

153771/23 Zatorski v. Island
Transportation Corp.

Motion

654937/24 Torres v. Quality Auto
Tech Inc Et Al

32
Mortgage Foreclosure
Part

Justice Francis A. Kahn, III
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5607
Room 1127B

MONDAY, FEB. 9

159315/17 Capital One v. Laub

654797/19Cpm Mgt. LLC v. Reldan
Metals Inc.

850199725 Deutsche Bank Trust Co.
Americas v. 45 E. 22 LLC Et Al

850083/20 Malayan Banking
Berhad v. Park Pl. Dev.

850111/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 1978-82 Third
Ave LLC Et Al

850112/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 20-22 Prince LLC
Et Al

850110/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. 420 W 51 LLC Et
Al

850113/25NYC Multifamily
Portfolio LLC v. Major Mott St.
Corp. Et Al

453121/15Rodriguez v. Ista West
35th St.

850649/23 Santander Bank v.
Karamahmutoglu

164390/25Waterscape Resort LLC v.
Highgate 2 Hotel LLC

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

850057/2457th St. Vacation
Owners Assoc., Inc., By And
Through Its Board of Directors v.
Nancy Mulcahy Forstrom

850198/21 Bixby Bridge Fund Iv v.
Empire Broome LLC Et Al

152314/25Board of Mgrs. of 70
Vestry Condominium v. Sw
Vestry

160536/23 Board of Mgrs. of Ot Sun
Mansion Condominium v. Fujian
Tangtou Elderly Assoc. USA, Inc.
EtAl

160534/23 Board of Mgrs. of Ot Sun
Mansion Condominium v. Fujian
Xi Bian Qiao Lian Inc. Et Al

850206/17 Cit Bank v. Crawford

850444725 Flagstar Bank v. Soha
Seven Partners LLC Et Al

Court Calendars

850036/20 Hny Club Suites Owners
Assoc. Inc., By And Through Its
Board of Directors v. Fitzgerald

810040/12 Hsbc Bank USA v.
Kenney

850370/14 Hsbc Bank USA v.
Slavutsky

850094/24 M&T Bank v. Brisson

160295/22NYCTL 1998-2 Trust v.
Valiente

850349/25 Sig Cre 2023 Venture
LLC v. Bramazi Rlty. Corp. Et Al

850425/24 Sms Financial Strategic
Investments III v. Mackall

850226/24U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Choe

850241/24Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. Goldstein

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

850239/24 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company As Trustee For
American Home Mortgage Assets
Trust 2007-1 Mortgage-Backed
Pass-Through Certificates v.
Gordon

850549/23 Deutsche Bank Trust v.
Rh 536-538 West 159 St. Lp Et Al

850208/25 Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. Russo

850530/25 Flagstar Bank v. Pascol
Rity. Inc. Et Al

850053/25 Hsbe Bank USA v. Tajer

850369/24 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Corona

850327/25 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Oehme

850040/24M & T Bank v. Bass

850472/25Newrez LLC D/b/a
Shellpoint Mortgage Servicing v.
Berges

850419/24 Sig Cre 2023 Venture
LLC v. Ref 46 St. LLC Et Al

850274/24U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Lythcott

850091/25Ubs Bank USA v.
Fishman

850187/25Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. Moy

Part 38

Justice Ashlee Crawford
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3235
Room 1166

MONDAY, FEB. 9

651209/23 Fino v. Lewis Const. Nyc,
Inc.

805375/12Krembs v. NYU
Langone Hosps.

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

650195/2070-31 84th St. LLC v.
Hasa Construction

100928/24 Cardenas v. Walgreens

656517/20 Centennial Elevator v.
817 B'way. Owner

156716/18 Marquez Mendez v.
Rockefeller Center, Inc.

656747/21Ward v. 388 B'way.
Owners

Part 42

Justice Emily Morales-
Minerva
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3237
Room 574

MONDAY, FEB. 9

153518/2510 West 65th St. Tenants
Assoc. v. NYS Div. of Housing
And Community Renewal

650764/25Bene Temps, Inc. D/b/a
Bthr Solutions v. Optimatum
Solutions LLC

659587/24 Braze, Inc. v. Cc Bsg
Hldgs. II, LLC, A Subsidiary of
Clubcorp USA, Inc. D/b/a Invited
Et Al

653722/22 Corner of Walnut LLC v.
Tompkins Ins. Agencies, Inc. Et

Al

650564/25 Derkes v. Nr NYC 888 Inc
EtAl

654407/25 Imperial Finance Corp.
v. Meridian Int’l Sourcing Group
LLC Dba Meridian Int’l Sourcing
Group Et Al

155637/20 Lopez v. Dr. Russell F.
Trahan

159049/23 Loulou & Partners Inc. v.
Lam Gen 25 LLC

159306/22NY Light Source Corp. v.
Dooley Electric Co., Inc. Et Al

652923/24 Omnex Group, Inc. v.
Roco Latinos Servicios Et Al

154379/25 State Farm Indemnity
Co. v. Suarez

453381/24NYC v. Sez Foster LLC

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

652356/23 Carelli v. East 88th
Street Associates

652624/22 Cri Hldgs. Inc. v. Red
Hook 160 LLC Et Al

656211/25Mexican Silver Jewerly
Trading, Co. Et Al v. Tanjeloff

652914/19 Sheldon Lobel v.
Evangelista

650575/25 Turner Const. Co. v.
Scottsdale Ins. Co.

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

150551/2237-35 26 Chinatown LLC
v. Veeder Creative Ventures, Inc.
Et Al

651261/25Abn Rlty. LLC v. Natalie
Gioiella Et Al

655436/20 American Express Travel
v. Patient Portal Connect, Inc.

656223/25 Atipana Capital v. Rp
Palm Beach

653259/25 Barbato v. Interstate Fire
& Casualty Co. Et Al

652859/25 Caite Hevner Design Inc.
Et Alv. Dungeons & Dragons

659619/25 Calister v. Ardilla

659906/25 Cates v. Morgan I1I

652377/25 Citnalta Const. Corp. v.
NYC

650339/25 Fares v. Gregory Towers
Et Al

653969/25Ims Fund South LLC v.
McA Resolve LLC

651255/24 Kogan v. Scamperle

156186/25 Maximum Quality Foods
Inc. v. 197 Bistro Inc. Et Al

654797/25 Seward Park Liquors,
Inc. v. Les Wine And Spirits, Inc.
Et Al

654893/25 Softbees v. Vungarala

160516/23 South Coast Const. LLC
v. Central Interiors Inc

160890/25Ssp Hester LLC v. Z Atm
Corp.

