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IN BRIEF

Macfarlanes Debuts in
New York With Private
Capital-Focused Office

Macfarlanes is opening an office
in New York as the firm takes
steps to boost its profile in the
U.S. and “remain relevant” in a
rapidly evolving legal market.

Opening on April 1, the office
will be led by the firm’s former
managing partner and current
senior adviser Julian Howard,
who will lead a team of the
firm’s investor intelligence
support staff. The firm is being
established as a “representative
office” designed to help the firm
raise its brand in the U.S., build
market knowledge and establish
closer investor relationships for
the benefit of its private capital
and private wealth clients.

The firm’s incoming senior
partner, Damien Crossley,
emphasised that the new office
will not practise U.S. law, and is
not intended as a step towards
competing with its relationship
firms, such as Wachtell, Lipton,
Rosen & Katz, or any other firm
inits “good friends” network. To
begin with, the office will house
a small number of staff “in the
single digits”.

Howard was Macfarlanes’
managing partner for 12 years
between 2010 to 2022. Armed
with international experience,
he was also previously the resi-
dent partner in charge of the
firm’s former Tokyo office from
1992 to 1997, when the office
closed. He relocated from Lon-
don to New York at the begin-
ning of the year.

Based at 667 Madison Ave-
nue, the New York office has
already been fitted out and will
be ready to use from April 1.

Crossley believes the launch
will “help our European clients
navigate the U.S.”, adding that
the office is not intended as a
referral office, but rather will
serve firm-originated clients.

Aermont and Hayfin are
among the firm’s major Euro-
pean private capital clients.

Crossley, who will become
firmwide senior partner on April
1, emphasised the firm’s desire
to remain as it is, adding: “We
have absolutely zero interest
in merging. We have absolutely
zero interest in practicing U.S.
law.”

of a U.S. presence in today’s
legal market: “The worst thing
that can happen to a law firm
is being seen as irrelevant in a
world of global elites.”

But he also stressed that the
firm’s desire to maintain its tra-
ditional values and dismissed
the idea of any major overhauls.

“We are an evolutionary firm,
not a revolutionary firm,” he
said.

Indeed, he believes that the
expansion into New York is a
natural evolution of Macfar-
lanes’ strategy, suggesting that
the U.S. is an essential location
for the firm’s private capital and
private wealth practices, two of
its four key pillars alongside
M&A and disputes.

The firm’s investor intel-
ligence team came about in
2022 and sits within the firm’s
wider non-legal client service
called ‘beyond legal’, and was
launched with the intention of
identifying and exploring inves-
tor trends, including appetite,
fund terms and regional oppor-
tunities.

—NMelina Block

Proskauer Lands Private
Funds Partner From
Katten in Boca Raton

Proskauer Rose announced
Tuesday that it had hired part-
ner Vlad Bulkin from Katten
Muchin Rosenman in Boca
Raton to bolster its private
investment funds practice.

Bulkin joins a private invest-
ment funds practice that has
played a key role in driving the
firm’s broader success—Pros-
kauer grew revenue by 13.8%
to $1.58 billion in 2025. Mean-
while, since the start of 2024,
the private investment funds
team has added 14 partners,
and the firm’s global finance
group has welcomed 25 part-
ners in the same period.

“My expertise supplements
alot of the expertise ~ » Page 4
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DECISIONS OF INTEREST
First Department U.S. Courts

LANDLORD-TENANT: Summary judg-
ment granted on claim of liability in
tenantaction. 387 ParkS. L.L.C.v. Schul-
man, Supreme Court, New York.

CONTRACTUAL DISPUTES: Summary
judgment granted for defendant for
sale of sculpture. Edward Tyler Nahem
Fine Art, L.L.C. v. Lee, Supreme Court,
New York.

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE: Motion to
dismiss denied, court found action
timely. Mohamed\v. Goldstein, Supreme
Court, New York.

Second Department

CIVIL PROCEDURE: Court does not
consider opposition papers; movant
did not provide evidence. Ordonezv.
100 Church Fee Owne, Supreme Court,
Kings.

EMPLOYMENT LITIGATION: Motion
granted for defendant to dismiss
racial discrimination claims. Alvarez v.
Salvation Army, Supreme Court, Kings.

CONTRACTS: Summary judgment
denied; action allowed to be com-
menced in New York. Northfield Bank
v. Vigor Shoppe Inc., Supreme Court,
Richmond.

CRIMINAL APPEALS: Electronic
search, community service, mental
health conditions upheld in §922(g)
case. U.S. v. Jimenez, 2d. Cir.

BUSINESS TORTS: Court denies sum-
mary judgment motions in fraud suit
over alleged hidden recruiter fee.
Clinton Group Inc. v. Navesink Int’l
LLC, SDNY.

EMPLOYMENT LITIGATION: Sex dis-
crimination claims against former
employer to proceed under NYCHRL/
NYSHRL. Toomey v. One Equity Part-
ners, SDNY.

CONTRACTUAL DISPUTES: Lanham
Act claims dismissed; trademark dis-
pute governed by co-existence agree-
ment. Secure Operations Monitoring
Serv. Incv. LeTip Int'l Inc.,EDNY.

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE: FTCA
dental malpractice suit dismissed
in part; negligent supervision
claim exhausted. Schwingle v. U.S.,
WDNY.
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Rebecca Tinio, partner at KKL

Rebecca Tinio, Former SDNY
Civil Division Deputy, Joins KKL

BY EMILY SAUL

REBECCA Tinio shares a love of
problem-solving with her father,
who immigrated to the United
States from the Philippines.

It was their mutual fascination
with what she called “interesting
problems” and her intrigue with the
justice system that drew her to law
school and ultimately to boutique
New York City firm, KKL, where she
started earlier this month.

“I am really interested in our
justice system,” she said in an

interview. “I'm interested in how
cases play out in the public, and
how those narratives are, kind of,
areflection of society. I think, cer-
tainly, working in the government
is a very, very unique bird’s eye
perspective on that, and what drew
me here as well.”

Tinio joined KKL following 14
years at the U.S. Attorney’s Office
for the Southern District of New
York, where she most recently
served as a deputy chief in the
civil division.

Asked about achievements of
which she’s proud, » Page4

Amid Cross-Border M&A Growth,
Fried Frank Adds Kirkland,
Morgan Lewis Partners

BY RYAN HARROFF

FRIED, Frank, Harris, Shriv-
er & Jacobson has added
two partners in its merg-
ers and acquisitions and
private equity practice, as
the firm seeks to further
bolster its trans-Atlantic
transactional offerings.
Kirkland & Ellis’ Rhett
McPhie joined Fried Frank

in London, and Morgan,
Lewis & Bockius’ Nathan
Pusey joined the firm in

Fried Frank partners Rhett McPhie and
Nathan Pusey

New York on Tuesday. Both

were partners at their for-

mer firms and are the latest in a
series of lateral additions Fried
Frank has made to its M&A team
in recent months.

Steven Epstein, Fried Frank’s
managing partner and co-head of
the M&A and PE practice group,
said in an interview that growing
that practice area has been a prior-

ity for the firm. Fried Frank works
on a financial year that ends Febru-
ary 27, last Friday, and Epstein said
that the M&A group’s performance
in 2025 was some of the best it has
ever seen.

Epstein did not speak to spe-
cific revenue figures for the firm,
but said that in 2025, Fried Frank
saw close to $5 trillion ~ » Page 9
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Meet the Judges
Handling Thousands of
Tariff Refund Suits

BY ALYSSA AQUINO

ARELATIVELY low-profile court in
New York City may decide whether
and when thousands of importers
can recoup the billions they paid in
tariffs that were declared to have
been illegally imposed by President
Donald Trump.

The court is the U.S. Court of
International Trade, which ruled
against President Donald Trump’s
tariffs in May 2025. The court has
since been inundated with litiga-
tion seeking orders forcing the
White House to return the report-
edly $170 billion collected in tariffs.

That litigation crush has only
escalated in the weeks since the
U.S. Supreme Court confirmed the
jurists’ ruling that Trump could
not use an emergency statute, the
International Emergency Economic
Powers Act, or IEEPA, to enact his
extensive tariff regime.

The refund suits have thus far
gone before the three judges who
ruled against the duties—Senior
Judge Jane Restani, Judge Gary
Katzmann and Judge Timothy
Reif—and were stayed pending
the appeal.

With the justices having spo-
ken, the panel is now poised to
consider the refund suits, as well
as the breadth of their injunctive
powers in light of the Supreme
Court’s Trump v. CASA decision
rejecting nationwide injunctions.

Judge
Jane Restani

Judge
Gary
Katzmann

Judge
Timothy Reif

Amid all the uncertainty, Law.
com and the New York Law Journal
take a look at the three presiding
judges.

Of the three panelists, Restani
has the most trade court experi-
ence—she was appointed to the
bench in 1983 by then-President
Ronald Reagan.

She served as the trade court’s
chief judge between 2003 and
2010, and as such was  » Page9

Crypto Platform Developers
Not Liable for Misconduct of
Unknown Third-Party Issuers

BY MICHAEL A. MORA

A MANHATTAN federal judge dis-
missed, with prejudice, a proposed
class action accusing Uniswap Labs
and its chief executive of liability
for millions of dollars in losses tied
to so-called “scam tokens,” ruling
that the crypto platform’s devel-
opers cannot be held responsible
for fraud perpetrated by unknown
third-party issuers who used the
decentralized exchange.

U.S. District Judge Katherine Polk
Failla of the Southern District of New
York dismissed with prejudice a sec-

A The Southern District decision
is posted at nylj.com.

ond amended
complaint
on Monday
brought by
investors who
said they lost
money trad-
ing 38 fraudu-
lent tokens on
the Uniswap
Protocol. The
plaintiffs sought to hold Universal
Navigation Inc., doing business as
Uniswap Labs, and chief executive
Hayden Adams responsible.

And the ruling marks the latest
chapter in a closely watched case
testing the boundaries of liability
for decentralized finance platforms.
The same court previously threw
out federal securities claims, a deci-
sion largely affirmed by ~ » Page 9

Judge Polk Failla

Deal Watch: Dozens of Big Law Partners
Handled $106B Paramount-Warner Bros. Deal

BY PATRICK SMITH

NEARLY 50 partners across six Big
Law firms helped steer the $110
billion deal confirmed on Feb. 27
between Paramount Skydance
Corp. and Warner Bros. Discovery,
according to lists of firm lawyers
on the deal.

Warner Bros., which accepted
the offer from Paramount, initially
indicated it would accept an offer
from Netflix for the business that
came in between $72 billion and
$83 billion, but a campaign (and

substantial financial investment)
by the Ellison family eventually
won out.

Larry Ellison, the father of Sky-
dance/Paramount head David Elli-
son, personally backed $40.4 billion
of the offer. Bank of America and
Citigroup are providing around $54
billion in debt financing, while sev-
eral Middle East sovereign wealth
funds (reportedly Saudi Arabia,
Qatar and Abu Dhabi) also kicked
in cash to reach the $110 billion
mark.

Cravath, Swaine & Moore was
the lead counsel for Paramount,

while Debevoise & Plimpton and
Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
acted as co-counsel for Warner
Bros. Latham & Watkins worked
with the investment consortium
on finance, and Cleary, Gottlieb,
Steen & Hamilton advised the
special committee to the board of
directors for Paramount. Covington
& Burling was regulatory counsel
for Warner Bros.

Several Big Law leaders and
M&A rainmakers jumped in to
see it through. That included
Faiza Saeed, presiding partner at
Cravath, working for Paramount,

and Andrew Nussbaum, co-chair of
Wachtell Lipton, working for War-
ner Bros. Top M&A partners and
dealmakers at Latham, Debevoise
and Covington also worked the
deal.

The Cravath team was com-
posed of partners Saeed, Daniel
Cerqueira, Claudia Ricciardi,
Alexander Greenberg and Minh
Van Ngo on M&A matters; part-
ners Andrew Pitts and C. Daniel
Haaren on capital markets matters;
partner George Zobitz on banking
matters; partner Lauren Angelilli on
tax matters; partner Jonathan Katz
on executive compensation and
benefits matters; partners Andrew
Finch and Noah Joshua Phillips on
antitrust matters; partners Kevin
Orsini and Justin Clarke on litiga-
tion matters; and part-  » Page4
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Artificial Intelligence »3

Initiating Artificial
Intelligence Transactions:
A Legal Analysis

by Jonathan Bick

Law and the Family »3

Res Judicata and
Collateral Estoppel in
Matrimonial Actions
by Joel R. Brandes

A Court Calendars

Civil and Supreme Court calendars for New York and
surrounding counties are now available weeks in advance

at nylj.com. Search cases by county, index, judge or party
name. Important Part information, including addresses, phone
numbers and courtrooms are updated daily. Only at nylj.com.
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Tax Foreclosure:

‘Pung v. Isabella County’
And Constitutional

Tax Foreclosure

by Christopher Riano

Realty Law Digest
by Scott E. Mollen

A More Real Estate Trends
columns are archived at
nylj.com.

Homebuilder Lennar

Lays Out $8M Welcome Mat
For Ex-Hertz Legal Chief

by Chris O’Malley

Greenberg Traurig,
Hanson Bridgett Pick Up
Procopio Real Estate
Partners in California

by Samson Amore
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SUPREME COURT BRIEF

From Weed Gummies To
Ayahuasca Trips: Justices Consider
Gun Ban for Recreational Drug Users

BY JIMMY HOOVER

Welcome to “Supreme Court Brief”.
My name is Jimmy Hoover. I am the
Supreme Court correspondent for
the National Law Journal and Law.
com. In this newsletter, I provide
SCOTUS watchers with the latest
news and analysis from the nation-s
most powerful court.

The Supreme Court heard oral
arguments Monday morning in
U.S. v. Hemani, a challenge to a
federal law prohibiting drug users,
including marijuana users, from
possessing firearms. The court
also released orders from its lat-
est conference, declining to take up
any new cases for the coming term.
Among the denied petitions—an
appeal challenging the U.S. Copy-
right Office’s refusal to register fed-
eral copyrights for works created
entirely by artificial intelligence.

The Supreme Court will return
to the bench Tuesday for oral argu-
ments in Hunter v. U.S., a case
about the phenomenon of appellate
waivers—plea agreements signed
by defendants waiving their right to
appeal—and what circumstances
Jjustify letting defendants bypass
them.

Ifyou’d like to get in touch with
tips, feedback or general greet-
ings, you can reach me at jimmy.
hoover@alm.com.

Supreme Court Issues
6-3 Rulings on Calif.
Gender Policy,

NYC Redistricting Battle

On Monday evening, the
Supreme Court issued two 6-3
decisions on its emergency
docket.

In Mirabelli v. Bonta, the high
court ruled in favor of a group of
Christian parents and teachers

O.LOHd ASZLYNOD

During Monday’s hearing on the federal gun ban for drug users, justices asked
a range of colorful hypothetical questions, including those about Ambien us-

ers and obscure hallucinogens.

challenging California’s policy
of not letting schools out trans-
gender students to their parents.
In a 6-3 decision, the court said
California’s policy was likely
unconstitutional and reinstated
a district court’s order prevent-
ing schools from “misleading” the
parents about their child’s gender
transition efforts.

“Under long-established
precedent, parents—not the
State—have primary authority
with respect to ‘the upbringing
and education of children,’”
the Supreme Court stated in a
per curiam opinion. “The right
protected by these precedents
includes the right not to be shut
out of participation in decisions
regarding their children’s mental
health.”

The court’s three liberal jus-
tices dissented. Justice Elena
Kagan wrote a dissent joined by
Justice Ketanji Brown Jackson
accusing the court’s conser-
vative majority of once again

abusing the court’s emergency
docket.

“A mere decade ago, this Court
would never have granted relief in
this posture,” Kagan wrote.

Justice Sonia Sotomayor noted
her dissent.

In the case Malliotakis v. Wil-
liams, the court granted a request
from New York City’s only Repub-
lican congresswoman, Nicole
Malliotakis, to pause a state trial
court’s decision that her district
needed to be redrawn to boost
representation of Black and Latino
voters.

Sotomayor wrote a dissent by
Kagan and Jackson.

“The Court’s 101-word unex-
plained order can be summarized
in just 7: ‘Rules for thee, but not
for me,” Sotomayor wrote. “Ignor-
ing every limit on federal courts’
authority, the Court takes the
unprecedented step of staying
a state trial court’s decision in a
redistricting dispute on matters
of state law without  » page”

Too Fat to Succeed at Work? ‘Overweight’
Could Soon Be a Protected Class in NJ

BY CHARLES TOUTANT

BIAS against people who are
overweight is a significant fac-
tor in workplace culture and
career mobility, according to
a study that could re-ignite
the long-running debate about
whether workers who are car-
rying extra weight deserve legal
protections against workplace
bias.

As a handful of municipalities
are working to address the dispar-
ity, lawmakers in New Jersey are
considering whether to extend
workplace protections to over-
weight employees—a move sure
to impact workplace litigation.

Weight bias shapes hiring,
compensation and promotion
decisions—and 19% of hiring man-
agers say they're less likely to hire
an overweight candidate, accord-
ing to the survey of 1,000 U.S. hir-
ing managers.

Of those responding, 17%
admit they have given over-
weight employees smaller raises,
and nearly 1 in 4 hiring managers
believe overweight employees are
less likely to reach executive or
leadership roles in their company,
the report said.

Correction

In the March 3 issue of the
Law Journal, a headline
misstated the judicial
appointment of Justice
Karen Lin. The accurate
headline should have read:
"Justice Karen Lin Becomes
First Asian American Wom-
an Appointed to Appellate
Term Bench in New York."

Taken together, the findings
raise questions about work-
place culture and the extent that
hiring and career mobility are
being shaped by appearance-
based bias.

San Francisco and Santa Cruz,
California, and Binghamton, New
York, have laws that explicitly
include weight as a protected cat-

25%

Of hiring managers doubt
overweight employees
will reach leadership.

17%

Of managers admit giving
smaller raises to overweight
employees

egory. A few others—Washington,
D.C., Urbana, Illinois, and Madi-
son, Wisconsin, have laws that
protect against discrimination
based on personal appearance.

And New Jersey could join that
small group if its legislature votes
to adopt S-1631—a measure that
adds weight and height to the pro-
tected characteristics covered by
the state’s Law Against Discrimi-
nation. After the Senate passed
the bill on a 24-14 margin in late
February, the bill was referred
to the Assembly Judiciary Com-
mittee.