162317/25The Estate Agency LLC v.
Bruno

655638/24 Tremont Electric Co.,
Inc. v. J. United Electrical
Contracting Corp. Et Al

650624/25 Usc 482 Tompkins LLC v.
Best Buds Corp. Et Al

Part 52 Ajani Hodge
City Part Part 51
Justice Carol Sharpe Justice Edwards
111 Centre Street Phone 646-386-4051
Phone 646-386-3742 Fax 212-401-9264
Room 1045 100 Centre Street

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

153509/25Ingram v. Indoor Hoops
Inc. EtAl
160347/15Rubin v. NYC

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

161704/19 Almodovar v. NYC
157736/22 Anil v. NYC Et Al
155603/23 Arbelaez v. NYC Et Al
161463/23 Biddle v. The NY Public
Library Astor Lenox And Tilden
Foundations Et Al
153048/25Bolton v. NYC Et Al
162378/23 Dantona v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc. Et Al
154699/21 Durovic v. NYC Et Al
159491/19 Ebtehadj v. NYC
152068/22 Fraundorfer v. Con Ed
Co. of New York, Inc. Et Al
157575/20G. v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al
159261/21 Gore v. NYC Et Al
151340/20Joseph v. NYC
160487/23Koffler v. NYC Et Al
156981/19 Latchman v. NYC
154921/21 Levina v. NYC Et Al
805166/21 Liranzo v. NYC Et Al
151228/22M.B. v. NYC Et Al
451877/20 Maldonado v. NYC
452299/14 Morales v. Alan E.
Rosenberg, Inc.
161568/25Morel v. NYC Et Al
160805/22 Newallo v. Con Ed Co. of
NY EtAl
100724/25 Omokha v. City of New
York
153018/19Ortiz v. Central Park
Conservancy, Inc.
654482/16 Perez v. NYC Et Al
152849/22 Pettway v. NYC
156409/22 Poynder v. Ip Mortgage
Borrower
451938/22 Quezada v. NYC Et Al
150569/22 Ramirez v. NYC Et Al
157996/19Rivers v. NYC Et Al
159331/20 Robinson v. NYC
153675/21 Rodriguez v. NYC Et Al
151667/22 Rosario v. NYC Et Al
151095/19 Santiago v. NYC
155097/20 Sarna-Wojcicki v. NYC
101103/25Sash v. NYC Et Al
157203/18 Schwartz v. Port Imperial
Ferry Corp
157029/21 Simmons v. NYC Et Al
150835/26 Soufer Family LLC v.
NYC Police Dept.
153518/24 Towler v. NYC
154037/21 Uceta v. NYC Et Al
151645/23 Villar v. NYC Et Al

Part 62
City Part

Justice Ariel D. Chesler
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 1127A
MONDAY, FEB. 9
100513/24 Battistotti v. NYC Et Al
TUESDAY, FEB. 10
153082/25 Assaf v. NYC

158997/21 Kunkel v. New York City
Dept. of Bldgs. Et Al

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11
452160722 Taylor v. NYC Et Al

Integrated Domestic
Violence Part

Justice Tandra L. Dawson
100 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3868
Room 1604
TUESDAY, FEB. 10

305174/15Becker v. Marren
350018/15Freidman v. Freidman

CRIMINAL TERM

Part Tap A

Justice Biben
Phone 646-386-4107
100 Centre St.
Room 1100, 9:30 A.M.

Part Tap B

Justice Statsinger
Phone 646-346-4044
100 Centre St.
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Deandre Blake
Alonso Brewster
Gregory Campbell
Johan Cruz

Kevin Dalmacy
Terrence Forte
Clifton Howard
Roland Howard
Shamouree H. Jackson
Ilyas Mckoy
Chistopher Mena
Arnaldo Mendinueta
Carlos Morel

Safo Nana

Kalah Ogletree
Yhovanny Peguero
Stanley Praileau
Antoine Ross

Anjelu Sajetta

Jean C. Utrera Lara
Francisco J. Valdez
Solomon Witherspoon

Part 22

Justice Mennin
Phone 646-386-4022
Fax 212-295-4890
111 Centre Street
Room 928, 9:30 A.M.

Part 23

Justice N. Ross
Phone 646-386-4023
Fax 212-295-4891
100 Centre Street
Room 1307, 9:30 A.M.

Part 31

Justice D. Kiesel
Phone 646-386-4031
Fax 212-401-9260
100 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

Part 32

Justice Carro
Phone 646-386-4032
Fax 212-401-9261
100 Centre Street
Room 1300, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Ronald Elmore
Eduardo Muese

Part 47

Part JHO/Part 37

Justice Paul A. Goetz
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3743
Room 1021

MONDAY, FEB. 9

655937/24 Marco Spv LLC v.
Harmonia & Co LLC

100691/25Ruiz Trevino v. Spielberg

154559/22 Samco Rlty. Hldg. LLC v.
Ivy League Apt. Corp.

158759/23 Shapiro v. Trihop 14th
St. LLCEt Al

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

155576/20Ali v. Port Auth. of NY
158375/25Pagano v. Brass Monkey
LLC Et Al
WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

16032921154 E. 62 LLC v.
Normanus Rlty. LLC

652445/25 Coffee Associates, Inc. v.
Feenix Venture Partners

160420/21 Liggett v. Lew Rlty. LLC

Justice Adlerberg
Phone 646-386-4037
100 Centre Street
Room 1600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 41

Justice Dwyer
Phone 646-386-4041
Fax 212-401-9262
100 Centre Street
Room 1116, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Arsen Canaj
Marilyn Peter

Part 42

Justice Wiley
Phone 646-386-4042
Fax 212-401-9263
111 Centre Street
Room 733, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Thomas Hart

Room 1324, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Jarod Bailey

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.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Jihad Halley
Adan Schluter
Rafael Silverio

Part 54

Justice Antignani
Phone 646-386-4054
111 Centre Street
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.
MONDAY, FEB. 9

Skiboky Stora

Part 56

Justice Drysdale
Phone 646-386-4056
111 Centre Street
Room 724, 9:30 A.M.

Part 59

Justice J. Merchan
Phone 646-386-4059
Fax 212-295-4932
100 Centre Street

Room 1602, 9:30 A.M.

Part 61

Justice Clott
Phone 646-386-4061
Fax 212-401-9266
100 Centre Street

Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

Part 62

Justice M. Jackson
Phone 646-386-4062
Fax 212-401-9267
100 Centre Street

Room 1111, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Lisbet Falero
Keith Small

Part 63

Justice Hong
Phone 646-386-4063
111 Centre Street
Room 631, 9:30 A.M.

Part 66

Justice Pickholz
Phone 646-386-4066
Fax 212-401-9097
111 Centre Street

Room 1047, 9:30 A.M.

Part 71

Justice L. Ward
Phone 646-386-4071
Fax 212-401-9268
100 Centre Street

Room 1104, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Rashasheed Stallworth
Camby J. Wilson

Part 72

Part 85

Justice Hayes
Phone 646-386-4085
Fax 212-401-9113
111 Centre Street
Room 1523, 9:30 A.M.

Part 92

Justice Mitchell
Phone 646-386-4092
Fax 212-295-4914
111 Centre Street
Room 1234, 9:30 A.M.

Part

Justice E. Biben
Phone 646-386-4093
111 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.
MONDAY, FEB. 9

Rommel Troyano

Part 93

Justice Scherzer
Phone 646-386-4093
100 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.
MONDAY, FEB. 9

Rommel Troyano

Part 95

Justice D.Conviser
Phone 646-386-4095
Fax 212-401-9137
111 Centre Street
Room 687, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Robert Caposio
Elvis Castillo
Dennis E. Farrell
Keol P. Fortune
Juan Fria
Torivio Guerrero
George R. Pivetz
Isaias Rivera
Blas Segon

Part 99

Justice Burke
Phone 646-386-4099
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street
Room 1530, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Omar Machado

Part N-SCT

Justice Peterson
Phone 646-386-4014
Fax 212-401-9272
100 Centre Street
Room 218, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Ralfy J. Figueroa
Pradel Fleurant

Part IDV

Justice Dawson
Phone 646-386-3579
Fax 212-884-8938
100 Centre Street
Room 1604, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Liam Rose

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Surrogate Hilary Gingold
Surrogate Rita Mella
31 Chamber’s Street
New York, NY*

See court’s webpage for informa-
tion about appearances: Visiting
Surrogate’s Court | NYCOURTS.
GOVs

Justice R. Stolz
Phone 646-386-4072
Fax 212-401-9269
100 Centre Street

Room 1123, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Jonathan Deleon

Part 73

Justice Roberts
Phone 646-386-4073
Fax 212-401-9116
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

Justice Mandelbaum
Phone 646-386-4075
111 Centre Street
Room 583, 9:30 A.M.

Part 77

Justice Obus
Phone 646-386-4077
100 Centre Street

Room 1536, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Kori Lake
Kori Lake

Part 81

Justice C. Farber
Phone 646-386-4081
Fax 212-401-9270

100 Centre Street

Room 1317, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Tusan Abreu

Jon Agosta
Mohamed N. Alaouie
Mohammed Alaouie
Juan Berdecia
Charles Bradley
Alonso Brazzley
Vaughn Carter
Rayvon Clarke
Luis Cortes

George L. Dalton
Aaliyah Day

Mario Durane
Mark Fernandez
Randall Free

David Garcia
Joseph Hall
Christian Hinkson
Jonathan Immitti
Chad Irish

Isiah Javier

James Kelly
Michael Kennedy
Gary King

James Lawson
Tayvon Long
Christian Lugo
Todd Lyons

Todd K. Lyons

Jean Markenley
Deshawn Mcintyre
Andrew Mendez
Anthony Mercer
Shoshanna Morgan
Kendale Nelson
Lonnie Payne
Christopher Poole
Kenneth Rivera Diaz
Javon Robinson
Christopher Rodriguez
Manuel Roman
Juan Rosa

Ryan Smalls
Jermaine Spalding
Gyanna Stroman
Mohammed Taha
Ronaldo Thompson
Miguel Trinidad
Nyisha Wade
Bradley Werner
Michele Yuli
Feizhon Zheng
Joshua Zinberg

Bronx
County

SUPREME COURT

EX PARTE AND
URGENT
MOTIONS PART

The Following is the
List of Sittings in the
Ex Parte Urgent
Motions Part
on the Dates Specified:

TRIAL TERM
718-618-1248

Day Calendar

Court Notices
Key to Submission
Motion Calendar

FS = Fully submitted.

FSN = Fully Submitted, No
Opposition

ADJ=adjourned to the marked
date for oral argument in the above
calendar part. Answering papers
are to be submitted on the original
return date in Room 217.

Mental Hygiene Part

Justice TBA

A Supreme Court calendar will be
called and Mental Hygiene Hearings
will be conducted virtually at Bronx
Supreme Court-Civil Term, 851
Grand Concourse, Bronx, NY 10451,
Room TBA, every Wednesday, com-
mencing at a time TBA.

A Supreme Court calendar will
be called and Mental Hygiene
Hearings will be conducted in
person at Bronx Supreme Court-
Civil Term, 851 Grand Concourse,
Bronx NY 10451, Room TBA, every
Thursday, commencing at a time
TBA.

A Supreme Court calendar will
be called and Mental Hygiene
Hearings will be conducted virtu-
ally for the Community Assisted
Outpatient Treatment Calendar at
Bronx Supreme Court- Civil Term,
851 Grand Concourse, Bronx, NY
10451, Room TBA, every 2nd and
4th Friday of each month, com-
mencing at a time TBA.

Mortgage Foreclosure
Sales

Mortgage foreclosure sales in
the Supreme Court of the State of
New York, County of Bronx, are
conducted at the Bronx County
Courthouse, located at 851 Grand
Concourse, Courtroom 711, com-
mencing at 2:15 p.m.