“True equality in the workplace
means ensuring that every New
Jerseyan is judged by their talent,
hard work, and character—not
by a number on a scale or a mea-
surement on a wall,” said the bill’s
prime sponsor, Andrew Zwicker,
in a statement. “By amending the

Law Against Discrimination, we
are closing a loophole that has
allowed arbitrary physical traits
to overshadow professional merit
for far too long.”

And data seem to support that
claim.

The survey, made public on
Feb. 27, was funded by Sunlight.
com, a company offering com-
pounded GLP-1 medications like
semaglutide and tirzepatide.

And a separate survey of GLP-1
users, issued in October 2025 and
likewise funded by Sunlight.com,
said 41% of respondents believe
that losing weight contributed
to professional gains, including
raises and promotions.

Overweight people have his-
torically enjoyed minimal legal
protection because the issue of
weight was saddled with moral
questions, said Doron Dorfman,
a professor at Seton Hall Univer-
sity School of Law in Newark, New
Jersey, who teaches disability law
and employment law.

“Alot of people think that being
fat is a choice, that there’s a moral
blame to the person who has that
specific trait where we don’t have
that specifically with regards to
other traits,” Dorfman said.

That perception of morality
and blame is deepening in the
age of effective weight loss drugs,
he said.

Some people think losing
weight with GLP-1 is “a short-
cut, because you don'’t really get
over your lust for food, right?” he
said.

That message was driven home
by Secretary of Health and Human
Services Robert F. Kennedy Jr.
in comments he made during a
video in which he and recording
artist Kid Rock were seen doing
a shirtless exercise routine, Dorf-
man said. » Page7

What Was Behind a Spike in Judicial
Misconduct Complaints Last Year?

BY AVALON ZOPPO

THE NUMBER of judicial miscon-
duct complaints filed against fed-
eral judges spiked last year, accord-
ing to the most recent statistics
released by the Administrative
Office of the U.S. Courts.

A little over 1,850 ethics com-
plaints were commenced against
judges during the 12-month period
that ended Sept. 30, an almost 23%
increase compared to the same
period a year prior and higher
than recent years. Court watchers
said it’s difficult to pin down what
could be behind the increase, but
one driver could be a ramping up of
public officials’ criticism of judges
and the courts.

As is common each year, the
allegations made most frequently
were related to the merits of a deci-
sion or ruling (with 1,603 allega-
tions), up 400 from 2024. Litigants
accounted for 79% of complainants,
followed by prison inmates at
16%.

F

COMPLAINTS
COMMENCED

“It’s more common for public
officials to say things about judges
that go beyond respectful disagree-
ment with a decision,” said former
U.S. district judge Jeremy Fogel,
executive director of the Berkeley
Judicial Institute.

“They tend to be more person-
al in nature,” added Fogel, who
served in the Northern District of
California. “I don’t think that the
court system is perfect by any
means... but I think the uptick in
misconduct complaints, that is
sort of an environmental result of
people criticizing the courts more
in the public sphere.”

After a string of court orders
temporarily blocking Trump
administration policies early last
year, several of the president’s
allies lashed out against the judges
behind the rulings.

For example, Elon Musk tweeted
that U.S. District Judge Paul Engel-
mayer of the Southern District of
New York—who restricted the
Department of Government Effi-
ciency from accessing sensitive

U.S. Treasury data—is a “corrupt
judge protecting corruption.”
And since then, U.S. House
Republicans have introduced arti-
cles of impeachment against two
federal judges over their rulings.

At a hearing in January, GOP law-
makers accused U.S. District Judge
James Boasberg of the District of
Columbia of being politically moti-
vated in authorizing sealed subpoe-
nas of Republican senators’ phone
records related to an investigation
of the Jan. 6, 2021 attack on the
U.S. Capitol. Boasber also previ-
ously halted Trump administra-
tion deportations under the Alien
Enemies Act.

And U.S. District Judge Deborah
Boardman of the District of Mary-
land is facing impeachment threats
for sentencing Nicholas Roske to
eight years in prison for attempting
to murder U.S. Supreme Court Jus-
tice Brett Kavanaugh, which was
much lighter than the prosecutors’
3(0-year-sentence recommendation.

University of Pittsburgh law
professor Arthur Hell-  » page 7
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Expert Analysis

ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

Initiating Artificial Intelligence
Transactions: A Legal Analysis

he legal view of artificial
intelligence (Al) transac-
tions is evolving. However,
such development does
not change the fact that
Al transaction legal assessment
is best commenced by applying
the fact that Al is software to the
evaluation. Doing so is likely to
make such analysis faster, more
accurate and more robust.

The fact that Al is software
should automatically trigger con-
sideration of the additional fact
that the only difference between Al
software and traditional software is
who writes the algorithm (instruc-
tions telling the computer what to
do). Al software algorithms, unlike
traditional software algorithms, are
not written by people.

Understanding the “not written
by people” feature of Al software is
the best lens for viewing Al trans-
actions. The fact that an Al is not
a legal entity, prompts the proper
legal analysis of Al transactions.
More precisely, since an Al is not
a legal entity, it cannot be a party
to alegal proceeding; thus, a party
other than the Al software must be
identified as a potential defendant.

Al directly causes a wide range
of bad acts, causing injuries that
are already occurring today. These
harms range from immediate, tan-
gible issues like discrimination and
job displacement to damage to the
health and safety of people due to
Al software issuing directions to
machines through the Internet of
things.

Thus, when an Al system causes
legal difficulties, but cannot be held
liable, proper Al transaction legal
analysis should cause a shift in
liability consideration to others if
they knew or should have known
of the risks associated with the Al
transaction. Liability for Al “bad
acts” may rest with developers,
deployers, or users, (who are legal
entities) rather than the Al system

JONATHAN BICK is counsel at Brach
Eichler and chairman of the firm’s pat-
ent, intellectual property, and informa-
tion technology group. He is also an
adjunct professor at Pace and Rutgers
Law School.

By
Jonathan
Bick

itself, which lacks legal personhood
(and is not a legal entity).

The entities most likely to be
liable for Al related harm are those
related to the Al activities which
caused harm. The most common
activities include: actions during
Al programming for flawed algo-
rithms, training data, or reckless
design; events during Al operation
such as misuse of the Al failure to
supervise, or ignore instructions;
and arrangements during use in
commerce due to product liability
for defective Al

The entities most likely
to be liable for Al related
harm are those related
to the Al activities which
caused harm.

Under U.S. law, secondary lia-
bility for wrongful or harmful acts
committed by artificial intelligence
(A is not explicitly addressed in
federal statutes, but rather from
common law and statutory frame-
works that provide guidance. These
principles, as applied to Al users,
depend on the specific context of
the harm and the user’s role in the
Al's operation or deployment.

Similarly, the Third Restatement
of Torts points out the concept
of “reasonable foreseeability” in
product liability cases, focusing on
whether harm caused by a product
defect was reasonably foreseeable
to the manufacturer. This notion
guarantees that liability attaches
only when the harm falls within the
scope of risks that the defendant
could reasonably anticipate.

Like traditional software trans-
actions liability, Al transaction
liability is also dependent on the
role of the Al software involved in
the bad act both from a foreseeabil-

ity standpoint and from a material-
ity perspective. Courts may limit
liability where the harm is deemed
too remote or speculative, as well
as not being a significant factor in
the harm.

However, unlike traditional soft-
ware transactions liability associ-
ated with the algorithms embedded
in software, a court cannot hold an
Al software/system liable. A court
can hold human programmers and
software developers liable for harm
caused by algorithms when it can
be proven that the harm resulted
from direct intent or from negli-
gence in the design, development,
testing, or maintenance of the
software, or when the software is
deemed defective under strict lia-
bility standards. While a court can
hold programmers liable when a
developer breaches a duty of care,
such as failing to follow industry
standards or ignoring foreseeable
risks, a court may not do the same
for an AL

Courts and statutes assess
whether the harm caused by Al
was a reasonably foreseeable
consequence of the defendant’s
actions or omissions. Such assess-
ment may be guided by a myriad of
software stare decisis findings. The
application of prior software legal
decisions is likely to be applied
across jurisdictions to establish
duty, causation, and the scope of
liability, ensuring that liability is
appropriately limited to harms that
could have been anticipated by a
reasonable person or entity in the
defendant’s position.

Additionally, the legal analysis
of Al transactions must be exam-
ined through a lens of federal law
and general principles of second-
ary liability. Such an examination
is focused by different types of
legal transactions and Al use.
Secondary liability in the context
of copyright law, for example,
includes contributory and vicari-
ous liability. Contributory liability
arises when a party has knowledge
of infringing activity and induces,
causes, or materially contributes to
it. Vicarious liability, on the other
hand, does not require knowledge
but imposes liability when a party
has theright and ability ~ » Page 8

LAW AND THE FAMILY

Res Judicata
Matrimonial

ssues related to the doctrines

of res judicata and collat-

eral estoppel are frequently

involved in matrimonial actions

and custody proceedings, since
the Supreme Court retains continu-
ing jurisdiction to modify its judg-
ments and orders.

The doctrine of res judicata
prevents a party from re-litigating
a claim once a court has issued a
final judgment on the merits of that
claim. (Bayer v. City of New York,
115A.D.3d 897,983 N.Y.S.2d 61 (2d
Dep’t 2014)). The predicate for its
operation is that (1) the judgment
must be a final judgment on the
merits, and (2) due process must
have been observed. Res judicata
has been limited to the parties and
their privies.

Ajudgment in one action is con-
clusive in a later one, as to any mat-
ters actually litigated in it, and as to
any that might have been litigated,
when the two causes of action have
such a measure of identity that a
different judgment in the second
action would destroy or impair
rights or interests established by
the first action.

The test is whether the sub-
stance of the rights or interests
established in the first action will
be destroyed or impaired by the
prosecution of the second. It is
not conclusive to the same extent
when the two causes of action are
different, not in form only but in
the rights and interests affected.
The estoppel is limited to the point
actually determined. (Schuylkill
Fuel Corp. v. B. & C. Nieberg Real-
ty Corp., 250 N.Y. 304, 165 N.E. 456
(1929)).

Under res judicata, or claim
preclusion, a valid final judgment
bars future actions between the
same parties on the same cause of
action” (Parker v. Blauvelt Volunteer
Fire Co.,93 NY2d 343, 347 (1999)).

One linchpin of res judicata is an
identity of parties actually litigat-
ing successive actions against each
other: the doctrine applies only
when a claim between the parties
has been previously ‘brought to a

JOEL R.BRANDES practices matrimonial
law in New York City, concentrating on
appeals.

and Collateral Estoppel in

Actions

By
JoelR.
Brandes

final conclusion. (City of New York
v. Welsbach Elec. Corp., 9NY3d 124,
127 (2007)). The claim preclusion
rule extends beyond attempts to
relitigate identical claims.

The Court of Appeals has
applied a “transactional analysis
approach” in determining wheth-
er an earlier judgment has claim
preclusive effect, such that “once
a claim is brought to a final con-
clusion, all other claims arising
out of the same transaction or
series of transactions are barred,
even if based upon different theo-

A judgment dismissing a
cause of action after the
close of the proponent’s
evidence is a dismissal on
the merits unless it speci-
fies otherwise.

ries or if seeking a different rem-
edy. Although the transactional
approach casts a facially broad
preclusive net, this court has taken
a pragmatic and flexible attitude
toward claim preclusion, recogniz-
ing that the doctrine, “if applied
too rigidly, could work consider-
able injustice.”

Thus, to determine whether two
claims arise out of the same trans-
action or series of transactions, it
has held that courts should analyze
whether the claims turn on facts
that “ ‘are related in time, space,
origin, or motivation, whether they
form a convenient trial unit, and
whether their treatment as a unit
conforms to the parties’ expecta-
tions or business understanding or
usage’ ”. Ultimately, the application
of the transactional approach to
claim preclusion seeks to prevent
litigants from taking two bites
at the apple. (Simmons v. Trans
Express Inc., 37 N.Y.3d 107, 148
N.Y.S.3d 178 (2021)).

Once a claim is brought to a
final conclusion, all other claims
arising out of the same transac-
tion or series of transactions are
barred, even if based upon different
theories or if seeking a different
remedy. (O Brien v. City of Syracuse,
54 N.Y.2d 353, 357, 445 N.Y.S.2d
687(1981)).

The doctrine does not apply if
the prior action was dismissed on
procedural grounds without reach-
ing the merits. (see Li v. Wisteria
Gardens Condominium, 234 AD3d
897 (2d Dept 2025); U.S. Bank Natl.
Assn. v. Friedman, 175 AD3d 1341
(2d Dept 2019)). A judgment does
not operate as an estoppel in a
subsequent action between the
parties as to immaterial or unes-
sential facts, even though put in
issue by the pleadings and directly
decided. It is final only as to facts
litigated and decided, which have
such a relation to the issue that
their determination was necessary
to the determination of that issue.
(Rudd v. Cornell, 171 N.Y. 114, 63
N.E. 823 (1902)).

In Boronow v. Boronow, (71
N.Y.2d 284, 525 N.Y.S.2d 179 (1988))
a former wife who was a party to a
concluded matrimonial action, and
had a full and fair opportunity to
contest property issues was barred
by res judicata from a subsequent
plenary action concerning title to
the marital home which could have
been, but was not, raised in the
prior action. The Court of Appeals
held that the courts and the parties
should ordinarily be able to plan
for the resolution of all issues relat-
ing to the marriage relationship in
a single action.

However, in Chen v. Fischer, (6
N.Y.3d 94, 810 N.Y.S.2d 96 (2005)),
the Court of Appeals distinguished
Boronow, and held that a wife’s sub-
sequent personal injury action for
intentional infliction of emotional
distress and assault and battery
was not barred by res judicata,
although the allegations in the per-
sonal injury action were “virtually
identical” to those in her counter-
claim for divorce, and arose out of
the same transaction or series of
transactions.

It reasoned that an interspousal
tort action does not form a con-
venient trial unit witha  » page9
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Off the Front

Outside Counsel

Deal Watch

«Continued from page 1
ner John W. White on corporate
governance matters.

Debevoise & Plimpton and
Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
were co-counsel for Warner Bros.
The Debevoise team was led by
M&A partners Jonathan Levitsky,
Erik Andrén, Gordon Moodie and
Katherine Durnan Taylor, employ-
ee benefits and executive compen-
sation partner Simone Hicks, IP
and technology transactions
partner Henry Lebowitz, capi-
tal markets partners Benjamin
Pedersen and Matthew Kaplan,
finance partners Ryan Rafferty
and Ramya Tiller and tax partners
Peter Schuur and Erin Cleary and
includes M&A partners John Love
and William Regner.

The Wachtell team was led
by corporate partner and firm
co-chair Andrew Nussbaum and
corporate partners Karessa Cain,
Hannah Clark and Jacob Pearl-
man. Deborah Paul handled tax,
while firm co-chair William Savitt
and partner Ryan McLeod han-
dled litigation matters. Finance
partner Gregory Pessin rounded
out the partners working the deal.

Latham worked with Para-
mount and an investor consor-
tium on equity finance. The team
was led by New York partner lan
Nussbaum, Chicago partner Max
Schleusener, and Los Angeles
partners Rick Offsay and Liliana
Ranger.

Cleary was led by partners Paul
Shim and Kelsey Nussenfeld.

The Covington team, as regu-
latory counsel for Warner Broth-
ers, included Derek Ludwin
(D.C.); Johan Ysewyn (Brussels);
Ross Demain (D.C.); Melissa Van
Schoorisse (Brussels); James Mar-
shall (London); Nathan Wilkins
(Brussels); Romain Girard (Brus-
sels); Silvia Wu (D.C.); and Jaina
Patel (D.C.).

In all, there were at least six
announced deals valued at more
than $1 billion in the last week.
Two of those were over the $5 bil-
lion range. There was at least one
new SPAC merger and one new
IPO tracked by Radar. There were
at least nine debt offerings over
$500 million tracked last week.

Deals on the Radar

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

Engie SA has acquired UK
Power Networks Holdings Ltd.
(UKPN), an electricity distribu-
tion operator in the UK., from CK
Infrastructure Holdings Ltd. for an
equity value of approximately 10.5
billion pounds ($14.2 billion). The
transaction, announced Feb. 25,
is expected to close in mid-2026.
France-based Engie was advised
by a Herbert Smith Freehills team
led by partners Caroline Rae, Silke
Goldberg and Frédéric Bouvet.
Counsel information for UKPN
was not immediately available.

The Brink’s Co., the security
and armored truck company,
has agreed to acquire ATM net-
work NCR Atleos Corp. in a cash
and stock transaction valued at
approximately $6.6 billion. The
transaction, announced Feb. 26,
is expected to close in the first
quarter of 2027. Richmond, Vir-
ginia-based Brink’s was advised
by Sidley Austin New York-based
partners Adam Cromie, David
Grubman and George Hunter. NCR
Atleos, which is based in Atlanta,
was counseled by King & Spalding

partners Robert J. Leclerc, Rahul
Patel, Michelle Stewart and Keith
M. Townsend. Latham & Watkins
represented J.P. Morgan, acting as
the financial adviser to NCR. The
Latham & Watkins corporate team
was led by partners Charles Ruck
and Brian Umanoff.

An investor consortium led
by Affinius Capital, in partner-
ship with Vista Hill Partners, has
agreed to acquire Veris Residen-
tial, a Class A multifamily REIT, for
an all-cash consideration of Veris
common stock valued at an enter-
prise value of $3.4 billion. Affinius
Capital and Vista Hill Partners
were advised by Skadden, Arps,
Slate, Meagher & Flom; Greenberg
Traurig; and Simpson Thacher &
Bartlett. Veris Residential, which
is based in Jersey City, New Jersey,
was counseled by Weil, Gotshal &
Manges and Seyfarth Shaw. Fried,
Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacob-
son guided J.P. Morgan, acting
as financial adviser to Veris. The
Fried Frank team was led by M&A
and private equity partners Philip
Richter and Roy Tannenbaum.
Goldman Sachs & Co., the lead
arranger and underwriter on the
bridge loan, was represented by
Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher.

Citigroup has agreed to sell
24 percent of its Mexico retail-
banking unit to General Atlantic,
Brazilian bank BTG Pactual and
insurance giant Chubb, among
others, for roughly $2.5 billion.
The transaction, announced Feb.
24, is expected to close by the end
of 2026. Sao Paulo-based BTG Pac-
tual Bank was advised by Simpson
Thacher & Bartlett partner Gren-
fel Calheiros. Counsel information
for Citigroup, which is based in
New York, was not immediately
available.