Auction information is avail-
able at the following link: https:/
ww2.nycourts.gov/courts/12jd/
Bronx/Civil/civil_Foreclosure_
Information.shtml.

Foreclosure Department contact
information: Email: bxforeclo-
sure@nycourts.gov.; Phone: 718-
618-1322.

Trial Assignment Part

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 711, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

804079/24 Abreu Acevedo v. Abreu
Custodio

803716/24 Abreu Custodio v. Pozo

27026/17 Abreu v. Moda

30544/17 Abreu v. Moda

806666/23 Ahmed v. Mosholu
Pkwy. Nursing & Rehabilitation
Center

21691/20 Barksdale v. Matthew

31234/18 Batista v. Charles Everett
Co., Inc. Et Al

31209/17 Beck v. Bonilla

22837/17 Beretervide v. Paulino

802193/22 Brown v. Brunson

804281/21 Camejo v. Crown 730
Invest LLC

350598/09 Cardona v. St.Barnabas
Hosp.

26471/15 Carney v. Dankner

810101/22 Chabrier v. Garcia-
Nieves

806752/23 Concepcion v. Paulino

303899/13 Coyazo v. Lh Commercial
Hldgs.

801621/23 Daniel v. Gonzalez

26233/17 Decambre v. NYC

300680/14Erin Const. v. Hartford
Services

800191/23 Escoto v. NYC Et Al

27163/20 Fernandez v. Ultimate
Freight Carriers Inc.

26212/14 Francis v. NYC

802391/22 Gonzalez Salvador v.
Kimmel

815927/21 Guillen v. Yan

808052/21 Habersham v. Ultimate
Freight Carriers, Inc. Et Al

25903/20 Hickman v. Jj Matthews
Inc.

30571/18 Hubbard v. Jpmorgan
Chase Bank

813253/23 Irby v. Eastchester
Rehabilitation And Health Care
Center

808203/23 Jacobs v. Fordham
Nursing And Rehabilitation
Center Et Al

806167/22 Ladson v. Vodonosov

32776/18 Lopez v. Liberty Square
Rity. Corp.

818506/22Maldonado v. Mott Haven
140

27625/20 Martinez-Nieves v. Wells

26409/20 McArn v. NYCTA

21056/20 Mendez v. Sanogo

810465/22Mercado v. Frazier

802130/23 Moreira v. Fruit Vegs &
Meat Corp. D/b/a Ctown Et Al

807403/23 Nash v. Oshane

26135/19Nieves v. Mehmood

806806/24 Olmo v. Normil

814008/23 Ortiz Laje v. Thomas

34907/20 Pena v. Taveras

26153/19 Perez v. Flores

814814/21 Polanco De Diaz v.
Yakubu

27722/17 Reynoso v. NYCTA

26869/17 Rivera v. NYC

812345/21Rodriguez v. T10 Unison
Site Mgt. LLC Et Al

805226/21 Sadofsky v. Church of St.
Theresa of The

30295/17 Schnell v. New King
Gourmet Deli

30852/18 Shenery v. Niola

305121/11 Shiwprasad v.
NYCH&HC

22525/18 Sosa v. NYC

810930/21 Sullivan v. The
Dormitory Auth. of The State of
NY

29681/19 Thomas-Cole v. Poshtar
817207/22 Topping v. Montefiore
Medical Center Et Al
24672/18 Vega v. NYC
27963/19Vega v. NYC
28669/16 Velasquez v. Vadi
28628/17 Walker v. Goldberg
22520/15Wilkerson v. Americare,
Inc.
806041/23 Williams-Seabrook
v. Torrealba Transportation
Services, Inc. Et Al
21764/16Wilson v. Simpson West
Rity. LLC
TUESDAY, FEB. 10

810828/22A. v. 3091 Rity. LLC

800986/22 Ahmed v. Antigua

22543/19Avila v. NYC

814381/24Barnes v. Empire
Licensed Electrical Contractor’s
Inc Et Al

809383/21 Cano v. Hurricane Mgt.
Corp Et Al

806973/21 Castillo Dionisio v.
Verizon Services Corp. Et Al

32694/20 Clare v. Shalhon Maor

800723/23 Cruz v. Wang

35641/20 Cuevas v. Moezinia

812787/21 Diaz v. Khan

811470/23 Ducasse v. Seck

816769/22 Elwan v. Sumbagonzalez

31087/18 Famula v. Kiewit-Weeks-
Massman

20702/20 Feliz v. Osarenmwinda

801313/23 Ferreira v. Charlotte
Bailey Associates LLC Et Al

33726/18 Ferrer v. Louros

22460/16 Galarza v. Regeis Care
Center

816506/21 Gilmore v. A & N
Appliance Corp.

800475/22 Goins v. East 149 Rlty.
Corp. Et Al

818121/22 Gomes v. Wang

24946/16 Gonzalez v. Rincon Car
Service Corp.

21757/18 Gonzalez v. Ouedraogo

25237/19 Guzman v. Bencosme

812471/22Harris v. Wang

812706/23 Howlett v. McDonald’s
Corp. Et Al

33550720 Jahjaga v. Feliciano

809697/22 Johnson v. Steven

20502/19 Kashem v. Rojas

800946/23 Keita v. Diaz
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305145/13 Mendes v. NYC
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812858/22 Dixon v. Chambers
810149721 Espinal La Hoz v. Lions
Den Enterprises Inc. Et Al
810737/22Espinal v. Hsu
816740/22 Estevez v. Syku
810047/23 Francis v. Nysarc
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Johnson
805972/22 Goldberg v. Igbara And
42017/22 Guerrero v. Ejim
806260/22 Hacker v. Valdez
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805371/24 Trinidad v. Ramsingh
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Justice Yearwood
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.

MONDAY, FEB. 9
Everton M. Green
Jordany Reyes
Part 12

Justice Michels
Phone 718-618-1016
265 East 161st Street
Room 660, 9:30 A.M.