CECO Environmental Corp.
and Thermon Group Holdings
have agreed to merge for a stock
and cash consideration valued at
approximately $2.2 billion. The
transaction, announced Feb. 24,
is expected to close in mid-2026.
Dallas-based CECO Environmental
was advised by Gibson, Dunn &
Crutcher. Thermon Group, which
is based in San Marcos, Texas, was
counseled by Sidley Austin. Fried,
Frank, Harris, Shriver & Jacobson
has guided Citi, acting as lead
financial advisor to CECO. The
Fried Frank team was led by M&A
and private equity partners Philip
Richter and Roy Tannenbaum.

SPAC Mergers

IQM Finland Oy, a super con-
ducting quantum computers
designer and manufacturer, is
going public via SPAC merger with
Real Asset Acquisition Corp. As
a result of the merger, IQM will
be listed on one of the two lead-
ing U.S. stock exchanges with a
post-transaction equity value
of $450 million. Espoo, Finland-
based IQM Finland was advised
by Borenius and Cooley partners
Eric Blanchard, Peter Byrne and
Rita Sobral. Real Asset Acquisition
Corp., which is based in Prince-
ton, New Jersey, was counseled
by Perkins Coie; Krogerus; and
Conyers.

IPOs

Guardian Metal Resources
plc, an exploration-stage critical
minerals company, announced
that it has filed a registration
statement with the U.S. Securi-
ties and Exchange Commission
in connection with its proposed
initial public offering of its Ameri-
can Depositary Shares. Guardian

Metal was advised by Davis Polk &
Wardwell partners Michael Kaplan
and Connie Milonakis. BMO Capi-
tal Markets, which acted as the
underwriter, was counseled by
Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher &
Flom partner Ryan Dzierniejko.

Debt Offerings

OpenAl Group PBC has secured
$110 billion after announcing the
close of its funding round led by
Amazon ($50 billion), NVIDIA ($30
billion) and SoftBank ($30 billion).
San Francisco-based OpenAl was
advised by a Wachtell, Lipton,
Rosen & Katz team led by cor-
porate partners Andrew J. Nuss-
baum and Mark F. Veblen. Counsel
information for the lead investors
was not immediately available.

Bank of America announced
a $7 billion aggregate principal
senior notes offering. The lead
manager, sole bookrunner and
representative of the several
underwriters were advised by
Davis Polk & Wardwell partners
Lucy Farr and Christopher Schell.
Counsel information for Bank of
America, which is based in Char-
lotte, North Carolina, was not
immediately available.

Infineon Technologies AG
announced an aggregate 2 billion
euros ($2.4 billion) in unsubor-
dinated unsecured notes. Neu-
biberg, Germany-based Infineon
Technologies was advised by
Freshfields Bruckhaus Deringer
partner Christoph Gleske.

The Republic of Paraguay
announced an aggregate $1.3 bil-
lion principal bond offering. The
Republic of Paraguay was advised
by Cleary Gottlieb Steen & Ham-
ilton partners Matthew Brigham
and Ignacio Lagos.

Sunoco LP has announced
an aggregate principal $1.2 bil-
lion senior notes offering. Phil-
adelphia-based Sunoco LP was
advised by a Vinson & Elkins team
led by partners Jackson O’Maley,
Ben Heriaud and David Stone.

MetLife announced a $1 bil-
lion aggregate principal subor-
dinated debenture. New York-
based MetLife was advised by
a Willkie Farr & Gallagher team
led by partners John Schwolsky,
Benjamin Nixon and Anne Barrett.
The debentures come due in 2056.

Matador Resources Co.
announced a $750 million senior
unsecured notes offering. Dallas-
based Matador Resources Co. was
advised by Baker Botts partners
Preston Bernhisel, Stephen Mar-
cus and Luke Weedon. The notes
come due 2034.

TPG Operating Group Il LP, an
indirect, wholly owned subsidiary
of TPG Inc., announced a $500 mil-
lion senior notes offering. TPG
Operating Group Il was advised
by Weil, Gotshal & Manges. Wells
Fargo Securities, BofA Securities,
Morgan Stanley and Goldman
Sachs Group, which acted as the
underwriters, were counseled
by a Davis Polk & Wardwell team
including partners Stephen Byeff,
Derek Dostal, Jack Orford, David
Schnabel and Aliza Slansky. The
senior notes come due 2031.

Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton
& Garrison has guided an ad hoc
group of term loan lenders and
bondholders in connection with
Advantage Solutions Inc.’s $590
million aggregate principal senior
secured notes offering. The Paul
Weiss team included partners
Lauren Bilzin, Joseph Glatt and
Sung Pak.

!
@ ‘ Patrick Smith can be reached at patric.
smith@alm.com. X: @nycpatrickd
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Tinio cited being part of the “tra-
dition of excellence” at the SDNY
and “doing the right thing, the
right way, for the right reasons.”

“It truly was an honor to be
able to do that on behalf of the
United States, on either side of
the ‘v, and it was also really fun,”
she said.

At KKL, Tinio said she plans to
work on a wide array of matters.
Her practice areas include the
False Claims Act, anti-kickback
statutes and investigations.

“I think one of my core skills in
being in the government is being
able to, you know, meet a client,
learn a business, learn a new area
right away and quickly dive in,”
she said.

Tinio grew up in upstate New
York and is a graduate of Har-
vard and Yale Law School. After
law school, she clerked with U.S.
District Judge Keith Ellison in the
Southern District of Texas and
then worked at Susman Godfrey
in the New York office.

The bulk of her career has
been in the civil division of SDNY,
including as a supervisor in the

Civil Frauds Unit. While there, she
worked on a number of high-pro-
file matters, such as the Depart-
ment of Justice’s False Claims Act
case against Wells Fargo brought
in the aftermath of the mortgage
crisis. She also defended portions
of the Affordable Care Act and
litigated provisions of the anti-
kickback statute.

Tinio called former SDNY U.S.
Attorney Preet Bharara, who
hired her, a “real visionary” for
his use of the Civil Fraud Unit,
combined with criminal enforce-
ment, in meeting the crises of the
moment.

“That kind of vision really car-
ried through in terms of looking at
what’s going on in society, what’s
going on in our community, what'’s
really affecting our economy and
then responding to that,” she said.

Tinio said she loved the diver-
sity of practice in not only that
unit but generally in the SDNY
civil division.

“In the civil division, we saw
almost every single type of prac-
tice area that you could think of
involving the government,” she
explained. “It really encouraged
and I would say, grew, my passion
for being a well-rounded lawyer
and being able to take on all types

of cases.”

She called her time a supervi-
sor “one of the greatest privileges”
of her life and said she felt fortu-
nate to work with such talented
and wonderful people on so many
different matters.

Tinio said her time in govern-
ment also bestowed her with a
love of client counseling.

“One of the greatest things |
took away was learning how to
be an effective client advocate
and counselor in many different
types of scenarios,” she explained.
“I didn’t know going in that that
would be one of my biggest learn-
ing experiences, but it really,
really was.”

Tinio also loves teaching. She
spent five years as an adjunct
professor at New York Univer-
sity School of Law and is now an
adjunct professor at Fordham Law
School, teaching advanced civil
litigation drafting.

When she’s not lawyering,
Tinio—who plays the violin and
is a trained classical musician—
loves going to concerts and shows
in the city, and spending time with
her senior dog, Junie.

|
@‘ Emily Saul can be reached at emily.
saul@alm.com. X: @emily_saul_

How to Get the Massey Prenup

“I have to warn you, the Massey
prenup has never been pene-
trated. You sign the prenup, you
can'’t get his money.”

—Miles Massey, Intolerable
Cruelty (2003)

ew York courts have made

grand statements about

a prenuptial agreement

being a contract like any

other. When someone
brings a challenge it’'s a whole
different ball game: suddenly the
court is worried about fairness,
rightness, poverty. The chal-
lenger’s lawyer has a panoply of
attacks at her disposal to try to
fit the facts: execution formalities;
deceit; duress; bargaining power;
knowing waiver; contract of adhe-
sion; procedural fairness, substan-
tive fairness.

A Massey prenup is not the one
that leaves the poorer party with
the smallest possible recovery. It
is the one that denies oxygen to
a future challenge. In the human
(and political) reality of a live
courtroom, summary enforcement
depends not only on jurispruden-
tial nuance but also on whether
the judge feels moral pressure to
rescue someone.

The record and the outcome
should give the judge a clear path
to summary judgment, tipping the
balance in favor of the principle
that free individuals must not be
allowed to repudiate their legal
agreements.

Start with the formalities: they
are like the agreement’s passport.
New York requires a deed-style
acknowledgment for two reasons:
to make people think about what
they are signing; and to make sure
it is the right people signing it. As
seemingly mindless as this is, one
must have ritualistic reverence
for the formalities. Treat execu-
tion as a formal closing, not an
extemporaneous rush. When the
challenger says he or she did not
sign, or was confused when they
did, the signature pages and this
“closing” should look to a stranger
like the opposite of confusion. They
should evoke a Big Law conference
room.

ERIC A. BUCKLEY is a partner at Rot-
tenstreich Farley Bronstein Fisher Pot-
ter Hodas.

By
Eric A.
Buckley

Then disclosure. For the side
which wants an agreement, over-
sharing is self-interest. Under-dis-
closure gives a future challenger
a compelling narrative: “I didn’t
know what [ was giving up.” At a
minimum, disclosure should entail
a clear, detailed and complete per-
sonal financial statement; the last
three years of income tax returns;
and a schedule of entities, invest-
ments, contract rights, and other
interests, with grounded, optimis-
tic valuation estimates. If there are
trusts, show their track record, not
just impenetrable names: what dis-
tributions, borrowings, and other
payments have been received by

A Massey prenup is not the
one that leaves the poorer
party with the smallest
possible recovery. It is the
one that denies oxygen to
a future challenge.

your client? Have you reminded the
other side in writing that your cli-
ent may enter a different wealth
bracket from a future inheritance
or liquidity event?

The biggest point—beyond any
departmental split on the scope of
substantive review, or clever law-
yering—is the poverty problem. If
you represent the wealthy party
and you want the agreement to
rebuff attacks, you build in a fixed
payment schedule that is large
enough that a challenge won't pass
the laugh test. (I mean this quite
literally, as | have witnessed a judge
laugh when hearing from the puta-
tive challenger the multimillion-dol-
lar number that is due his client
under the prenup.) Courts can fol-
low the law on an unforgiving deal;
they may be troubled by one that
spells a person’s descent into pen-
ury. A Massey prenup does not cre-
ate a moral dilemma for the court.

There are trusty tools to pre-
vent litigation without giving up

the farm. Many good agreements
hinge on a schedule of payments
keyed to years of marriage, and
children. The risk of a guarantee
can be tempered by a net worth
cap to protect the monied spouse
from economic reversals that could
render the prenuptial agreement
worthless, or worse.

You can write an agreement
that says, in effect: the non-mon-
ied spouse will never become a
public charge, and the monied
spouse will never be exposed to
runaway claims untethered to
economic reality. That combina-
tion—floor plus cap—is less risky
than maximalism, because it reads
like a deal between consenting
adults.

Discretion is the better part of
valor when it comes to procedure.
New York’s concept of “duress” is
narrow; “sign this or no wedding” is
not the kind of wrongful threat that
voids a contract. Yet the earlier a
draft is sent, the more the chro-
nology corroborates voluntariness.
Independent counsel may not be
required for your fiancé, but you
would be pennywise and pound-
foolish not to insist on it.

The draft should have soft
points. That leads to redlines
reflecting the opposing counsel’s
value add, and ownership of the
deal—a trail of documentary evi-
dence that will procure summary
enforcement. Many agreements are
enforceable without these things.
But few can assure peace of mind
in the worst of times.

In contrast with execution for-
malities, recitals should not be
ritualistic incantations. They are
an opportunity to elicit preempt-
ing testimony. Think about what
you want these statements to
accomplish: acknowledging the
disclosure of financial character-
istics; the waiving party’s realistic
comprehension of what he or she
is giving up; why the deal is fun-
damentally appropriate. The pre-
amble should contain the facts that
could otherwise be contested—the
way witnesses state facts, in plain
English. Not fine print for your eyes
to gloss over.

Drafting. Think through contin-
gencies with the discipline of some-
one writing for a future you cannot
predict: children, sudden wealth,
a spouse who would rather not
work. Courts will not  » page7
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« Continued from page 1

that’s on Proskauer’s platform.
We represent a lot of these man-
agers who are trying to raise
capital from various sources—
the managers themselves then
deploy the capital into private

investments,” Bulkin’s said.

Within the last five years,
private investment managers—
including private credit, private
equity and real estate—have
been focused on raising capital
through various avenues, accord-
ing to Bulkin, whose expertise
focuses on business develop-
ment companies and registered
funds, capital raising, gover-

nance and compliance.

“I'm hoping and looking for-
ward to helping the firm’s clients
with offering another avenue of
raising capital. It’s been a very
active area in general,” Bulkin
said. “The South Florida market
has been growing rapidly since
the pandemic ... Palm Beach is
marketing itself as the Wall Street

of the South.”

He represents issuers and
underwriters in public and
private offerings of equity and
debt securities, including IPOs,
at-the-market offerings, preferred
stock offerings, debt offerings
and strategic mergers, accord-
ing to a news release. Similarly,
he counsels public regulated
investment companies on gov-
ernance, reporting and securities

law compliance.

“We are pleased to welcome
Vlad to Proskauer’s private
investment funds group. Our
clients are actively exploring
alternative regulated solutions
to access capital. Vlad is a skilled
practitioner who strengthens
our practice with capabilities in
fund formation, transactions and
regulatory compliance,” Howard
Beber, co-chair of Proskauer’s
corporate department and co-
head of the private investment
funds group, said in a state-
ment. “Vlad will be an important
resource to clients across our
industry-leading private capi-
tal practices, including private
credit, funds, secondaries and
capital markets.”

AKatten representative did not
immediately respond to a request
for comment on the move.

Proskauer arrived in Boca
Raton in 1977, when it became
the firm’s first office outside of
New York. In July, the firm saw
private client head David Pratt
leave the office for the firm now
known as McDermott Will &
Schulte after nearly two decades.

—Vivienne Serret

Withers Faces London
Lawsuit, Taylor Wessing
Acts for Claimant

Withers is facing a High Court
action, led by an individual who
is being represented by Taylor
Wessing.

Prematharshini Subaskaran

has brought a part 7 claim—a
type of claim used specifically
against solicitors and barristers
and was filed on February 27,
according to public records.

According to the records,

Withers, which is predominantly
known for its international pri-
vate client work, is representing
itself as a litigant in person.

In 2021, Withers faced a dif-

ferent high-profile suit for negli-
gence which resulted in the court
of appeal finding in favour of the
Withers lawyer in 2022.

Withers’ new CEO, Ceri Vokes,

was announced in September
2025 and will takeover in July
2026. The firm has been active
in the hiring market so far this
year and have set up shop in
New York with an employment
practice.

Last week, a part seven claim

was also filed against Linklaters
by Inter Shipping SARL. Linklat-
ers is being represented by Clyde
& Co.

Other high profile firms fac-

ing court action recently include
Mishcon de Reya, which success-
fully defended a contempt suit,
and Fieldfisher which success-
fully sued ex-clients for £1.75
million in unpaid fees.

Withers and Taylor Wessing

declined to comment. Subas-
karan was contacted for com-
ment.

—Oscar Glyn

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

Have you recently
published a Fiction or
Non Fiction book?

If so, promote it to the world’s largest legal

market via New York’s most respected legal
publication - in print or online

To place an advertisement,
contact Shawn Phillps
215-557-2340 shawn.phillips@alm.com
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Real Estate [rends

REALTY LAW DIGEST

By
Scott E.
Mollen

Landlord-Tenant-Non-Primary Residence—Land-
lord’s Request for Five Years of Discovery Limited
to Two Years and Certain Document Demands
Were Struck as “Overly Broad”—Tenant’s Cross-
Motion for Discovery With Respect to Water
Damage and Mold and The Building’s Condi-
tion Which Allegedly Forced Her to Temporar-
ily Vacate Granted—Tenant Set Forth Sufficient
Support for Defense Based On Excusable Absence
and A Nexus for the Documents Requested

his decision involved a summary holdover
proceeding based on alleged non-primary
residence. Each party had moved for discovery.

The court explained that “[i]n this special
proceeding governed by Article 4 of the CPLR,
discovery may only be granted by leave of court
upon showing of an ample need for disclosure....”

Prior decisional precedent held that ample need
should be determined by consideration of six fac-
tors: “(1) whether the party seeking discovery has
asserted facts to establish a cause of action; (2)
whether there is a need to determine information
directly related to the cause of action; (3) whether
the requested disclosure is carefully tailored and
is likely to clarify the disputed facts; (4) whether
prejudice will result from the granting of an applica-
tion for disclosure; (5) whether the prejudice can
be diminished or alleviated by an order fashioned
by the court for this purpose; and (6) whether
the court, in its supervisory role, can structure
discovery so that pro se tenants, in particular,
will be protected and not adversely affected by
discovery requests....” Some trial courts also
considered whether discovery “will speed a case
towards a fair resolution, whether by stipulation
or trial.”

The landlord sought discovery with respect to
its claim that the respondent did not “primarily
reside in the subject premises.” The court cited
the “general presumption in favor of discovery
upon nonprimary residence claims in summary
proceedings....”

The tenant argued that requested discovery is
“outside the relevant time-period (the two years
prior to the expiration of her last lease), overly
broad, or already produced to petitioner.”

The court granted the landlord’s motion for dis-
covery, but limited the scope. It direct-  » Page 8

SCOTT E.MOLLEN is a partner at Herrick, Feinstein.

Several real estate partners left Procopio last month,
with Susan Daly joining Hanson Bridgett and Robert
Brown moving to Greenberg Traurig in San Diego.

Greenberg Traurig,
Hanson Bridgett Pick Up
Procopio Real Estate
Partners in California

BY SAMSON AMORE
SAN DIEGO

GREENBERG Traurig and Hanson Bridgett both
snagged real estate partners from Procopio, Cory,
Hargreaves & Savitch this week, as the real estate
market remains busy in California.

Robert Brown, a Procopio partner who had been
with the firm for more than three decades, departed
the firm for a role as a shareholder in Greenberg
Traurig’s San Diego office this week. Brown is a real
estate tax attorney who advises clients nationwide
on tax issues, including tax structur-  » Page8

Florida Bar Alleges That
Attorney Tricked Pastor
Into Sale of Donated
Church Property

BY ANNIE MAYNE
TALLAHASSEE, Fla.

THE FLORIDA BAR is seeking the discipline of a Port
Richey attorney accused of hoodwinking a pastor
into selling him land an elderly woman donated to
the church for a fraction of its value.h

The Bar alleged that Steven Keith Jonas caught
wind of a “nuisance” property in Port Richey that
he saw as an investment opportunity. Jonas made
contact with the land’s owner, an elderly woman
living in Oklahoma who had inherited the .16-
acre plot after her brother’s death, and agreed
to execute the property’s donation  » Page8
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TAX FORECLOSURE

‘Pung v. Isabella County’ and
Constitutional Tax Foreclosure

hen the U.S. Supreme
Court heard oral argu-
ments in Pung v. Isabella
County, it confronted a
dispute that appears
modest in origin but potentially sub-
stantial in its implication. The case
arises from a seemingly ordinary exer-
cise of state tax authority—the foreclo-
sure of property following unpaid tax-
es—yet it potentially implicates two
structural provisions of the Constitu-
tion: the Takings Clause of the Fifth
Amendment and the Excessive Fines
Clause of the Eighth Amendment.

The material facts in Pung are
largely undisputed. Isabella County,
Michigan, foreclosed on a residen-
tial property after unpaid property
taxes, interest, and penalties total-
ing approximately $2,200. At the
time of foreclosure, the property
was worth close to $200,000. Fol-
lowing foreclosure, the county sold
the property at auction and retained
the proceeds, including the substan-
tial value in excess of the tax debt.
The former owners challenged the
county’s retention of surplus value
as unconstitutional.

The U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Sixth Circuit rejected those claims,
concluding that the foreclosure pro-
cess, as authorized by state law, did
not violate either the Takings Clause
or the Excessive Fines Clause. The
Supreme Court granted certiorari to
address whether that conclusion is
consistent with the Constitution’s
protections for private property.

The Takings Clause and the
Structure of Just Compensation

The Fifth Amendment provides
that private property shall not “be

CHRISTOPHER R. RIANO is partner at Hol-
land & Knight, focusing on constitutional,
public law and regulatory issues.

taken for public use, without just
compensation.” Although frequently
associated with eminent domain, the
Takings Clause reflects a deeper con-
stitutional commitment: that the
state may not appropriate private
value for public ends without provid-
ing an equivalent return.

In recent years, the court has
reaffirmed that surplus equity in
a foreclosed property constitutes
a protected property interest. A
delinquency in taxes does not extin-
guish ownership interests beyond
the amount owed. The question is
not whether surplus equity exists
as property, but how the Constitu-
tion measures and protects it in the
context of tax foreclosure.

Oral argument suggested that the
court views this inquiry as one of
doctrinal translation. Takings juris-
prudence developed largely in the
context of condemnation proceed-
ings, where fair market value serves
as the familiar metric of just compen-
sation. Tax foreclosure, by contrast,
is not designed as an acquisition for
public use in the conventional sense,
but as a mechanism for recovering
revenue owed to the state.

Several justices pressed on that
structural distinction. The chief
justices questioned whether the
Constitution requires courts to
reassess the financial outcome of
a foreclosure sale if the statutory
process—notice, opportunity to
cure, public auction—has been fol-
lowed. Implicit in those questions
was a deeper concern: whether the
Takings Clause is primarily directed
at procedural integrity or at simply
the economic result.

Justice Amy Coney Barrett’s
inquiry reflected a related empha-
sis on historical grounding and
doctrinal continuity. She asked
what historical evidence supports
the proposition that the Constitu-
tion has long required a particular

method of returning surplus equity
in tax cases. Her questions suggest-
ed caution about extending takings
doctrine beyond its established
contours without a clear historical
anchor.

Justice Sonia Sotomayor engaged
the valuation issue directly, prob-
ing whether fair market value must
control in this setting or whether a
sale conducted pursuant to statute
supplies its own measure of worth.
That exchange highlights the ten-
sion between abstract valuation
principles and the realities of fore-
closure auctions, where distressed-
sale dynamics may complicate the
application of traditional market
metrics.

The court thus appears to be
grappling with a translation prob-
lem: how to apply established

By
Christopher
Riano

ing surplus proceeds transforms tax
foreclosure into punishment.

That characterization is not self-
evident. Tax foreclosure has long
been understood as remedial—a
means of collecting what is owed. Yet
when the value retained far exceeds
the debt, the line between remedy
and penalty becomes less clear.

At argument, the justices seemed
far less interested in engaging in
the Eighth Amendment analysis
and were more focused on issues
arising from the takings clause. To
classify surplus retention as pun-
ishment would require a principled
boundary capable of distinguishing
between ordinary revenue collection
and punitive exaction. Without such
a limiting principle, the court could
see that an excessive fines analysis
may reach well beyond this case.

However the court resolves the case, its decision will clarify how the
Fifth and Eighth Amendments operate not in the dramatic context of
eminent domain, but in the quieter, recurring interactions between
citizens and the revenue systems of local government.

takings principles—including the
requirement of just compensation
measured by value—to a context
where the government’s objective
is not acquisition for public use but
instead is the enforcement of a fiscal
obligation.

The Excessive Fines Clause
And the Boundary Between
Remedy and Punishment

The petitioner’s alternative argu-
ment invokes the Eighth Amend-
ment’s prohibition on excessive
fines. The court has previously
held that the Clause is incorporat-
ed against the states and can reach
civil sanctions that are punitive. The
question in Pung is whether retain-

Constitutional Limits in
Ordinary Governance

What distinguishes Pung is not
the novelty of tax foreclosure,
but its ordinariness. Systems like
Michigan’s are widespread and
integral to local governance. Coun-
ties rely on them to fund public
services, maintain infrastructure,
and stabilize municipal finances.
At the same time, constitutional
protections do not recede simply
because government action occurs
through routine administrative
mechanisms.

Oral argument suggested that the
court is attentive to this dual reality.
The repeated focus on procedure,
historical practice, and  » Pages

Lennar built these homes in Florida for the Seminole
Tribe last year.

Homebuilder Lennar
Lays Out $8M Welcome
Mat for Former

Hertz Legal Chief

BY CHRIS O'MALLEY

MIAMI

LENNAR CORP. offered the equivalent of 20 of its
average-priced new homes to Katherine Lee Mar-
tin to turn in her keys at Hertz and become the
builder’s new chief legal officer.

Martin’s compensation for her first three months
on the job at Miami-based Lennar was $8 million,
including a $4 million stock sign-on award to cover
equity awards she forfeited at Hertz and as a hir-
ing incentive.

Her total stock awards were $5.9 million, accord-
ing to the company’s proxy statement filed Thurs-
day with the Securities and Exchange Commission.

Martin’s stock will vest in increments, through
February 2028.

In addition, Martin received $1.4 million in non-
equity incentive compensation and a cash bonus
of $500,000, according to the proxy.

Because she joined Lennar only a few months
before the end of its Nov. 30 fiscal year, her salary
amounted to just $147,945. The builder set her sal-
ary at $600,000 for fiscal 2026.

Martin earned $3 million at Estero, Florida-based
Hertz in 2024, the most recent year for which com-
pensation was available.

At Lennar she succeeds Mark Sustana, who
retired after 20 years in the role. Sustana earned $2.3
million in nine months before his Sept. 2 retirement.
That compares with $3.5 million for all of 2024.

Martin joined Hertz in May 2023, as vice presi-
dent and chief counsel. She was promoted to
executive vice president and general counsel in
July 2024, following the departure of legal chief
Colleen Batcheler. The latter became chief legal
officer of Austin, Minnesota-based Hormel Foods.

Before Hertz, Martin worked 21 months in senior
legal roles at Twitter, which Elon Musk acquired for
$44 billion in 2022. He later renamed it X.

Martin spent 13 years as an assistant U.S. attor-
ney for the Eastern District of Virginia. ~ » Page7
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Judicial Ethics

—mnnemmn—

Opinions From the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics

The Advisory Committee on Judi-
cial Ethics responds to written inqui-
ries from New York state’s approxi-
mately 3,600 judges and justices, as
well as hundreds of judicial hear-
ing officers, support magistrates,
court attorney-referees, and judicial
candidates (both judges and non-
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
in Erie County, and the Honorable
Lillian Wan, an associate justice
of the appellate division, second
department.

— e mn—
Opinion: 25-142

Digest: Where reporting to the
attorney grievance committee is
not ethically mandated, a judge’s
decision to provide feedback
about an attorney to the assigned
counsel panel does not, without
more, trigger any obligation to
disclose or disqualify in matters
where the attorney appears.

Rules: 22 NYCRR 100.2;
100.2(A); 100.3(D)(2); 100.3(E)
(1); Opinions 25-79; 23-242; 18-58;
16-145; 09-21; 08-215; 01-100/01-
101.

Opinion: In the inquiring
judge’s jurisdiction, the assigned
counsel panel “encourage[s]
jurists to report concerns as they
arise and not to wait for annual
evaluations.” Accordingly, the
judge recently provided nega-
tive feedback to the panel about
an attorney who appeared before
him/her. The judge expressly
determined that the issues he/
she observed did not warrant a
report to the attorney grievance
committee under Section 100.3(D)
(2), but were nonetheless worth
reporting to the assigned coun-
sel panel. The judge subsequently
learned that the panel “elected to
treat the report as a complaint”
and undertook an investigation,
but ultimately decided not to
refer the attorney to the griev-
ance committee. The judge now
asks if he/she must disqualify in
matters involving this attorney for
atwo-year period after providing
negative feedback to the assigned
counsel panel.

A judge must always avoid
even the appearance of impro-
priety (see 22 NYCRR 100.2) and
must always act in a manner that
promotes public confidence in the
judiciary’s integrity and impar-
tiality (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]).
Therefore, a judge must disqual-
ify in any proceeding where the
judge’s impartiality “might reason-

ably be questioned” (22 NYCRR
100.3[E][1D).

We note initially that the
judge’s obligations here are not
affected by mere nomenclature.
The key fact is that the judge
provided an attorney evaluation
to the assigned counsel panel; it
is immaterial whether that evalu-
ation is labeled as a “report” or
“complaint”, or as “feedback”. Nor
do we assign any weight to the
assigned counsel panel’s indepen-
dent decision to undertake its own
investigation for possible referral
to the grievance committee.

As the inquiring judge has not
explained the nature or substance
of his/her underlying concerns or
issues, we also wish to emphasize
from the outset that providing
feedback on matters that do not
rise to the level of misconduct
— such as ordinary or isolated
instances of lateness, unpre-
paredness, clumsy unfamiliarity
with the rules of evidence, gum
chewing or other lack of proper
courtroom decorum, and the like
— do not trigger a judge’s disci-
plinary obligations under Section
100.3(D)(2).

To understand the significance
of a judge’s decision to report an
attorney’s conduct to the assigned
counsel panel rather than to the
grievance committee, however, it
will nonetheless be helpful to take
a step back and review a judge’s
disciplinary obligations. When
a judge concludes that the two-
prong test is met (i.e. that there is
a “substantial likelihood” that an
attorney committed professional
misconduct, and that such mis-
conduct, if proved, would con-
stitute a “substantial violation”
of the ethics rules), then the
judge must take “appropriate
action” (Opinion 25-79; 22 NYCRR
100.3[D][2]). But this does not
necessarily mean reporting the
attorney to the grievance com-
mittee in every instance. To the
contrary, as described in Opinion
23-242 (citations omitted):

The action the judge must take
depends on the nature of the mis-
conduct, and is ordinarily left to
the judge’s discretion. Only where
the two-prong test is met and the
alleged misconduct seriously calls
into question an attorney’s hon-
esty, trustworthiness, or profes-
sional fitness is there an affirma-
tive duty to report the incident to
the grievance committee so that
the issue can be investigated.

This standard has two impor-
tant implications. First, if the two-
prong test is met and the conduct
meets the threshold for mandato-
ry reporting, a judge must report
the conduct to the grievance com-
mittee. While the judge would also
be free to report the conduct to
the assigned counsel panel, doing
so would not be an acceptable
substitute. Second, and equally
important, where reporting to
the grievance committee is not

mandated, a judge may exercise
his/her discretion to decide that
the “appropriate action” under
the specific circumstances pre-
sented is (for example) to report
the conduct to the assigned coun-
sel panel. While the judge would
also be free to report the conduct
to the grievance committee, that
would remain the judge’s own per-
sonal discretionary decision.

This approach reflects that the
consequence of disqualification in
all matters involving a reported
attorney is a heavy burden, one
that should be ethically mandated
only when necessary. Certainly,
if a judge concludes the conduct
is so egregious that it must be
reported to the grievance com-
mittee, or if a judge decides to
exercise his/her discretion to
make that report, disqualification
is appropriate. But if a judge con-
cludes that the apparent miscon-
duct, although serious, does not
warrant a disciplinary referral and
then chooses to take other appro-
priate actions without reporting
the attorney to the grievance
committee, whether the judge’s
impartiality can “reasonably be
questioned” thereafter depends
on the circumstances (22 NYCRR
100.3[E][1] [emphasis added]).!

We understand that the
assigned counsel panel’s mandate
is to ensure indigent defendants’
constitutional or statutory right
to counsel, notwithstanding any
economic or systemic disincen-
tives for attorneys to undertake
such work. We also recognize
“that the judiciary is respon-
sible to protect and ensure the
constitutional right of indigent
criminal defendants to compe-
tent representation, [and] judges
are uniquely positioned to give
valuable input on such issues”
(Opinion 08-215; see also e.g.
Opinions 16-145; 01-100/01-101).
In our view, a judge’s decision to
provide a frank and timely evalu-
ation of an attorney’s conduct to
the assigned counsel panel is
best seen as an effort to ensure
the constitutional right of indi-
gent defendants and improve the
administration of justice, rather
than as the functional equivalent
of initiating a disciplinary pro-
ceeding. Indeed, early reporting
of issues and concerns could
potentially benefit the reported
attorney if the panel’s guidance,
interventions or reassignments
spur the attorney to improve his/
her performance and avoid pro-
fessional discipline in the future.
By contrast, requiring judges to
disqualify after providing negative
feedback to the assigned counsel
panel would discourage judges
from raising concerns that may
need to be addressed and under-
mine the panel’s ability to perform
its core functions.

Accordingly, where reporting to
the attorney grievance committee
is not ethically man-  » Page9
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David Saxe, left, reflects on his early years as a judge and how guidance from Justice Stanley Sklar helped
define his approach to writing, judging and precedent.

Judge Stanley Sklar
And My First Opinion

treasure the law, the study

of the law. That is essentially

why I hoped to become a

judge. I wanted to hear cases,
research the law and then to be
able to write the law. I didn’t
go around and advertise these
thoughts to others, less they think
[ was nuts or some egomaniac.

But here I was, elected to the
New York City Civil Court starting
in 1982 and excited to begin my
career. Of course, my enthusiasm
was somewhat mitigated by the
fact that the Civil Court was decid-
edly a lower court with restricted
jurisdiction.

Notably, the emphasis in that
court was on landlord-
tenant matters which
however was a subject
area that I was especially
familiar with as a result
of my law practice. That
is where, I decided, | was
going to make a mark.

[ had read many of the
written opinions and com-
mentary of Cardozo and
Holmes. I had also studied
the Civil Court decisions
of certain predecessors of mine;
in particular I admired the opin-
ions of Judge Leonard Sandler and
Judge Irving Younger.

Judge Sandler, a painstakingly
reserved man, and super bright,
stood out for being especially kind
to the young law clerks at the Civil
Court. He wrote a groundbreaking
opinion superimposing a warranty
of habitability upon the residen-
tial law of landlord and tenant. He
was a star in the judicial world
and moved rapidly to the Appel-
late Division, First Department.
As a long-time favorite of the
Village Independent Democratic
Club (VID) and personally close to
Mayor Ed Koch, I have little doubt
that had Koch bested Mario Cuo-
mo in the Democratic Primary for
Governor in 1982, Sandler would
have emerged as the leading can-
didate for the position of Chief
Judge of the Court of Appeals.
That of course was not to happen.

Judge Younger, running as
a Democrat, had made a big
splash by capturing a formerly
held Republican Civil Court seat
on the East Side of Manhattan
with the help of law students he
taught at NYU Law School. He was
brilliant, mercurial and intensely
ambitious.

A few wags used to comment
that Younger felt stymied because
he must have thought that he had
a clear shot to the United States
Supreme Court from the bowels
of the Civil Court. That, of course,
did not occur and Younger left
the court after a few years to
resume his teaching respon-
sibilities at NYU Law School.
Younger’s famous lectures on Evi-
dence can still be seen today on
YouTube.

In his opinions, he wrote not
just as a razor-sharp law man but
as an elegant scribe. | wanted to
emulate him. [ wanted my deci-
sions to be like his—short stories,
perhaps having the quality of an
O’Henry fable. Legal cases are at
their root stories and I thought
that an effective judge had to be
a polished storyteller. Few were,
however.

At this time, [ was regularly in
touch with my old boss, Judge
Shanley N. Egeth, who had moved
on to an important administrative
post at the Supreme Court, Civil
Term. He took pride and some
credit for my unexpected election
victory to the Civil Court.

Every once in a while, I would

BY DAVID B. SAXE

grab a couple of tuna fish sand-
wiches and visit with Shanley
where he would regal me with
political stories while chomp-
ing on his cigar and offering me
tidbits of practical advice. One
morsel was this: he said the
legal community often judged
new judges by their first written
opinion. If it was poorly crafted
or not based on applicable prec-
edent or tended to massage the
facts too much in order to avoid
the constraints of precedent,
the judge might quickly develop
a poor reputation which would
be difficult to salvage. “Be care-
ful,” he warned. He knew I was

I knew he now had an opportunity to
shape the law while at the same time he
would be under pressure to make a sound,
reasoned decision that served justice and
future predictability, certainly a daunting
task. But | thought why in the world was he
bothered by this at all?

eager to get started with my opin-
ion writing. He suggested that
before [ sent an opinion to the
New York Law Journal or to the
official New York State Reporter,
[ confer with a senior colleague.
He recommended Justice Stanley
Sklar, by now a Supreme Court
Justice and a good friend. Stan
was a mild-mannered, liberal
Democrat out of the VID Club in
Greenwich Village. He was care-
ful, meticulous and extremely
cautious.