Part 14

Justice Busching
Phone 718-618-1034
265 East 161st Street
Room 690, 9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, FEB. 9

Justin Lopez

Second Department

——EEEEgEEEE
APPELLATE TUESDAY, FEB. 10
DIVISION 10 AM.
MONDAY, FEB. 9 Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY
10 AM.
Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,

Court To Be Held in

Brooklyn, NY

Genovesi, J.P., Warhit, Love
and Quirk, JJ.

26/01137 People ex rel. Lee,
on behalf of Delgado v.
Commissioner of the New York

25/08987 People of the State of New
York v. Mayrhofer (S)

14/11351 People v. Rafikian,
Mohammad (Q)

19/11915 People v. Rafikian,
Mohammad (Q)

19/11916 People v. Rafikian,
Mohammed (Q)

25/02119 Donohue v. City of Long
Beach (N)

24/13103 Feldsherova v. Lee (K)

25/04911 Residential Mortgage
Loan Trust v. Elshiekh (N)

24/10685 Broskett v. St. Catherine
of Siena Nursing and
Rehabilitatation Care (S)

25/05002 Pagan v. Salib (Q)

25/05004 Pagan v. Salib (Q)

24/09744 Mar.and v. NPL
Consuilting Services, Inc (S)

24/10683 Ingram v. Small (K)

23/07729SRP 14/18 V.
Figaro (K)

22/07472 TAB Equity Group LLC v.
Sharestates Investments DACL,
LLC (N)

23/05576 Cheemanlall v. Toolsee
(V]

24/12093 Compensation Guidance
Inc. v. Aspro Plumbing Inc. (K)

24/08527 Suffolk County Public
Administrator v. Davin’s Funeral
Home, Inc. (S)

25/07014 Suarez v. Rankin (Q)

24/09534 Kogan v. Ryndin (K)

24/09030 Mohamad v. Csompo (Q)

23/08298 Matter of Kopf, deceased
Q

23/11341 Matter of Kopf, deceased
Q

25/02335 Brandford v. Brandford
X

24/13310 Dimaio v. Garden Care
Center, Inc.) (S)

Christopher, Ventura and
Golia, JJ.

26/01245 People ex rel. Collins, on
behalf of Freeman v. Maginley-
Liddie

21/07174 People of State of New
York v. Dickson (Q)

24/07473 People v. Berger, Robert
W.(N)

25/03560 Matter of Adeshina v.
Adeshina (K)

24/07486 Matter of M.
(Anonymous), Any Vanessa (N)

23/08025 Matter of Lewis v. New
York City Transit Authority (K)

25/03788 Elam v. NJC Scrap Metal
Recycling, Inc. (K)

24/12495 Noh Soon Park v. Food
Bazaar Supermarket (K)

25/02103 Park v. Food (K)

25/00440 Barnard v. Barnard (D)

24/03045 Matter of Ceasar v. New
York City Employees’ Retirement
System (K)

24/04731 LaMarco v. LaMarco (S)

25/07201 SMG Automotive Holdings
LLC v. Brooklyn Store LLC (K)

23/06811U.S. Bank National
Association v. Jones (Q)

25/02001 Guerrero v. Port Royal
Distribution, LLC (K)

24/12306 Russo v. Mount Sinai
Doctors Long Island (S)

24/12373 Russo v. Mount Sinai
Doctors Long Island (S)

24/07891 Matter of Meyer v. Oak
Hill Condominium (W)

24/11015 Matter of Meyer v. Oak
Hill Condominium (W)

23/03580 Stoney v. Rogosin
Institute (K)

23/06082 Stoney v. Rogosin
Institute, Inc. (K)

25/04269 US Bank National
Association v. Vento (Q)

22/02790 Fezza v. Legal Sea Foods,
LLC (S)

24/10516 Conti v. Marino (K)

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Iannacci, J.P., Taylor,
Landicino and Goldberg
Velazquez, JJ.

20/02063 People v. Byers, Timothy

(L9)

18/11571 People v. Geude, Ble, also
known as Ble, Geude (K)

25/08278 People of State of New
York v. Gafur (Q)

24/11343 Isenberg v. Isenberg (RO)

24/12631 Olivares v. Andacky (N)

24/13337Ramirez v. Issa (K)

24/09918 Zeltser v. Kukolev (RI)

24/12903 Tobon v. Ryder
Construction Inc. (Q)

25/03823 Tobon v. Ryder
Construction Inc. (Q)

24/04418 Sirota v. Shtarkman (K)

24/09598 Matter of SFG ISF Syosset
Jerico, LLC v. Stanco (S)

FRIDAY, FEB. 13
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Barros, J.P., Wan,
McCormack and Hom, JJ.
23/02527 People v. Flores, Joseph
(RD
24/00079 People v. Harris, Wayne
K

L9)
19/13711 People v. Essor, Richard

(K

24/01937 People v. Carroll, Kevin
N)

24/12324 Matter of M.
(Anonymous), Joshua A.; Jewish
Child Care Association (Q)

24/12325 Matter of M.
(Anonymous), Julia A.; Jewish
Child Care Associati (Q)

24/07876 Wilmington v. Schwartz

X)
25/05173 Wilmington v. Schwartz
)
25/05174Wilmington v. Schwartz
K

)

25/009800leg Pen v. City of New
York (K)

21/06101 Matter of Congregation
Bais Torah v. Orangetown
Monsey Hebrew School (RO)

20/02272 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands (0)

20/02351 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands (0)

21/05163 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands New York Zoning
Board of Appeals (0)

21/06233 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands, New York Zoning
Board of Appeals (0)

21/02778 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands, New York Zoning
Board of Appeals (0)

21/02779 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands, New York Zoning
Board of Appeals (0)

21/09599 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands New York Planning
Board (0)

22/04780 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands New York Planning
Board (0)

22/05633 Matter of Kopald v. Town
of Highlands New York Planning
Board (0)

25/04438 Bellavia v. Hoppenstein
(S)

25/04442 Bellavia v. Hoppenstein

S)

24/04253 Matter of Garnet Health
Medical Center v. People of State
of New York (0)

24/09402 Matter of Garnet Health
Medical Center v. People of State
of New York (0)

24/12989 Matter of Garnet Health
Medical Center v. People of State
of New York (0)

24/08903 Finelli v. Fulton Commons
Care Center, Inc. (N)

24/03493 Lewis v. NYCTA (K)

24/11396 Lewis v. New York City
Transit Authority (K)

24/08670 Matter of Hernandez
v. New York City Employees’
Retirement System (K)

25/03453 Vlasaty v. State of New
York

FRIDAY, FEB. 13
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Central Islip, NY

LaSalle, P.J., Chambers,
Wooten and Voutsinas, JJ.

25/09030 People of State of New
York v. Sappell (Q)

23/09189 People v. Reyes, Reynaldo
N)

25/01681 People v. Reyes, Reynaldo

N)

18/09261 People v. Vaughn,
Alexander (S)

25/02204 People v. Arevalo, Jesus

N)
24/07315 People of State of New
York v. Finney (RI)
24/03645 People v. Cardoza, Balbino
N

24/11521 Matter of A.
(Anonymous), Aurora (S)

25/00514 Matter of Kaye v. Triantis
N)

24/04566 Matter of Salvatore v.
South Country Central School
District (S)

24/04836 Matter of Dopkin v.
County of Nassau (N)

25/02612 Culp v. Silverline
Services, Inc (N)

24/08205 Alexim Holdings, LLC v.
Chang-Wardi (S)

24/10862 Wardi v. Alexim Holdings,
LLC (S)

24/10967 Metropolitan Life
Insurance Company v. llyasov
N

24/08638 Scoponich v. Brookhaven
Memorial Hospital Medical
Center, Inc. (S)

24/04173 Board of Education v.
Incorporated Village (N)

23/06224 Matter of Darr
Construction Equipment Corp. v.
New York State Departmen (S)

22/09184 Johnson v. Brentwood
Teachers Association (S)

24/03321 Kinzler v. Ascend
Learning, Inc. (N)

24/13341 Delajon Realty Corp. v.
1&D Glatt 2, Inc. (N)

TUESDAY, FEB. 17
10 A M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Dillon, J.P., Brathwaite
Nelson, Dowling and Quirk,
JJ.

18/14641 People v. Franklin, Edward
K

23/09409 People v. Wheeler, Damon
(0)

25/02993 Matter of H.
(Anonymous), Gianna; Little
Flower Children and Family Se

Q

24/12405 Matter of Devlin v.
Eriksson (0)

24/10582 HSBC v. Wharton (K)

23/05103 Foley v. Foley (W)

23/11851 Foley v. Foley (W)

23/04002 Mercaz Gan Yisroel of
Flatbush, Inc. v. Congregation
Beth Bracha (K)

24/05337 Matter of McCracken v.
Whinnery (K)

23/07663 Matter of Doe v. New York
State Office of Temporary and
Disability Assi (K)

25/00525 Murphy v. Gallegos (K)

24/11768 Mendoza v. Sterling
Properties, Inc. (K)

23/03545 Cywiak v. Packman (W)

24/06883 Nest Seekers, LLC v.
Rabin (S)

24/07930 Matter of Bodner v. Town
of Pleasant Valley Town Board
(D)

22/03833 Bank of New York Mellon
v. Pryce (0)

23/08005 Pryce v. Nationstar
Mortgage LLC (0)

23/05521 Tenezaca v. New York
City Health and Hospitals
Corporation (Q)

23/12473 Tenezaca v. New York
City Health and Hospitals
Corporation (Q)

25/05742 Village of Spring Valley v.
Post Office Square, LLC (RO)
25/00587 Deutsche Bank National

Trust Company v. Cho (Q)

24/02369 Morales v. Persam Pitkin
LLC (K)

THURSDAY, FEB. 19

10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Duffy, J.P., Christopher,
Warhit and Goldberg
Velazquez, JJ.

22/10375 People v. DeJesus, Nelson

Q

25/10897 People of State of New
York v. Lopez-Moranchel (Q)

25/10892 People of State of New
York v. Corinaldi (Q)

24/08282 Osuagwu v. Osuagwu
(RO)

25/03750 Matter of Meier v.
Chevalier (K)

25/01514 Matter of S.
(Anonymous), Khaliq William,
Jr.; SCO Family of Services (Q)

24/06416 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Isaiah;
Administration for Children’s
Servic (K)

24/06420 Matter of D.
(Anonymous), Isaiah;
Administration for Children’s
Servic (K)

25/02825 Avanza Group v. Bugz
Innovations (N)

24/01389 Rojas v. Laser Vision Dr.
Dello Russo (Q)

24/12551 Garanin v. Bykhovsky (RI)

25/08554 Stanley Supply & Tool,
Inc. v. Smallwood (Q)

25/04010 Sierra v. Mount Sinai
Health System, Inc. (RI)

23/03171 Weber v. Barnett (K)

21/0391821-55 45th Road LLC v.
Altamirano (Q)

21/0392121-55 45th Road LLC v.
Altamirano (Q)

24/10651 NYCTL 2011-A Trust v. 249
Brighton Corp. (K)

22/07019 Stile v. Rallye Motors LLC

)
24/03227 Stile v. Rallye Motors LLC
Ny
24/00496 Magee v. Magee (RO)
25/06673 Hersko v. Hersko (K)
25/00992 Puccio v. Hoffman,
Wachtell & Rao, LLP (W)

APPELLATE
TERM

9TH and 10TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

* ok ok

CENTRAL ISLIP, NY
Day Calendar
THURSDAY, FEB. 19
9:30 A.M.

Conway, J.P., Driscoll,
Liccione, JJ.

19/00629 People v. Robert Francis
25/00822 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00823 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00824 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00825 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00826 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00827 People v. Donald Telfair
25/00730 Mindy Boyar v. Floors
Decors & More, Inc.
25/01177 Capital One, N.A. v.
Michael G. Quartararo

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

MONDAY, FEB. 9

518713/20348 37th St. LLC v. Wsc
Group LLC Et Al

541713/25Abdellatif v. Eunige

521109/25Aci Vi Denizen LLC v.
Jailesha Gibbs

534604/25Alam v. Katz

538799/25Ali v. Active One
Resolution Corp Et Al

530322/24 Aligood v. Mohan 522

533182/25Altieri v. Roubin

529890725 Alvarez v. Jab Industries,
Inc. Et Al

517254/25Anderson v. Edwards

530875/25Andrade v. Liberty
Mutual Ins. Co.