At Shanley’s suggestion, at the
point when I had a final draft of
my first decision ready (a land-
lord-tenant noise complaint case)
involving two aspiring young West
Side opera singers who practiced
their craft too loudly and too often
according to the landlord, I called
Stan and asked to meet with him
so that he could look over my
draft and comment.

[ went to Stan’s chambers at
60 Centre Street, the impressive
County Court building up the
block or two from the Civil Court
building at 111 Centre Street.
When I arrived at his chambers,
[ could see that he was agitated.
“What’s wrong Stan,” [ said. “You
seem disturbed.” “Yes,” he mut-
tered, his teeth clenched. “I have
this decision I am going to have
to issue in a criminal case that
[ am trying and I just can’t find
any appellate precedent. 'm not
sure what way to go; it’s driving
me crazy.”

Stan was a judge’s judge. After
years of private practice as a real
estate litigator, he was sitting on
the Supreme Court, Criminal Term
and became a highly regarded
jurist. He had been asked by court
administrators to write a practice
manual for his colleagues on the
Criminal Term bench. But, on the
day of my visit, he was visibly
upset that he was facing a case
of first impression with no precise
authority to guide him.

He alluded to some areas of
available assistance—analogical
reasoning to any “close” cases,
for example. But, these bromides
didn’t seem to allay his upset.

Although he didn’t discuss the
specific issue that was before him,
[ knew he now had an opportunity
to shape the law while at the same
time he would be under pressure
to make a sound, reasoned deci-
sion that served justice and future
predictability, certainly a daunt-
ing task. But [ thought why in the

world was he bothered by this at
all? It struck me as a wonderful
opportunity to go over the exist-
ing case law, analyze it, come to
the conclusion that no existing
precedent bound him and then
to have the opportunity to declare
the law with the most clarity pos-
sible. This is why I was here but
Stan was evidently not comfort-
able with a situation that he had
determined was more a dilemma
than an opportunity.

We made some small talk
while he tried to find some sun-
light in his quandary. Perhaps he
thought aloud he could squeeze
the issue into the holding of one
Court of Appeals case
but in the next moment
he said that just wasn’t
possible and that he was
faced with a blank slate, a
tabula rosa to write on—
something with which he
was uncomfortable. [ got
the full dose from him of
his discomfort. [ became
uncomfortable with his
discomfort; Stan was a
lovely, kind and decent
man, someone | had respect-
ed for years and his turmoil
touched me.

But he and [ were on different
planets. Perhaps at that moment,
I could have used a dollop of his
caution and timidity. He read my
draft, said he generally liked it,
thought that some of my language
was a bit too strong, made a few
edits and wished me well. He won-
dered why [ was choosing to try
to have it published in the New
York Law Journal since the law
of nuisance was already so well-
declared in the law. | stammered
an answer and left.

[ was eager to break out and
make my mark. I wished him well
with resolving his dilemma. [ sent
the decision to the New York Law
Journal the next day. A week later
it appeared as a front-page ‘Deci-
sion of Interest’. [ Weinberger v.
Galanti, NYLJ, 4/7/82, pg. 12, col.
2 (n.o.r.), Civil Court, NY County,
1982)]. The New York Post wrote
a story about the two opera sing-
ers who bested their landlord in
this case involving the common
law of nuisance. I was on my way.

Thinking about my interaction
with Judge Sklar, I certainly don’t
mean to cast aspersions on either
his approach or on caution when
attempting to move the common
law, especially as a lower court
judge. I recognize that common
law judges must initially attempt
to place their judicial offerings
within the boundaries of prece-
dent even if a case on point cannot
be found.

[ followed precedent in the nui-
sance case which was expected.
But [ was startled by his anxiety
over the lack of precedent before
him and what would have been my
ebullience had that occurred on
my watch and as it eventually did
long after [ had left the constric-
tions of being a Civil Court Judge
and moved on to the Appellate
Division, First Department.

DAVID SAXE served for 36 V2 years on the
New York State Judiciary, the last 19 years
as an Associate Justice of the Appellate
Division, First Department. He is currently
apartner at Morrison Cohen. The views
expressed herein are solely his own. This
story will appear in his upcoming book,
“My Life as a Judge.”

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Federal Bar Council (CLE)

Private Investigators: Legal and
Ethical Considerations
12:30 p.m. - 1:30 p.m.
Location: Live Webinar
1 CLE credit
https://fbc.users.membersuite.
com/events/a5720928-0078-
cd5a-e746-0b4947b11b60/
details

NY Supreme Court Equal Jus-
tice in the Courts Committee
Bridging Black History and Irish
History Months
Part 1: 12:45-2:15pm: Recogniz-
ing the African American Irish
Diaspora Network
Part 2: 1:20-2:15PM: Fireside
Chat & Book Talk
Book Title: An Irish Passion for
Justice. By Robert Polner and
Michael Tubrid
Location: NY Supreme Court, 60
Centre St. Room 30

NY City Bar (Non CLE)

Small Law Firm Luncheon: Opti-
mizing Technology for the Solo
and Small Law Firm
12p.m.-2p.m.

Registration Link: https://ser-
vices.nycbar.org/EventDetail?
EventKey=SLF030426&mcode
=NYLJ

Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org]

New York County Lawyers
Association
2026 Annual Gala Honoring the
Judiciary
Pierre Hotel
6 p.m.

Practising Law Institute

Ethics for Financial Industry Law-
yers 2026
9a.m.-11:30 a.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
ethics-for-financial-industry-
lawyers/

Understanding the BBA Partner-
ship Audit Rules 2026
9a.m.-5 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
understanding-the-bba-part-
nership-audit-rules/

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

NY City Bar (CLE)

2026 Employment Law Confer-
ence
9a.m.-4:15pm
Reception: 4:30 pm — 5:30 pm
7 CLE credits
Registration Link: https://ser-
vices.nycbar.org/ELIl/
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

Practising Law Institute
Presentation Skills for Attorneys
2026
2 p.m.—4:10 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
presentation-skills-for-attor-
neys/

THURSDAY, MARCH 5
FRIDAY, MARCH 6

Practising Law Institute

Private Placements and Hybrid
Securities Offerings 2026
9a.m.-5 p.m.(Day 1)
9a.m.-3:30 p.m. (Day 2)
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
private-placements-and-
hybrid-securities-offerings/

ERISA Plan Investments in the
Financial Markets 2026: The
Fundamentals
9a.m.-5 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
erisa-plan-investments-in-
financial-markets/

FRIDAY, MARCH 6
NY City Bar

An Evening of Music with the
Blue Hill Troupe
7p.m.-8p.m.

Registration Link: https://ser-
vices.nycbar.org/EventDetail?
EventKey=BHT030626&mcode
=NYLJ

Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

FRIDAY, MARCH 6,13, 20, 27

NY State Bar (Non CLE)

Mindful Moments
nysba.org/events/3-6-26-mind-
ful-moments-weekly-group/
Virtual

MONDAY, MARCH 9
NY City Bar

New York Environmental Law Year
in Review
8:30am-10a.m.
Registration Link: https://ser-
vices.nycbar.org/EventDetail?
EventKey=ENV030926&mcode
=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

TUESDAY, MARCH 10

NY State Bar (Non CLE)

Bright Ideas Coffee Hour
nysba.org/events/3-10-26-
bright-ideas-coffee-hour/
Virtual

Building an ADR Practice:
Thoughts and Advice from the
Trenches
nysba.org/events/building-an-
adr-practice-thoughts-and-
advice-from-the-trenches/
New York City

NY City Bar (CLE)

Hot Topics Affecting Cooperatives
& Condominiums 2026
9:30am - 12 p.m.

2.5 CLE credits

Registration Link: https://
services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB031026&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom

Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

NY City Bar (Non CLE)

Annual International Law Confer-
ence on the Status of Women
6p.m.-830pm
Reception: 5 p.m. -6 p.m.
Registration Link: https://servic-
es.nycbar.org/EventDetail?Even
tKey=UN031026&mcode=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

TUESDAY, MARCH 10
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 11

Practising Law Institute

Practical Guide to the Consoli-
dated Tax Return Regulations
2026
9a.m.-5:45 p.m. (Day 1)
9a.m. - 12:45 p.m. (Day 2)
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
practical-guide-to-the-consoli-
dated-tax-return-regulations/

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 11

NY State Bar (CLE)

Al, GAl, Agentic Al, What
Attorneys Need to Know:
Lunch and Learn
nysba.org/events/ai-gai-agen-
tic-ai-what-attorneys-need-to-
know-lunch-and-learn-series-3/
1 CLE credit
Virtual

New York’s Horseshoe Crab
Harvest Ban: The Legal and
Legislative Path to Protection
for a Keystone Species
nysba.org/events/new-yorks-
horseshoe-crab-harvest-ban-
the-legal-and-legislative-path-
to-protection-for-a-keystone-
species/

1 CLE credit
VirtualNY State Bar (Non CLE)

Breaking the Manager Ceiling:
for Women Navigating
Advancement, Influence and
Visibility in the Legal
Profession
nysba.org/events/breaking-the-
manager-ceiling-for-women-
navigating-advancement-influ-
ence-and-visibility-in-the-legal-
profession/

Virtual

NY City Bar (Non CLE)

Careers in New York City
Government
12:30 pm -2 p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Eve
ntDetail?EventKey=NLI031126&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom

Practising Law Institute

Advanced Copyright Law 2026:
Current Issues
9a.m.-4:45 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
advanced-copyright-law/

Hot Topics in State and Local Tax
2026
2 p.m.—-5:30 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
hot-topics-in-state-and-local-
tax/

THURSDAY, MARCH 12

NY City Bar (CLE)

The Scope of Attorney-Client
Privilege
5p.m.-8p.m.
3 CLE credits
Registration Link: https://
services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_
WEB031226&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

NY City Bar (Non CLE)
Bar@theBar
6 p.m.-8p.m.
Registration Link: https://ser-
vices.nycbar.org/EventDetail?
EventKey=BAR031026&mcode
=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, MARCH 12
FRIDAY, MARCH 13

Practising Law Institute
Consumer Financial Services Fun-

damentals 2026

9a.m.-5 p.m. (Day 1)
9a.m.-12:30 p.m. (Day 2)
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
consumer-financial-services-
fundamentals/

MONDAY, MARCH 16

Practising Law Institute
Fundamentals of Swaps & Other
Derivatives 2026
9a.m.-5 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
fundamentals-of-swaps-and-
other-derivatives/

TUESDAY, MARCH 17

NY State Bar (CLE)

Al and the Law with ALIS: Down
the Rabbit Hole with ALIS: The
Ethics of Al and Professional
Responsibility
nysba.org/events/ai-and-the-
law-with-alis-down-the-rabbit-
hole-with-alis-the-ethics-of-ai-
and-professional-responsibility-
part-1/

1 CLE credit
VirtualNY State Bar (Non CLE)

NYSBA Mediator Roundtable
Series
nysba.org/events/nysba-medi-
ator-roundtable-series-march-
2026-edition/

Virtual

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 18
NY State Bar (CLE)

Basics of Mediation
nysba.org/events/basics-of-
mediation/

1.5 CLE credits, Virtual

Practising Law Institute
Advising Nonprofit Organizations
2026
1 p.m.—-4:45 p.m.
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
advising-nonprofit-organiza-
tions/

THURSDAY, MARCH 19
FRIDAY, MARCH 20

Practising Law Institute

TechLaw Institute 2026: The
Fourth Industrial Revolution
9a.m.-5 p.m.(Day 1)
9a.m.-12:45 p.m. (Day 2)
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
techlaw-institute/

FRIDAY, MARCH 20
NY State Bar (CLE)

Basics of Mortgage Foreclosures
nysba.org/events/basics-of-
mortgage-foreclosures-2/

1.5 CLE credits, Virtual

MONDAY, MARCH 23

Practising Law Institute

Tax Controversy 2026: Navigating
the New Enforcement Land-
scape
9a.m.-4:45 p.m.
http://pli.edu/programs/under-
standing-tax-controversy/

TUESDAY, MARCH 24

NY State Bar (CLE)

Managing Difficult Clients and
Colleagues: Protecting Your
Mental Health and Well-Being
nysba.org/events/managing-
difficult-clients-and-colleagues-
protecting-your-mental-health-
and-well-being/

1 CLE credit
Virtual

TUESDAY, MARCH 24
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25

Practising Law Institute
Commercial Real Estate Financing
2026: Distress and Defaults

9a.m.-5 p.m.(Day 1)
9a.m.-12:15 p.m. (Day 2)
https://www.pli.edu/programs/
commercial-real-estate-financ-
ing/

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25
NY State Bar (CLE)

Interference with Expectancy of
an Inheritance: Florida and
New York Perspectives
nysba.org/events/interference-
with-expectancy-of-an-inher-
itance-the-florida-and-new-
york-perspectives/

1 CLE credit
Virtual

NY State Bar (Non CLE)

Voices of Impact: Arab Leading
Women Driving Change in the
Arab Middle East
nysba.org/events/voices-of-
impact-arab-leading-women-
driving-change-in-the-arab-
middle-east/
Virtuallnternational Section
Executive Leadership Townhall
Meeting
nysba.org/events/international-
section-executive-leadership-
townhall-meeting/
Hybrid: New York City
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Misconduct

« Continued from page 2

man said harsh criticism pointed
at judges over the years could be
a factor in the uptick in judicial
misconduct complaints.

“If you’re reading newspapers or
listening to talk radio or... [scroll-
ing] social media, and you see
public officials piling it on and
criticizing judges, and here you
think the judge grossly mishandled
your case, maybe you would file a
complaint that you would not have
filed if we did not have that poison-
ous atmosphere being created by
some of these public comments,”
Hellman said.

University of Houston Law Cen-
ter professor Renee Knake Jeffer-
son said the public may be more
aware about the process for raising
concerns about judges compared
to 20 years ago, leading to more
complaints.

“The reason why I think there’s a
heightened awareness by the pub-
lic is because we saw challenges
to judges, both in the context of
election-related disputes, but also
because we have a president who
has called out judges and raised
concerns about the judges when
he’s unhappy with the substantive
outcome of a matter,” said Knake
Jefferson, who studies judicial and
lawyer ethics. “It’s just in the head-
lines more.”

Fogel said there are ways judges
can improve litigants’ confidence
in the court system and case out-
comes, and possibly help reduce
the number of frivolous or deci-
sion-related complaints.

“You're not going to get rid of
unhappy litigants, but there are

things you can do to have fewer
of them by practicing some good
courtroom demeanor and being
good at listening to people [and
showing] that judges aren’t stern
and disconnected and rude and
bossy, but they’'re actually inter-
ested [and] want to hear what you
have to say,” Fogel said. “Maybe
you win, maybe you don’t, but you
at least have the experience of hav-
ing been taken seriously.”

‘We Have to Figure Out for
Ourselves’

Apart from decision-related alle-
gations, there were also 220 alle-
gations of “discrimination on the
basis of race, color, sex, or other”
in 2025, a 15% decrease from the
year before. There were two alle-
gations of “unwanted, abusive, or
offensive sexual conduct” and four
allegations of “hostile work envi-
ronment” in 2025.

Two complainants were judicial
employees, two were public offi-
cials, 45 were lawyers and 31 were
categorized as “other.”

Aliza Shatzman, founder of the
Legal Accountability Project, ques-
tioned whether the AO statistics
are a good metric of mistreat-
ment against law clerks and staff
by judges. LAP advocates for safe
workplaces for law clerks.

“What we should read into
the numbers is that they are
very low, and that’s suspicious,
because this is not a particularly
safe work environment,” Shatzman
said. “This is a work environment
where employees lack basic
workplace protections. They're
exempt from Title VII and all fed-
eral anti-discrimination laws.”

Shatzman advocated for chang-

es to the annually published report
to make it easier to analyze, such as
specifying the number of law clerks
versus permanent court staff who
file complaints.

As for the breakdown by circuit,
the Federal Circuit saw the highest
jump in judicial misconduct com-
plaints commenced, with 101 more
filed last year than the year prior.
The next largest increase was in the
Ninth Circuit (73 more complaints),
followed by the Fourth Circuit (57
more complaints).

Hellman also said it’s difficult
to draw conclusions from the sta-
tistics.

He suggested that the judiciary
supplement the yearly statistics
with a “narrative report” to help
explain year-over-year changes
or trends.

In a 2019 research paper, Hell-
man wrote such a report could
highlight “particularly noteworthy
complaints and their resolutions.”
He pointed to annual reports issued
by the Minnesota Board on Judicial
Standards and the California Com-
mission on Judicial Performance as
potential models.

“We have to figure it out for our-
selves what is beneath the num-
bers,” Hellman said.

“Does this [increase in com-
plaints] tell us anything about
the performance of the judges?
That’s really what we are con-
cerned about,” he added. “Is there
a problem in what the judges are
doing, or is this just a spike that
reflects some change in complain-
ant behavior that is not uniform
across all circuits or across all
types of judges?” .

|
@‘ Avalon Zoppo can be reached at
avalon.zoppo@alm.com.

SCOTUS

« Continued from page 2
giving the State’s highest court a
chance to act.”

Justice Samuel Alito Jr., writing a
concurrence, called the accusation
“baseless.”

“[H]er 13-page dissent is most
notable for what it conspicuously
omits: even the most tepid imagin-
able defense of the constitutional-
ity of the trial court’s order,” Alito
wrote. “Instead, her disquisition
ducks that issue and demands that
we wait until the completion of a
series of events that would likely
run out the clock before we could
review the order.

Justices Experiment With
Drug Hypotheticals

Monday’s hearing in U.S. v.
Hemani—about the constitution-
ality of the federal gun ban for drug
users—prompted a range of col-
orful hypothetical questions, from
Ambien-popping spouses to those
with a penchant for an obscure
South American hallucinogen.

The court is reviewing a ruling
by the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Fifth Circuit holding that it
is unconstitutional to prosecute
habitual drug users for gun pos-
session if they are not actually high

when arrested in possession of a
firearm.

The justices appeared closely
divided during the hearing, but
those sympathetic to defendant
Ali Danial Hemani offered relatively
tame examples of substance use
to highlight the seeming incongru-
ity of the federal criminal statute
against gun ownership.

Justice Amy Coney Barrett
offered an example of a spouse
who sneaks an Ambien from her
partner’s medicine jar to help her
sleep at night.