514567/25B. v. Pablo Deli Grocery
EtAl

529961/25Bah v. Asibuo

536152/25Bartolomeo v. Cirnigliaro

532231/23 Borum v. Steve John

527563/25Bril v. Platinum Home
Health Care Inc. Et Al

503723/24 Camargo Lopez v. Tejada

530688/25 Cannon v. Hoque

534542/25 Cestaro v. Panda House
on Manhattan Beach LLC

539484725 Cortes v. Charles
Scaturro & Sons, Inc.

532136/25 Cueto v. Bagir

525588/25 Debrosse v. Sysco
Leasing LLC Et Al

538034/22 Dekalb Funeral Services,
Inc. Et Al v. Sassgona Equity LLC
Et Al

528057/25Donegan v. Islam

528054/25 Dzhabirov v. Adoco Inc.
D/b/a Spinning Wheels Express
EtAl

535092/25 Fanith v. Portus Cale
Trucking LLC And Jose F.
Almeida

519073/24 Francis v. Ventour

531583/22 G And G Funding Group
LLC v. Gagos Trucking LLC Et Al

536657/23 Green v. 1562 Dumont
Ave LLC

530910/25Hanif v. Cohen

532085/25Haque v. Krizner

531172/25Hawkins v. Islam

511931/25Hoppenwasser v. 13th
Ave Kosher Bakery Inc. D/b/a
Taam Eden Bakery Inc.

520679/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. Geico Ins. Co.

523104725 Joseph v. Moco

517933/25Kbilashvili v. Kaba

538872/25Knickerbocker Field
Club, Inc. v. Con Ed Co. of New
York, Inc.

524537/25 Lecky v. Juruvilla

522725/25Malcolm v. Chevra
Hatzalah of Crown Heights Corp.
EtAl

524056/25Mancusi v. Shehu

509010/25Martin v. Antwi-Adasi

535752/23 Mercedes-Benz Vehicle
Trust v. Simmons

53212924 Mochernyak v. Pv Hldg.
Corp. Et Al

523144725 Mofile v. Jerome

512365/24 Moposita-Crespo v.
Gruppo 5 Subpartners, Inc. Et Al

526917/25Morales Guerra v. Olmo

533227/25Nemstsveridze v.
Eidelman

525511/25Newman v. Bryante

531952/25 Parra Lopez v. Katz

515396/25 Patterson v. Chinquee

500694/24 Perez v. Islam

521992/25 Ramirez-Castillo v.
Fernandez

534756/25Reid v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification

507521/24S.G.N. v. Nuestros Ninos
Day Care Center

521028/25Silva v. Quality One Int’l
Shipping Express Corp Et Al

527476/25 Simeon v. Simeon

527733/23 Simon v. Falls Lake Nat.
Ins. Co.

513782/25Simun v. NYU Langone
Health System Et Al

504541/25 Smith v. 24/7 Enterprises

527659/25 Spragion v. 81-87 Crooke
Ave. LLC

541094/25 St. Elin v. Caiazzo

537046/23 Star Ins. Co. v. American
Recycling Mgt. LLC

523735/25Valdez v. Geula
Krakowsky Irrevocable Trust Et
Al

529913/25Vasquez v. United Parcel
Service General Services, Co. Et

540425/25Vasquez v. Lovo

517402/25 Vereen v. Ford

504048/25Wedderburn v. Hutton-
Mills

537397/25Yagual v. Gerimedix Inc.
EtAl

TUESDAY, FEB. 10

538797/25992 B'way. LLC v. Maye

524171/25A. v. Ammari

527071/25Abdurayimov v. Ulug,
Inc. Et Al

521581/25Aci Vi Denizen LLC v.
McKie

539495/25 Afroja v. Bove

522933/25Alexandre v. Brookdale
Univ. Hosp. Medical Center Et Al

538218/25Anderson v. Mamun

538217/25Arias-Martinez v. Ellis

514794/25Asare v. Target Corp. Et
Al

530556/25Bandzeladze v. Russo

519076/24 Bank of America N.A. v.
Antebi

514638/25Bashiru v. Sweepey Inc.

533052/25Battle v. Persaud

528861/25Beresford v. Marcano

510940/22 Brown v. Chalk

518241725 Carter v. Cox

526702/25Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. Blas

501437/25Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. Blue Line Protective Services
Inc Et Al

538761/25Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. Lake Wales Bowls LLC Et Al

540021/25Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. Sgmc Systematics Corp. Et Al

527269/24 Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. World Auto Chevrolet LLC Et Al

512653/25 Chicaiza Herrera v.
Preferred Ge Group Inc. Et Al

535146/24 Chowdhury v. Election
Comm. of Chittagong Assoc. of
North America

524297/25Clement v. Stanley
Commons Housing Dev. Fund
Corp.

523479/25 Costanza v. Walgreen
Eastern Co., Inc. And Walgreens
Family of Companies D/b/a
Walgreens

523030/25Dorzhiev v. Morocho

533316/25Fundomate Technologies
Inc v. Out There Sales LLC Et Al

507770/25Gonzalez v. Valentine

532305/25 Guashpa Capuzaes v.
Alvardo

523007/24 Hasan v. Abbott
Laboratories Et Al

523736/25Hogan v. Ag Urgent Care

510926/24 Holder v. Zamim

531812/25Hosein v. Diallo

533019725 Hossain v. Gallimore-
Clark

520680/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. American Transit Ins. Co.