“If my husband has a prescrip-
tion and I don’t, what is it about
Ambien itself that would make one
of us more likely to be dangerous?”
Barrett said. “It’s not. It’s the law-
fulness. And so too here with the
marijuana, I just don’t see anything
in the scheme that actually reflects
Congress’s judgment that this
makes someone more dangerous.”

Justice Neil Gorsuch, mean-
while, contrasted the prodigious
drinking habits of the nation’s
founding fathers with someone
who occasionally ingests THC-
infused gummies.

The federal government has
argued that 18th century laws
against “habitual drunkards” pro-
vides historical support for the
modern federal gun ban.

“We have to remember the
founding era,” Gorsuch said. “If

you want to invoke the founding
era, to be a habitual drunkard, you
had to do double that, okay? John
Adams took a tankard of hard cider
with his breakfast every day. James
Madison reportedly drank a pint
of whiskey every day. Thomas Jef-
ferson said he wasn’t much a user
of alcohol, he only had three or
four glasses of wine a night, okay?”

“What if he took one gummy
bear with a medical prescription
in Colorado—well, you may not
even need a medical prescription.
You don’t even need that anymore,”
Gorsuch added. “But let’s say he
had one to help him sleep every
other day. Disarm him for life?”

On the other end of the spec-
trum, Justice Kagan questioned
Hemani’s attorney about someone
who habitually uses a powerful
South American psychedelic hal-
lucinogen known as ayahuasca,
during which “reality dissolves.”

“I'm assuming that Congress has
agood reason for saying, when real-
ity dissolves, you don’t want guns
around,” Kagan said. “To me, that’s
going to fail your test.”

Later in the hearing, Barrett said
she had “never heard” of ayahuas-
ca and turned to Kagan. “Is that
real,” she asked.

Kagan, smiling, nodded.

I
@ ‘ Jimmy Hoover can be reached at
jimmy.hoover@alm.com.

‘Overweight’

« Continued from page 2

Kennedy said in the video that
people who lose weight in a con-
ventional manner, eating less and
exercising, rather than taking medi-
cation, are “doing it the right way,”
Dorfman said. “So there’s almost
like a hierarchy.”

The historic reluctance to label
obesity bias as discriminatory is
due in part to the immutability
doctrine, Dorfman added—which
provides that the law can project
characteristics that are immutable,
like race.

Dorfman worries overweight
people will be unduly pressured
to take weight-loss drugs.

He said laws to protect over-
weight people are needed, and he’s
“optimistic” that such measures
will be adopted in more places.

“I don’t think we should require
people to take medication in order
to in order to fit into society,” he
said. “I just think we need to live

in a society that accept all kinds
of body types.”

Sharona Hoffman, a law profes-
sor at Case Western Reserve Uni-
versity in Cleveland, said being
overweight enjoys scant legal pro-
tection because it was historically
considered an element of appear-
ance—just like wardrobe and men
wearing ponytails.

“I don’t know that it’s going to
be liberalized, because the country
is just not going in the direction of
liberalizing civil rights laws,” Hoff-
man said.

Hoffman said in the 1990s, while
she was working at the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commis-
sion, a movement was underway
to grant more protection to over-
weight people, but advocates have
made little progress since then.

In some cases, overweight
people have been able to claim
protection under the Americans
With Disabilities Act, she said.

But the results of the report, and
hiring managers’ admissions they
are disinclined to hire overweight

workers, were not a surprise, Hoff-
man said.

“I've seen that kind of informa-
tion before. It’s also true that more
attractive people, people with nicer
faces, do better in the workplace.
That goes along with it—attractive
people have an easier time getting
jobs than other people,” she said.

Hoffman said she’s of two minds
on whether laws are needed to bar
discrimination against overweight
people.

“You know, the more categories
you add, the more you liberalize,
arguably, you might weaken pro-
tection,” Hoffman said. “Employ-
ers are going to start just rebel-
ling and saying, ‘Well, you're not
leaving us any discretion. We
want to be able to hire who we
want to hire.’ ... But overweight
people are a category that has
faced a lot of barriers. So it’s not
a bad idea for jurisdictions to add
that if they’re persuaded.”

I
@ ‘ Charles Toutant can be reached at
charles.toutant@alm.com.

Prenup

« Continued from page 4

reform an incomplete or ambigu-
ous agreement because it seems
obvious what you meant.

Also consider death versus
divorce: avoid a structure that
perversely rewards divorce more
than “until death do us part.”

Prenuptial agreements need
not be fragile, but they are human
documents that will be judged in
human conditions. You can write
a clever, aggressive agreement and
“win” for your client in the moment,
only to guarantee their loss and
your embarrassment down the
road.

Lennar

« Continued from page 5

She earned her law degree from
William & Mary.

Lennar is one the nation’s larg-
est homebuilders, with fiscal 2025
revenue totaling $34.2 billion.

Late last year, Lennar reduced
its average home price by 10%, to

$386,000, citing the nation’s “afford-
ability crisis.”

Like many builders, Lennar’s
profit margins have been squeezed
by higher interest rates, tariffs and
labor shortages. The company’s
profits last year totaled $2.1 billion,
down from $3.9 billion a year earlier.

|
@ ‘ Chris O'Malley can be reached at
chris.omalley@alm.com.
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ed that the tenant produce items
responsive to the landlord’s docu-
ment demands, except for certain
demands, which the court found
to be “overly broad” and “commu-
nications between respondent and
itself.”

The court directed that the
tenant produce the relevant docu-
ments for the period Aug. 1, 2022
through July 31, 2024. The court
explained that although there is
“appellate support for evaluating
the entire history of the tenancy in
nonprimary residence cases...peti-
tioner does not offer a sufficient
basis in its motion for requiring
discovery for the period prior to
the most recent lease term.”

The court also held that the
tenant need not reproduce any
relevant documents that were
already produced to the landlord
or landlord’s attorneys after the
date of landlord’s “notice of termi-
nation/non-renewal.” Additionally,
it granted the landlord permission
to schedule a deposition of the ten-
ant.

The tenant had cross-moved,
seeking discovery with respect to
her defense that any absence had
been “excusable due to the condi-
tion of the subject premises and
to petitioner’s allegation of illegal
subletting.”

The tenant had detailed in her
affidavit facts relating to a “series
of water leaks in the subject apart-
ment and resulting damage and
mold that made the apartment
temporarily uninhabitable.”

She also submitted emails with
the petitioner about those condi-
tions, areport “of a licensed mold
assessor, (NYC Dept. of Housing
Preservation and Development)
complaints and violations, and a
draft relocation agreement pur-
portedly prepared by (landlord’s)
attorneys.”

The court found that the ten-
ant provided “sufficient support
for her defense based on excus-
able absence from the subject
premises and the nexus with the
documents sought in her discov-
ery demand, which likely (will)
speed the proceedings towards a
fair resolution and clarify disputed
facts, for partial discovery to be
granted....”

Thus, the court ordered the
landlord to produce documents
responsive to certain respondent
requests, provided that such pro-
duction “shall be limited to those
records concerning the building
exterior and respondent’s apart-
ment.” It did not find ample need
for production of documents for
“other residential units over which
the court does not have jurisdic-
tion.” It further found that the ten-
ant failed to provide a sufficient
basis for the landlord to “produce
records of alleged subletting on
this record....”

Additionally, the court held
that the tenant failed to establish
ample need, at this juncture, “for
a deposition of any of petitioner’s
agents or employees.” It stated
that the tenant may renew this
request “if a compelling basis is
shown after document production
has occurred.”

Thus, the tenant’s cross-motion
was granted to the foregoing extent
and was otherwise denied.

Stahl Associates LLC v. Catal-
do, Civil Court, New York County,
Case No. L&T 317188/24. Decided
Jan. 23, 2026. Guthrie, J.

Landlord-Tenant—Tenant May
Not Be Evicted In Summary Hold-
over Action Based on ‘Familial
Exception Doctrine’—Brother
Sought to Evict Sister and Her
Child

petitioner commenced a hold-

over proceeding to evict his
sister and his sister’s minor child,
on the grounds that the sister was
a licensee of the petitioner and
that her status had been termi-
nated by the petitioner.

The respondent sister (sister)
moved to dismiss on the grounds
that (i) her brother (petitioner)
owes his sister a “statutory duty
of support which has not been
terminated, which would preclude
termination of an alleged licensee
relationship;” and (ii) her brother
cannot evict her due to the “‘famil-
ial relationship’ exception to evic-
tions.” The petitioner cross-moved
for summary judgment.

In 2019, the mother of the peti-
tioner and his sister signed a fed-
eral form, Form [-864A, “a contract
pursuant to which she agreed to
sponsor (sister’s)...application for
lawful immigration to the United
States.” The petitioner signed
the form as well, as a “household
member,” and thus also agreed to
be bound by its terms and condi-
tions.

In November 2021, the sister
and her child became “lawful,
permanent residents of the United
States, and immediately became
residents” of the subject property.
The petitioner, together with his

sister and his sister’s child, have
continued to reside in the prem-
ises until and after service of the
petitioner’s 10-day Notice to Quit
had been served on the sister.

The court explained that Form
[-864A “forbids the admission of
any alien ‘who is likely at any time
to become a public charge.”” It
noted that “[i]n signing this affi-
davit, the sponsor (and/or house-
hold member) agrees to provide
financial support (to the putative
immigrant) at an annual income
that is at least 125 percent of the
Federal Poverty Guidelines during
the period the [-864 affidavit is in
effect.”

The court noted that “[u]pon
execution, this affidavit morphs
into a contract between the spon-
sor/household member and the
United States government, which
may be enforced either by the gov-
ernment or the immigrant.”

The court stated that the “sup-
port obligations solidified by the
[-864 affidavit terminate only
upon the occurrence of certain
discrete events: (i) when the
benefited immigrant becomes a
United States citizen; (ii) when
the benefited immigrant works
or receives credit for forty (40)
qualifying credits of coverage
under the Social Security Act;

relationship between (the peti-
tioner) and (the sister), is more
than sufficient to find that (sister)
is not a mere licensee who can be
summarily evicted.”

Since there was no indication
that the petitioner had been
“coerced, or otherwise forced, to
sign the Form [-864 as a ‘household
member’ obligated to provide sup-
port for his (sister), the so-called
‘familial exception’ defense is
applicable and precludes (sis-
ter’s) eviction in the summary
proceeding.”

The court noted that its hold-
ing did not limit the petitioner’s
“ability to maintain an ejectment
proceeding in Supreme Court;
however, the District Court sim-
ply is not the appropriate forum
for this dispute.”

Accordingly, court granted the
respondent’s motion to dismiss
and denied the petitioner’s cross-
motion for summary judgment.

Vasco v. Vasco, District Court
of Nassau County, First District:
Landlord/Tenant Part, Case No.
LT-3015/24. Decided Dec. 18,
2025. Hohauser, J.

Foreclosure—Plaintiff’s Motion
for Summary Judgment to Strike
Defendant’s Answer, Appoint a

The court explained that although there is‘appellate
support for evaluating the entire history of the tenancy
in nonprimary residence cases...petitioner does not offer
a sufficient basis in its motion for requiring discovery for
the period prior to the most recent lease term!

(iii) when the benefited immi-
grant loses their status as a
lawful permanent resident and
departs from the United States;
(iv) when the benefited immigrant
becomes the subject of a super-
seding Affidavit of Support; or (v)
when the benefited immigrant
dies.”

The court found that “no termi-
nating occurrence has occurred,
which would otherwise limit
the obligations owed to (sister)
by (petitioner) or the mother.”
Thus, the duties owed to the sis-
ter “remain in existence, and may
be enforced either by (sister) and/
or the United States government.”

The court addressed the issue
of “whether this statutory duty
implicates a duty to maintain hous-
ing for (sister) and (her child),
and turns on whether a summary
eviction proceeding may be had
vis-a-vis a family member such
as (sister) and (sister’s child),
or whether the so-called ‘familial
exception’ would interpose a bar.”

The court reviewed RPAPL 713
which is entitled “Grounds where
no landlord-tenant relationship
exists.” That statute provides
that “[a] special proceeding may
be maintained under this article
after a ten-day notice to quit has
been served upon the respondent
in a manner prescribed ... upon the
following grounds .... (respondent)
is a licensee of the person entitled
to possession of the property at
the time of the license, and (a)
his license has expired, or (b) his
license has been revoked by the
licensor.”

Thus, the salient issue was
“whether a close relative who
is statutorily entitled to receive
support, and has resided in the
admittedly familial residence for
several years, can be summarily
evicted as a mere licensee.”

The court reviewed decisional
precedent which held that “the
right to occupy derived from a
family relationship, rather than
from permission of the petition-
ing party.” It noted that other rel-
evant court decisions involved a
spouse, a sister-in-law, a brother,
and a stepchild. The subject court
noted that “[c]ourts use a case-by-
case analysis of the relationship in
question, and examine ‘the circum-
stances under which the parties
resided together.’

The court also cited an Appel-
late Term decision which held
“that the so-called ‘familial excep-
tion’ to summary eviction proceed-
ings did not apply to situations
where there’s no legal support
obligation, and cited to similar
holdings of other superior courts.”
That Appellate Term decision “dis-
tinguished a series of other cases
in which the holdings denied peti-
tioners the right to evict those in
whose favor a support obligation
was found to exist.”

Here, the court found that the
sister and her child had “immi-
grated to the United States under
quiet discrete circumstances, and
in direct reliance upon promises
made by (petitioner) and (peti-
tioner’s mother).”

The petitioner and the mother
had “voluntarily agreed to pro-
vide at least a minimum measure
of financial support” and neither
the sister nor her child “would
have been able to obtain perma-
nent residence status without
the sponsorship of (brother) and
(mother).”

The court reasoned that the
financial support obligation,
“together with the close family

Referee, Amend the Caption
and to Discontinue an Action
Against Certain Defendants and
to Declare Non-Appearing Parties
In Default Denied—Defendant’s
Cross-Motion for Summary Judg-
ment Dismissing the Complaint
Granted—Plaintiff Failed to
Demonstrate Compliance With
RPAPL 1304 or Its Contractual
Notice Requirement—Plaintiff’s
Omission of Borrowers Telephone
Number Rendered RPAPL 1306
Filing Defective—Court Was
‘Unaware of Any Binding Author-
ity on the Issue of Omitting the
Borrower’s Telephone Number
From the RPAPL 1306 Notice’—
Absent Such “Authoritative Case-
Law to the Contrary,” the Court
Strictly Applied ‘The Statutory
Requirements of RPAPL 1306’

A plaintiff in a foreclosure action
moved for summary judgment
seeking to strike the defendant’s
answer, appointment of a receiver,
permission to amend the caption
to eliminate certain defendants
and to discontinue the action
against them and to declare non-
appearing parties in default. The
defendant opposed the motion
and cross-moved for summary
judgment dismissing the com-
plaint on various “grounds.”

The defendant argued that the
action should be dismissed as a
nullity, since it was commenced
against a deceased person. One
of the borrowers on the mort-
gage had died before the action
was commenced. However, that
borrower had never been named
in the action.

A defendant, in the original
2015 complaint, had died on Jan.
3, 2021, after this action had been
commenced. The defendant had
been substituted for that deceased
defendant by a subsequent court
order. Thus, the court held that
the action had never been brought
against the dead party and it was
not a nullity.

The defendant also argued that
the action should be dismissed
since the plaintiff’s predecessor
in interest failed to comply with
RPAPL 1304 and failed to send a
“contractually required default
notice.”

The plaintiff asserted that
RPAPL 1304 is inapplicable to
the present action since the bor-
rower named in the note was
deceased at the time the action
was commenced. The court found,
however, “where the defendant is
referred to as a borrower in the
mortgage instrument...the record
is sufficient to establish that the
defendant is a borrower for pur-
poses of RPAPL 1304.” Here, one of
the deceased defendants had been
“named as a borrower in the mort-
gage and was therefore entitled to
the RPAPL 1304 notices.”

The court found that the plain-
tiff’s predecessor failed to dem-
onstrate compliance with either
RPAPL 1304 or “contractual default
notice requirements.”

The court explained that “a
plaintiff demonstrates its compli-
ance with the statute ‘by proof of
the requisite mailing, which can
be established by proof of the
actual mailings, such as affida-
vits of mailing or domestic return
receipts with attendant signatures,
or proof of a standard office mail-
ing procedure designed to ensure
that items are properly addressed
and mailed, sworn to by someone
with personal knowledge of the
procedure.”

Here, the affidavit of the loan
servicer’s foreclosure manager did
not “attest to the actual mailing of
these notices or standard office
mailing procedure.” The plaintiff
also did not submit “domestic
return receipts of them.” Rather,
the “foreclosure manager merely
states that she reviewed docu-
ments from a prior loan servicer
that had been incorporated
into the present loan servicer’s
records, which is insufficient to
establish compliance with the
notice requirements.”

The defendant had also argued
that the action should be dis-
missed since the plaintiff’s prede-
cessor in interest failed to comply
with RPAPL 1306. The defendant
claimed that the RPAPL 1306 “fil-
ing indicates there was no loan
modification when there was one
and omits the borrower’s phone
number.”

The court explained that RPAPL
1306(2) provides that “each filing
delivered to the superintendent
shall be on such form as the
superintendent shall prescribe,
and shall include at a minimum,
the name, the address, last known
telephone number of the borrower,
and the amount claimed as due
and owing on the mortgage ....”

The court also noted that
compliance with RPAPL 1306
“is a condition precedent to the
commencement of a foreclosure
action.”

The court observed that “[a]s
for plaintiff’s omission of the loan
modification, ‘the plaintiff’s fail-
ure to indicate that the loan was
modified does not render the filing
insufficient to satisfy the require-
ments of RPAPL 1306.””

However, the court explained
that “several other trial courts
have found that a plaintiff’s fail-
ure to list the borrower’s last tele-
phone number in its RPAPL 1306
filing is a material defect.”

The court also noted that “with-
in the context of the RPAPL 1304,
plaintiff’s failure to include the
telephone number of the Depart-
ment of Financial Services toll-free
helpline is a fatal defect that invali-
dates the RPAPL 1304 notice.”

The court acknowledged that
“[a]rguably, the plaintiff’s mis-
statement of whether the loan
was modified, which the Appel-
late Division, Second Department
excuses, is a more egregious than
the omission of borrower’s tele-
phone number.”

Additionally, the court noted
that the “purpose of RPAPL 1306,
per the statute itself, is to, ‘enable
the superintendent of financial ser-
vices to ascertain the type of loan
at issue’ so that ‘the superinten-
dent may subsequently request
such readily available information
as may be reasonably necessary
to facilitate a review of whether
the borrower might benefit from
counseling or other foreclosure
prevention services.””

The court opined that
“[p]otentially, the statutory pur-
pose is less frustrated by not
listing a telephone number than
by misstating that a loan was not
modified.” However, the court was
“unaware of any binding authority
on the issue of omitting the bor-
rower’s telephone number from
the RPAPL 1306 notice.” It held
that in the absence of “authorita-
tive caselaw to the contrary, this
court is compelled to strictly
apply the statutory requirements
of RPAPL 1306.” Thus, the court
concluded that the “failure to
provide the borrower’s telephone
number in its filing is therefore a
defect this court cannot excuse.”

Accordingly, the court denied
the plaintiff’s motion for summary
judgment and granted the defen-
dant’s motion for summary judg-
ment and dismissed the action.

The Bank of N.Y. Mellon v. Gar-
giulo, Supreme Court, Nassau
County, Case No. 005271/2015.
Decided Nov. 25, 2025. Genovesi, JJ.

The “Realty Law Digest” is a Law Journal feature
designed for practitioners in real-property law.
Written by Scott E. Mollen and published each
Wednesday, it digests significant decisions in
the field.
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administrable standards reflects
an effort to articulate a rule that
is both principled and workable.

The Constitution does not forbid
tax collection. Nor does it require
courts to second-guess every statu-
tory mechanism that produces
harsh results. But it does insist
that the government not redefine
or appropriate recognized property
interests without constitutional
justification.

Pung v. Isabella County ultimate-
ly requires the court to reconcile
these commitments: to preserve

the structural authority of states
to enforce their fiscal laws while
maintaining the constitutional
architecture that protects private
property from uncompensated
appropriation and disproportion-
ate sanction.

However the court resolves the
case, its decision will clarify how
the Fifth and Eighth Amendments
operate not in the dramatic context
of eminent domain for highways or
public projects, but in the quieter,
recurring interactions between
citizens and the revenue systems
of local government. It is in those
ordinary interactions that consti-
tutional boundaries are often most
consequential.

Legal
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to supervise the infringing activ-
ity and derives a direct financial
benefit from it.

The Court in MGM Studios Inc.
v. Grokster, Ltd., 545 U.S. 913 dis-
close guidelines for secondary and
contributory liability for Internet
software transactions. These prin-
ciples, while developed in the inter-
net context, for copyright matters,
could analogously be applied to
Al users if their actions meet the
requisite elements of knowledge,
inducement, or control.

The fact that Al is software, is
also useful for Al transaction analy-
sis because it may arguably allow
the application of certain Internet
software transaction statutes and
cases to be applied to Al software
transactions. More specifically,
Al users may be viewed in a man-
ner similar to a group of Internet
users, namely, Internet service
providers. The Communications
Decency Act (CDA) §230: Under,
47 USCS §230 offers providers or
users of interactive computer ser-
vices immunity from liability for
content created by third parties.

Arguably, since Al transactions

are heavily reliant on the Internet
during development and use, Al
users may be immune from certain
liabilities. For the same reasons, if
an Al user is deemed to have acted
as an “information content provid-
er” by materially contributing to
the development of harmful con-
tent, they may lose this immunity.

Finally, the fact that Al is soft-
ware is useful for Al transaction
analysis from a state law perspec-
tive. In the past, states have enact-
ed special laws regarding software,
such as the California Spam Law
(see for example Business and Pro-
fessions Code §17529.5 and SB 186
2003 Cal. Statutes. Chapter 487).
Recently, California enacted Cal
Civ Code §1714.46., which explic-
itly addresses Al software transac-
tion related harm, stating that a
defendant cannot avoid liability by
claiming that the Al autonomously
caused the harm.

However, defendants may still
present affirmative defenses,
including evidence of causation
or foreseeability. In short, due to
Al not being a legal entity, Al soft-
ware may not be held liable for a
bad act which may cause harm.
However, an Al user may be held
liable if their use of Al foreseeably
contributes to harm.

Partners
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ing for multifamily, mixed-use and
commercial office and retail real
estate deals. Additionally, Brown
works as outside counsel to real
estate investors, advising them on
matters including joint ventures,
investment funds and transactions.

“Bob is a key addition to our
California team and aligns per-
fectly with our strategic focus
on expanding our real estate and
tax capabilities to guide clients
through their largest and most
complex transactions statewide
and beyond,” Greenberg Traurig
global real estate practice co-chair
and Los Angeles office co-managing
partner Gregory Fishman said in
an email Thursday.

Following Brown’s hiring, Green-
berg Traurig employs 52 partners
across California in its real estate
practice, 37 of whom are sharehold-
ers, a firm spokesperson said.

Hanson Bridgett hired two Pro-
copio real estate partners this week
as well, adding Tara Castro Naray-
anan in San Francisco, and Susan
Daly in San Diego.

Narayanan joined Hanson
Bridgett after more than three
years at Procopio, where she was a
partner. Her practice entails advis-
ing commercial, residential and
mixed-use developers and owners
in a variety of real estate matters,
including obtaining approvals,
navigating local and federal regu-
lations, and developing leases.
Narayanan is also a member and
former chair of the Building Indus-
try Association of the Bay Area, and
a former member of the California
Minority Counsel Program.

Daly, who had been at Pro-
copio for more than 10 years, was
partly responsible for recruiting
Narayanan to Procopio, as the
two frequently work together on
matters. Her practice focuses on
subdivided land projects across
California, including condomini-
ums, planned developments,

subdivisions, mixed-use projects,
high-rise developments, and more.

Despite the departures, Pro-
copio managing partner Dennis
Doucette says the firm continues
to grow its real estate practice.

“Lateral partner moves are
becoming more frequent in the
legal industry, and we have cer-
tainly benefited from numerous
partner hires in the last year,”
Doucette said via email Thursday.
“Two of those lateral partner hires
were in our real estate practice, not
surprising given we were founded
as a real estate firm 80 years ago,
he added.”

Per Law.com Compass data, the
firm has hired at least eight real
estate and construction partners
in the past year. That’s the third-
most active hiring practice for
Procopio, behind its banking and
finance division, which added 14
lawyers. Life sciences and health
care added nine lawyers in the past
year, while telecommunications
and technology also added eight,
Compass data indicated.

Doucette added, “We are excited
about our next 80 years, especially
as a firm in transition that has been
elevating more of our emerging
partners to leadership positions
with a solid pipeline of more junior
attorneys with great promise join-
ing the firm.”

Procopio is growing its ranks
outside of San Diego, where it was
founded in 1946.

The firm has added “multiple
partner and associate hires in
recent months in our fast-growing
Irvine office serving clients across
Orange County and Los Angeles,”
Doucette said. He added that
the firm continues “to hear from
partners at other firms interested
in joining Procopio, and we will
continue to have those conversa-
tions and bring aboard partners
who enhance our ability to serve
our clients and strengthen our core
practices.”

|
@ ‘ Samson Amore can be reached at
samson.amore@alm.com.
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to a local church per her wishes.
Jonas did draw up a deed that
transferred the property to Corner-
stone Community Church of Pasco,
court filings show. He also drew up
one that moved the property from
the church’s hands to his own.
Jonas tricked the church’s pas-
tor, Brian Walls, into signing over
the land by telling him that an
anonymous donor had come for-
ward with a $10,000 gift for the con-
gregation, according to the Bar’s
Monday petition. Jonas allegedly
helped Walls with business and
real estate transactions before,
and Walls gratefully came to Jonas’
office to accept the donation.
When the pastor walked out
the door with $10,000, he had no

idea he had just sold the attorney
church land that Pasco County’s
Property Appraiser values at nearly
$215,000, court records show.

“Pastor Walls never knew the
Property had been deeded to the
church and was never provided a
copy of the recorded document,”
the Bar’s petition reads. “Respon-
dent and Pastor Walls never had
any agreement to transfer real prop-
erty. ... Pastor Walls would not have
transferred real property belonging
to the church without the approval
and vote of the congregation.”

Walls learned of the alleged
deception after arelative of the now-
deceased donor called him, con-
vinced “the church was involved in
a scam against the elderly woman.”

The Pasco County Sheriff’s
Department confirmed it has an
open criminal investigation into
the matter.

Bob Jarvis, an ethics professor
at Nova Southeastern University
College of Law who is not involved
in the Bar’s case, said if the allega-
tions are true, “they are a shocking
example of self-dealing.”

“It will be interesting to hear
Jonas’s side of the story and see
what defenses heraises,” Jarvis said.

Jonas and his attorney, Smith,
Tozian, Daniel & Davis partner
Debra J. Davis, did not return the
Daily Business Review’s request for
comment Wednesday. Walls and
Cornerstone Community Church of
Pasco did not respond to requests
for comment or to confirm if they
are considering pursuing civil liti-
gation. Jennifer Krell Davis, com-
munications director for the Bar,
declined to comment.

|
@ ‘ Annie Mayne can be reached at
annie.mayne@alm.com.
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divorce proceeding, and it would
not be within the parties’ reason-
able expectations that the two
would be tried together. In Chen v.
Fischer, supra, the Court of Appeals
held that res judicata did not bar
a personal injury action following
a divorce action because the two
actions sought different types of
relief and did not constitute a con-
venient trial unit.

Collateral estoppel is a narrower
doctrine, based upon the notion
that a party, or one in privity with
a party, should not be permitted to
relitigate an issue decided against
it. Two requirements must be sat-
isfied.

First, the party seeking the bene-
fit of collateral estoppel must prove
that the identical issue was neces-
sarily decided in the prior action
and is decisive in the present
action. (Kaufman v. Lilly & Co., 65
N.Y.2d 449,492 N.Y.S.2d 584 (1985)).

Second, the party to be preclud-
ed from relitigating an issue must
have had a full and fair opportu-
nity to contest the prior determi-
nation. (D’Arata v New York Cent.
Mut. Fire Ins. Co., 76 N.Y.2d 659,
664, 563 N.Y.S.2d 24 (1990)). The
party opposing the estoppel must
demonstrate the absence of a full
and fair opportunity to contest
the prior determination. (Nappy v.
Nappy, 100 A.D.3d 843, 955 N.Y.S.2d
102 (2d Dep’t 2012)).

Collateral estoppel or issue pre-
clusion operates so that the record
itself, rather than the prior judg-
ment, stands as a barrier to relitiga-
tion of issues determined or which
could have been determined in the
first proceeding. Like res judicata,
collateral estoppel requires a final
judgment on the merits. Collater-
al Estoppel will apply to matters
actually litigated, and to all mat-
ters necessarily established by the
prior judgment, even if they were
not litigated. (Statter v. Statter, 2
N.Y.2d 668, 163 N.Y.S.2d 13 (1957)).

Collateral estoppel allows the
determination of an issue of fact
or law raised in a subsequent
action by reference to a previous
judgment on a different cause of
action in which the same issue was
necessarily raised and decided.
The identity of the issue that has
necessarily been decided in the
prior action is controlling.

The issue must have been mate-
rial to the first action and essential
to the decision, and it must be the

point actually to be determined
in the second action such that a
different judgment in the second
would destroy or impair rights or
interests established by the first.

A determination whether the
first action genuinely provided a
full and fair opportunity requires
consideration of “the ‘realities of
the [prior] litigation,” including the
context and other circumstances
which... may have had the practi-
cal effect of discouraging or deter-
ring a party from fully litigating the
determination which is now assert-
ed against him.” (Ryan v. New York
Telephone Co., 62 N.Y.2d 494, 478
N.Y.S.2d 823 (1984)).

Among the specific factors to
be considered are the nature of
the forum and the importance of
the claim in the prior litigation,
the incentive and initiative to liti-
gate, the actual extent of litigation,
the competence and expertise of
counsel, the availability of new
evidence, the differences in the
applicable law, and the foreseeabil-
ity of future litigation. (Gilberg v.
Barbieri, 53 N.Y.2d 285,441 N.Y.S.2d
49 (1981)).

The Court of Appeals has cau-
tioned against the mechanical
application of issue preclusion
(see e.g., Jeffreys v Griffin, 1 NY3d
34, 41 [2003]). Considering the
facts of each case, a court must
examine “ ‘the realities of litiga-
tion,” such as recognition that if
the first proceeding involved trivial
stakes, it may not have been liti-
gated vigorously. It has explained
that “the fundamental inquiry is
whether relitigation should be
permitted in a particular case in
light of what are often competing
policy considerations, including
fairness to the parties, conserva-
tion of the resources of the court
and the litigants, and the societal
interests in consistent and accurate
results” (Simmons v. Trans Express
Inc., 148 N.Y.S.3d 178 (2021)).

In Statter v. Statter (2 N.Y.2d
668, 163 N.Y.S.2d 13 (1957)), the
husband obtained a judgment of
separation against the wife, and the
decision contained a finding that
the husband and wife were validly
married. The separation judgment
was held to be res judicata in the
subsequent annulment action com-
menced by the wife.

The Court of Appeals observed
that the subject of the second
action was the validity or invalid-
ity of the marriage, and a judg-
ment of separation establishes the
existence of a valid and subsist-
ing marriage between the parties.

The validity of the marriage was
“comprehended and involved in
the thing... decided.” It was “nec-
essarily implied in the former deci-
sion.” It followed that res judicata
barred a second trial on the issue
of the marriage’s validity. This was
true even though it was not in con-
troversy in the first action.

An order entered on a motion
is ordinarily entitled to the same
res judicata and collateral estoppel
treatment as a judgment, as long
as the other requisites of those
doctrines are met. (Vavolizza v.
Krieger, 33 N.Y.2d 351, 352 N.Y.S.2d
919 (1974)).

When is a judgment or order a
final judgment on the merits? CPLR
5013 provides that a judgment dis-
missing a cause of action before the

party’s failure to appear. (See,
Greenberg v. De Hart, 4 NY2d 511,
176 N.Y.S.2d 344 (1958)). A default
judgment is not a final judgment on
the merits. (Maybaum v. Maybaum,
89 A.D.3d 692, 933 N.Y.S.2d 43
(2d Dep’t 2011)).

In Maybaum v. Maybaum, 89
AD3d 692 (2d Dept 2011), the court
held that the withdrawal of a family
offense petition with prejudice did
not constitute a determination fol-
lowing a full and fair opportunity to
litigate the issues; collateral estop-
pel applies only to matters that are
actually litigated and determined
in a prior action. Since the issue
of whether the plaintiff committed
certain acts was never determined
in the family court proceeding, the
withdrawal of the petition could

Thus, a new petition may be filed where there has been a
sufficient change in circumstances since the order or judg-
ment sought to be modified was made.

close of the proponent’s evidence
is not a dismissal on the merits
unless it specifies otherwise. A
judgment dismissing a cause of
action after the close of the pro-
ponent’s evidence is a dismissal
on the merits unless it specifies
otherwise.

However, CPLR 3216 allows the
court to dismiss on the merits for
failure to prosecute and changes the
rule that there can be no dismissal
on the merits until the close of the
plaintiff’s case. (Headley v. Noto, 22
N.Y.2d 1, 290 N.Y.S.2d 726 (1968)).

A dismissal “with prejudice”
generally signifies that the court
intended to dismiss the action on
the merits, that is, to bring the
action to a final conclusion against
the plaintiff. The words “with preju-
dice” are used interchangeably
with the phrase “on the merits”
to indicate the same preclusive
effect. (Yonkers Contr. Co. v. Port
Auth. Trans—Hudson Corp., 93 N.Y.2d
375, 690 N.Y.S.2d 512 (1999)).

CPLR 5013 does not require
that the prior judgment contain
the precise words “on the merits”
to be given res judicata effect. It
suffices if it appears from the judg-
ment that the dismissal was on the
merits. (See Strange v. Montefiore
Hosp. and Medical Center, 59 N.Y.2d
737,463 N.Y.S.2d 429 (1983)). A dis-
missal for lack of standing is not a
dismissal on the merits (Alco Gra-
vure, Inc. v. Knapp Foundation, 64
N.Y.2d 458,490 N.Y.S.2d 116 (1985)),
nor is a dismissal based upon a

not preclude the defendant from
litigating the same issue in a sub-
sequent civil action.

A court has discretion to spec-
ify whether its order dismissing a
claim is to have res judicata effect.
Where a dismissal is specifically
“on the merits” or “with prejudice,”
the circumstances must warrant
barring the litigant from further
pursuit of his claim for those
phrases to be given preclusive
effect. (See Art Guild Gallery v. Char-
mack, 107 AD2d 777, 484 N.Y.S.2d
614 (2d Dept.,1985)).

In Blackman v. Barge,
(—N.Y.S.3d—, 2025 WL 97466
(2d Dept., 2025)), the father was
awarded sole legal and physical
custody of the child, with super-
vised therapeutic parental access
to the mother. The mother’s peti-
tion to modify that order and her
application to extend supervised
therapeutic parental access were
denied, without a hearing, by order
dated Dec. 24, 2020, which was also
affirmed.

The mother again petitioned the
Family Court to modify the order
dated Sept. 9, 2019, to award her
sole legal and physical custody of
the child or, in the alternative, for an
extension of supervised therapeu-
tic parental access with the child.
By order dated Feb. 16, 2023, the
court, inter alia, dismissed, without
a hearing, the mother’s petitions
with prejudice. The Appellate Divi-
sion held, inter alia, that the Family
Court should not have provided

that its dismissal of the mother’s
petitions was with prejudice.

This language could create con-
fusion as to whether the mother
could seek relief based on a change
in circumstances. Therefore,
it deleted that provision of the
order appealed from and substi-
tuted a provision dismissing the
petitions without prejudice. It
noted that child custody and
parental access orders are not
entitled to res judicata effect and
are subject to modification based
upon a showing of a change in
circumstances.

Thus, a new petition may be filed
where there has been a sufficient
change in circumstances since
the order or judgment sought to
be modified was made. Since there
was no showing of a change in cir-
cumstances in these proceedings,
the order was affirmed insofar as
appealed from.

In Matter of Youlanda V v. John
W, (—N.Y.S.3d—, 2025 WL 3725060
(Mem) (3d Dept., 2025)), the Appel-
late Division agreed with Family
Court that the mother failed to
make a prima facie showing that an
upward modification of child sup-
port was warranted, and her peti-
tion was thus properly dismissed.
However, dismissal of the mother’s
petition with prejudice was in error.