526363/25 Humphrey v. Maddox

736/25 Hurd v. Arbie Processing
LLC

532543/251.P. v. Nash

535215/25Irfan v. Guzman
Gonzalez

538855/25 Jackson v. Islam

517836/25 Jeanpierre v. Oceans 2
LLC

535501/25 Jordan v. American
Distributors Inc Et Al

534697/24 Kingstone Ins. Co. v.
Perasso

530648/25 Labrew v. Feliciano

535463/24 Logan v. Avilez

526060/25 Luke v. Edwards

539381/25Mantis Funding LLC v.
Signature Dev. Co. LLC Et Al

504992/21 McKesson Specialty
Care Distribution LLC v. Forever-
Iuvenis Corp Et Al

520147/25Miles v. Pardes

528955/25Monroy v. Nagar
537828/25Murdock v. Ghee

515695/25 Nosakhare v. Rbm
Transportation USA LLC Et Al

510504725 Parkside Funding Group
LLC v. Changing The Future
Outcome, Inc. Et Al

541404725 Pimenova v. Stillwell
Ave. Inc.

535803/25 Pinnock v. Gamble

534848/23 Regions Bank v. Ramin
Ahmadi

532986/25 Reynolds v. Lamnii

528910/25 Reynolds v. Lamnii

536476/25 Rivera v. Wyckoff
Heights Medical Center

507206/25 Santana v. Garden
Owner LLC Et Al

528477/24Scott v. 230 Ocean Pkwy.

510872/25 Shaxobiddinov v. Big
Apple Ready Mix LLC Et Al

539586/25 Silverline Services, Inc.
v. Lernik Hovsepyan

530265/25 Strigunov v. Ballah

529269/25Tehham v. The Mark
Hotel Mgt. LLC

529707/25Thomas v. Verizon NY
Inc. Et Al

531660/25Tiro v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc.

525079/24 Traylor v. Daniel Hale
Williams Associates

533213/25Vehap v. 3000 Brighton
12 LLC

1028/24 Ward v. Well Life Network

526324/25Zeigler v. Cr Trucking
Services, Inc. Et Al

WEDNESDAY, FEB. 11

538901/25420 Kent Ave. LLC v.
Jefferson

506920/24 785 East 4th Associates
LLC Et Al v. Wesco Ins. Co.

504337/22A.R. Conelly, Inc. Et Al v.
1717 East 8 St LLC Et Al

511432/25Abdelrahman v. Yousaf

514108/25A1 Ansar Center Et Al v.
Rabah

520262/25Alvarez Yanez v.
Hernandez

528329/25 Ambroise v. Cream-0-
Land Dairies

512015/25An Infant By Her Mother
And Natural Guardian Teresa
Mendez v. Milikbekov

516566/25Atonal v. Kim

506437/25 Aurum Funding Source
LLC v. Bridging The Gap A.D.C.
L.L.C. D/b/a Bridging The Gap Et

Al

535147/24 Baguidy v. Ilanit Rlty.
Co., LLCEt Al

540410/25Blandshaw v. NYCHA

536220/25Bobb v. Gilman

532605/25Briones Cuautle v.
McKee

521483/25Bullock v. Office
Solutions USA Inc. Et Al

531217/25Buovolo v. Njoroge

521996/25 Camacho v. Hinds

522667/25 Cfg Merchant Solutions
v. Gladiator Roofing &
Restoration LLC Et Al

535670/25Chen v. Chen

540273/25 Cityline Funding Group,
Inc. v. Al West Inc Et Al

523318/25 Clark v. All About
Automotive II, Inc. Et Al

523775/25De Los Santos Mercedes
v. Blusv II NY 222 Morgan Ave
Lp.

507443/25 Delacruz v. Avalon Gold
526967/24 Dream 24 Cleaners Inc v.
A-Z Merchant Service Inc Et Al

532663/24 Dupera v. Thomas

517447/25Elliott v. Smile Homecare
Agency, Inc. Et Al

501333/23 Fajiram v. The Estate of
Andre Lijoi Et Al

532528/25 Fennell v. Michael

528692/24 Fitzgerald v. Wise

515054725 Foley v. Shatzer III

527369/24 Franchi v. 722 Metro.
LLC. EtAl

536666/23 Garib v. Duckett

543799/25 Giacobbe v. Shaikh

515739/25 Gordon v. Agustinson

529533/25 Graham v. Fountain
Seaview Three Housing Dev.
Fund Co., Inc. Et Al

511892/25 Guachi v. NY Developers
& Mgt. LLC Et Al

521713/25Harrison v. Mizhquiri

522341/17Hernandez v. Mutual
Housing Assoc.

520682/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. American Transit Ins. Co.

520685/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. American Transit Ins. Co.

520687/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. Liberty Mutual Fire Ins. Co.

520681/25Hudson Regional Hosp.
v. State Farm Mutual Automobile
Ins. Co.

507997/241slam v. Cunningham

505642/25 Janvier v. The Episcopal
Diocese of Long Island Et Al

500200/25Jaydee Group USA Inc. v.
Dpalex, Inc.

516585/25Joannah Clarke v. Lenox
Equities Rity. LLC Et Al

514722/25Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Martinez

521118/25Kamolov v. United Parcel
Service Et Al

533382/23 Liquidibee 1 LLC v.
Kennedy Co. Et Al

507221/24 Livingston v. Macy’s Mall
Real Estate

535071/25Lopez v. Meyer

521223/25Makatsaria v.
Progressive Casualty Ins. Co.

521901/24 Marrast v. Baque

507191/25Martinez v. 35 Hldgs.
LLC Et Al

533775/25McCord v. Perniciaro

524311/25Mehmeti v. Halmar Int’l
Inc Et Al

52141924 Mei v. Rustamov

513850/25Modesto v. Expert
Plumbing And Heating Inc. Et Al

523692/25Morales v. Brown
539877/25Mukhtorov v. Penske
Truck Leasing Co., L.P. Et Al

526160/24 Muojekwu v. Centeno

533712225NY Univ. Fed. Credit
Union v. Caleb

528651/25Nicolas v. Ostreni

513530/25 Platinum Home Health
Care, Inc. v. Liriano

513675/24Ramos Jr. v. Hakmon
Ronen Menachem Et Al

523044/24 Ramos v. Proton Ccm
LLC Et Al

538521/25Rivas Calleja v. Davis

522685/25 Sano v. Zack

519838/25 Shabaj v. 259 Monitor
Rlty. LLC Et Al

506384725 Sheikh v. Thompson

535740/25 Shepard v. Barrientos

522281/25 Silimon v. M.P.J.
Enterprises, Inc.

519549/25 Sinclair Funding Group
v. El Bori Credit Repair Inc D/b/a
El Bori Credit Repair Et Al
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