Family Court retains continuing
jurisdiction to modify a prior order
of child support upon a proper
showing of statutorily enumerated
circumstances (see Family Ct Act
§451). It modified the law by revers-
ing so much thereof as dismissed
the petition with prejudice, and
directed that the petition be dis-
missed without prejudice, and, as
so modified, affirmed. (To the same
effect, see Matter of Crystal NN., v.
Joshua 00.,—N.Y.S.3d—, 2025 WL
1583098, 2025 N.Y. Slip Op. 03368
(3d Dept., 2025)).

A court may dismiss a claim
with prejudice where it finds that
exceptional circumstances or an
unreasonable neglect to prosecute
warrant this extreme sanction. (See
Jones v. Maphey, 50 NY2d 971, 431
N.Y.S.2d 466 (1980); Matter of Sta-
cey O. v Donald P, 137 A.D.2d 965,
525N.Y.S.2d 385 (3d Dept., 1988)).
"Exceptional circumstances* war-
ranting the exercise of the court’s
power to dismiss the subsequent
action on the merits before com-
pletion of plaintiff’s proof were
found where a preclusion order
in a prior action foreclosing proof
of the cause of action was in effect,
and the only purpose of the new
litigation was to circumvent the

preclusion order. (Palmer v. Fox, 28
A.D.2d 968, 283 N.Y.S.2d 216 (1967),
aff’'d 22N.Y.2d 667, 291 N.Y.S.2d 361
(1968)).

In State of New York Mortgage
Agency v. Massarelli (167 A.D.3d
1296, 89 N.Y.S5.3d 768 (3d Dept.
2018)), the Appellate Division held
that where there were no excep-
tional circumstances or unrea-
sonable neglect to prosecute, a
judgment dismissing the action
with prejudice would not be given
preclusive effect.

The phrase “with prejudice,” in
the order dismissing the mortgage
foreclosure action, meant no more
than the purported assignee was
precluded from commencing a new
mortgage foreclosure action until it
could establish standing to do so,
and was not barred by res judicata.
Nothing in the record suggested
that the Supreme Court perceived
“exceptional circumstances or an
unreasonable neglect to pros-
ecute” that would warrant such
an “extreme sanction.”

Conclusion

The phrases ‘with prejudice’
and ‘on the merits’, when used in
connection with the dismissal or
other disposition of a complaint,
are often used interchangeably and
without appreciation of the distinc-
tion between them. This comes
about because, in most instances,
the effect is the same, namely, the
party is precluded from proceeding
again on the same claim. But that
is not always the case.

Opinion: 25-142
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dated, we conclude that a judge’s
decision to provide feedback about
an attorney to the assigned coun-
sel panel does not, without more,
trigger any obligation to disclose
or disqualify in matters where the
attorney appears. On the facts pre-
sented, this judge may continue
to preside in matters involving an
attorney he/she reported to the
assigned counsel panel, provided
the judge can be fair and impartial.

1. For example, we reached very differ-
ent conclusions where a judge’s concerns
about an attorney appearing as a fidu-
ciary are reported to a lawyer assistance
committee (see Opinion 18-58) rather
than to the Managing Inspector General
for Fiduciary Appointments (see Opinion
09-21).

Partners
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in deal volume in the M&A space
at large, a number which he said
would make it the second strongest
year in the M&A space behind 2021,
which just surpassed $5 trillion in
deal volume.

According to Epstein, the market
had more than 70 deals in 2025 val-
ued at $10 billion or more, and he
expects to see continued strength
in the market despite the ongoing
uncertainties in the economic and
political landscape.

“A lot of the uncertainties
.. remain for boardrooms and
C-suites, like affordability, infla-
tion, interest rates, geopolitical
risks, tariffs, onshoring produc-
tion, or onshoring manufactur-
ing,” Epstein said. “They existed
in 2024, 2025, and they persist in
2026. Having said that, I think a lot
of C-suites and boardrooms have
learned how to price those risks
into their transactions. And what
you're seeing is very large transac-
tions getting done.”

Much of the firm’s client work is
happening across borders between
the United Kingdom and the United
States, Epstein said, noting that this

is supported by Fried Frank’s years-
long project to expand its asset
management and M&A and pri-
vate equity offerings into London.
According to Epstein, the growth of
Fried Frank’s offerings in London
has led to an organic client growth
in the area that overlaps with the
firm’s clients in America, which
then led to trans-Atlantic deals.

Lateral partner additions like
McPhie and Pusey help meet
increased demand in the M&A and
private equity space, Epstein said.
Including those two new laterals,
Epstein said the practice now has
26 partners and just over 100 total
lawyers across the firm.

A representative for Morgan
Lewis said in an email to Law.com
that the firm wishes Pusey well.
Representatives for Kirkland did not
immediately respond to requests for
comment on McPhie’s departure.

The trans-Atlantic growth effort
has involved several lateral hires,
including McPhie and Pusey. At
the beginning of February, Fried
Frank also added Pillsbury Win-
throp Shaw Pittman’s mergers and
acquisitions and private equity
practice leader Stephen Amdur
in New York.

In Washington, D.C., the firm
added antitrust partner Shawn

Johnson from Crowell & Moring in
January. The firm also took another
mergers and acquisitions partner
from Kirkland, Saif Shah Moham-
med, for its D.C. office in December,
making McPhie the second Kirk-
land mergers and acquisitions
partner to move to Fried Frank in
the last six months.

While the firm has been add-
ing lateral partners to its mergers
and acquisitions and private equity
practice, it has also lost partners
in that same practice over the past
few months. In September, the firm
lost two mergers and acquisitions
partners when Andrea Gede-Lange
moved to Clifford Chance and
Thomas Lee went to Latham &
Watkins, both in New York.

Epstein said that the firm has
made and added more partners
to the mergers and acquisitions
and private equity team than it
has lost. He said competition for
strong talent remains robust, and
the firm is itself in talks with more
potential laterals for the mergers
and acquisitions and private equity
practice, as well as other practices
like antitrust, though he declined
to provide specific names.

I
@‘ Ryan Harroff can be reached at ryan.
harroff@alm.com.
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the Second Circuit, which remand-
ed for consideration of state-law
theories.

On remand, the investors
dropped their securities claims
and pressed forward with allega-
tions including aiding and abet-
ting fraud, consumer-protection
violations and unjust enrichment.
However, Failla was unpersuaded,
writing, “Despite three chances to
get it right, plaintiffs remain unable
to allege plausible claims.”

The investors alleged they were
victims of “rug pulls” and “pump
and dump” schemes carried out by
token issuers who used Uniswap’s
decentralized exchange to list and
trade new cryptocurrency tokens.
Since the identities of many issu-
ers were unknown, the plaintiffs
sought to shift responsibility to the
platform’s developers.

But aiding-and-abetting liabil-
ity under New York law requires
actual knowledge of the underlying
fraud and substantial assistance in
its commission. The court found
the complaint deficient on both

elements and rejected allega-
tions that user complaints, social
media warnings or academic stud-
ies established contemporaneous
knowledge of the specific frauds.

Providing a platform that can be
used for lawful transactions, even
if some actors misuse it, is not the
same as affirmatively assisting
fraud, Failla wrote in the 32-page
opinion and order. Simply “provid-
ing the platform on which a fraud
takes place,” she said, “is not the
same as substantially assisting that
fraud.”

Failla also dismissed claims under
state consumer-protection statutes,
finding no plausible allegation of
materially misleading statements
or actionable omissions by the
defendants. The judge wrote that
public blog posts and terms of ser-
vice acknowledging risks undercut
arguments that the company con-
cealed information uniquely within
its possession.

Finally, the unjust-enrichment
theory failed because plaintiffs did
not adequately allege that Uniswap
Labs received a specific, direct ben-
efit from the challenged trades dur-
ing the class period. With no viable
claim remaining, the court entered

judgment for the defendants and
closed the case.

Braden Perry, a partner at Ken-
nyhertz Perry and expert in white-
collar defense and securities law,
who is not involved in the case,
said the takeaway for attorneys in
advising crypto companies is the
importance of clear risk disclo-
sures and avoiding entanglement
with the issuers.

“There should be a separation
between the platforms and the
tokens, and that separation should
not be commingled,” Perry said.
“More broadly, courts continue to
hold that if there should be broader
platform liability, it’s the regulators
or legislators who need to enact
those rules and regulations, not
the courts to stretch traditional
common-law theories.”

Noah A. Levine of Wilmer Cutler
Pickering Hale and Dorr and Elliot
Greenfield of Debevoise & Plimpton,
who represented the defendants,
did not respond to a request for
comment. Neither did James R. Ser-
ritella, a partner at Kim & Serritella,
who represented the plaintiffs.

I
@‘ Michael A. Mora can be reached at
michael.mora@alm.com.

Tariff Suits
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a member of the Judicial Confer-
ence of the United States, the body
that considers administrative and
policy issues affecting the federal
court system.

She came to the bench after
spending a decade at the U.S.
Department of Justice. Shortly
after completing law school in 1973,
Restani joined the Civil Division
as a trial attorney. She was later
promoted to assistant chief of the
Commercial Litigation Section. In
1980, she was made the director of
the Commercial Litigation Branch.

She obtained her B.A. from the
University of California, Berkeley
and her law degree from the Uni-
versity of California, Davis.

Restani took senior status in
2015. To fill her vacancy, then-
President Barack Obama nomi-
nated Katzmann to the trade court,
marking his second judgeship.
Previously, Katzmann had been
an associate justice in the Massa-
chusetts Appeals Court. He served
in the Massachusetts court for 12
years.

Before joining the courts,
Katzmann had been a prosecutor
for the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the
District of Massachusetts, where

he variously served as the office’s
chief appellate attorney, deputy
chief of the criminal division and
chief legal counsel.

Prior to this, Katzmann clerked
for New York’s District Judge
Leonard Sand and then for Judge
Stephen Breyer when he had
been sitting on the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the First Circuit.
Breyer went on to serve on the
Supreme Court.

Katzmann received an A.B. from
Columbia College and master’s
degrees from Oxford University and
Yale University. He obtained his law
degree from Yale Law School.

Katzmann is not the only mem-
ber of his family to head to the
courts. His twin brother, Robert
Katzmann, served as chief judge
of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
Second Circuit from 2013 to 2020.
Robert Katzmann passed in June
2021.

The trade court’s decision to ax
Trump’s tariffs spurred the presi-
dent to denounce the presiding
trade judges as jurists who hated
him. But that the panel included
Reif, whom Trump nominated to
the trade court, appeared to turn
the president against the Federal-
ist Society.

Reif had been nominated by
Trump during his first term, when
Trump relied on the Federalist Soci-

ety for judicial appointments. After
the trade court’s decision came
out, Trump criticized the Federal-
ist Society—an organization for
conservative and libertarian law-
yers—as giving him “bad advice”
on judicial selections.

The criticism came amid a
string of court losses from Trump,
and against the fact that Reif, a
Democrat, had been recommend-
ed for the judgeship by Trump’s
top trade advisor and negotiator,
U.S. Trade Representative Rob-
ert Lighthizer. Lighthizer, in turn,
had been counseled by Reif, who
served as his senior advisor for
two years.

For decades before joining the
trade court, Reif advised members
of the Executive and Legislative
branches on trade policy.

From 2009 to 2017, Reif served
as general counsel for the Office
of the U.S. Trade Representative.
For over a decade before that, he
served as the chief international
trade counsel for the Committee
on Ways and Means in the House
of Representatives.

Reif obtained an A.B. and M.PA.
from Princeton University. He got
his law degree from Columbia Law
School.

L
@ ‘ Alyssa Aquino can be reached at aalys-
sa.aquino@alm.com.
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Court Calendars

First Department

—— I pEEEE—
25/3491C., Steven v. Ayelet R. (NY
APPELLATE s11650)
DIVISION 24/6899 Caguana v. 111 West 57th
Property (NY 158637/2016)
T?'IAELIE\';gﬁRTFE‘F,!IRVI 25/4778 Caguana v. 111 West 57th
Property (NY 158637/2016)
The April 2026 Term will 25/1863 Calle v. JRR Contracting
commence March 31, 2026. The (BX 21943/2020)
Court will convene at 2:00 PM. 25/862 Camacho v. NYCHA (NY
on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 101177/2023)
Thursdays, and at 10:00 A.M. on 24/6323 Campbell v. NYC Health &
Fridays. Hospitals (BX 26902/2020)

Counsel who desire and are
entitled to argument pursuant to
Section 600.15(a) of the Court’s
rules but have commitments,
including those of a religious
nature, which will make them
unavailable on particular dates
during the term shall notify the
Clerk in writing of such unavail-
able dates and reasons therefor,
with copy to adversary, not later
than 4 PM. March 5, 2026.

This information is essential
at that time for consideration in
preparation of the Day Calendars
for the term. No change of calendar
date can be made after the Day
Calendars have been prepared.

Respondents’ briefs are to
be served and filed no later than
March 04, 2026. Appellants’ reply
briefs are to be served and filed no
later than March 13, 2026. The last
day to file stipulations of adjourn-
ment and time requests for oral
argument is March 5, 2026.)

Cases are listed in alphabetical
order, with civil cases appearing
first.

Civil Cases

25/1991170 West End Avenue v.
Centennial Elevator Industries
(NY 160333/2023)

25/6093 186 Norfolk LLC v. NY
State Division of Housing (NY
158325/2024)

25/2263 325 Management Corp. v.
Statuto (NY 157359/2021)

24/6717 62 Wooster v. TML New
York (NY 159314/2021)

24/129063rd & 3rd NYC v.
Advanced Contracting (NY
656164/2019)

25/62317 Ave Assets LLC v. Carrion
(NY 159132/2024)

25/1840 71st Street v. Frankel (NY
653548/2023)

25/5982A., Partia v. Thierno D. (BX
V8945/2024)

25/4325 Aberbach v. NYS
Department of Corrections (NY
101130/2022)

25/3411 Acosta v. 22-12 Jackson
Owner (BX 23090/2019)

25/235 Adames v. Galaxy General
Contracting (BX 802231/2023)

25/1839AIG Property Casualty v.
High Line Construction (NY
158444/2018)

25/1916Ali v. K & H Steinway LLC
(BX 809646/2021)

25/6122 Allen v. City of NY (NY
452962/2024)

25/7729 Allen v. Thompson (NY
160342/2020)

25/1586 Almer v. Summit Glory
Property (NY 154195/2019)

25/5636 Alter Domus (US)

v. Lakeland Holdings (NY
651533/2025)

25/6984 Ambase Corporation v. 111
West 57th (NY 652301/2016)

25/5315N Amsterdam 140 v.
Fruitopia LLC (NY 650513/2024)

24/7623N Anderson v. Artimus
Construction (NY 100012/2019)

25/5030 Anderson v. Lubin (NY
655151/2023)

24/6340 Antonetti v. Academy
Studio (BX 26678/2020)

25/3265 Aponte v. 298 East Village
(BX 34327/2019)

25/1642 Apple Bank v. Prime Rok
Real Estate (NY 653140/2023)
24/4755 Arch Insurance v. Selective
Insurance (NY 654093/2019)
25/817 Arena Vantage v. Actionable

Process (NY 654396/2024)

25/1378 Astudillo v. Unity
Construction (NY 150144/2022)

25/5499 Atkins v. 3314 SAS Equity
(BX 807198/2021)

25/690 Aurelius Capital v. Hertz
International (NY 654710/2021)

24/7297 Avail Holding v. ICM
Funding (NY 656431/2022)

25/3316 Ayngorn v. NYC
Department of Education (NY
157487/2024)

25/2873 B., Cleopatra (NY
N7163/2024)

25/1411B., Yorgo v. Amy M. (NY
V8594/2023)

25/3503 Bacchus v. 676 East 179
LLC (BX 35204/2020)

25/4337 Backer v. Parsons (NY
100938/2023)

25/7198 Bacsin v. Avon Products
(NY 190069/2023)

25/3354 Banasik v. Mount Sinai
Health System (NY 153072/2023)

25/1291 Bank of America v. Sands
(NY 810068/2010)

24/6531 Bank of NY Mellon v. Miller
(NY 850163/2014)

25/6188 Batchilly v. 610 Eighth
Avenue (BX 25213/2014)

24/7479 Becker v. Hop Kee
Restaurant (NY 152967/2018)

25/3523 Benhar v. 5 Star Legal
Funding (NY 657390/2020)

25/7061 Bermeo v. Master
Plumbing (NY 154471/2020)

25/3023 BFAM Asian Opportunities
v. Glory Health Industry (NY
651863/2023)

25/3708 Blount v. Charter
Communications (NY
158977/2023)

25/6187 BLT Fund 9 Dayton’s v.
601 Minnesota Investor (NY
650483/2024)

25/2029 Blue River v. Gross (NY
150883/2020)

24/7564 Blumenfeld v. Smith (NY
651069/2024)

19/192 Blumenfeld v. Stable 49 (NY
157117/2017)

24/7359 Board of Managers v. 56th
and Park (NY 655617/2021)

25/2390 Bougouma v. AB 40th
Street (BX 28965/2018)

25/5001 Breiding v. High Hopes
Films (NY 152385/2023)

25/206 Bridge and Tunnel Officers
v. Triborough Bridge & Tunnel
(NY 652428/2024)

25/2283 Broadway PT 1710 v.
Kingdom Associates (NY
159783/2024)

25/2256 Brylski v. Simone
Development (BX 35423/2019)

25/7559 Buchman v. 117 East 72nd
Street (NY 650576/2025)

25/3730 Bunay v. One City Block
(NY 152975/2019)

25/1525Burch v. Isabella Geriatric
Center (NY 152637/2022)

25/4788 C., Betsaida v. Mario C.
(NY 048/2022)

25/5822C., Children (BX
N15099/2024)

25/1221C., Christina (NY
B7600/2019)

25/1024C., Edwin (NY D249/2024)

25/6373(2) Capitol Hill 505
v. Capital Hotel JV (NY
654052/2023)

25/2807 Caraballo v. Century Star
Fuel (BX 802031/2022)

25/6423 Carrero-Santiago v. Asphalt
Green, Inc. (BX 33268/2019)

24/6897 Casella v. Casella (NY
365119/2020)

25/8114 Castleman v. Interactive
Brokers (NY 659407/2024)

25/3045 Cedillos v. SCLB 46th
Street (BX 31144/2020)

25/6184 Certain Underwriters v. NU
RIDE, Inc. (NY 659668/2024)

25/6399 Cha v. Ryder Truck Rental
(BX 804102/2024)

25/5055 Choi v. Linc LIC L.L.C. (NY
154436/2024)

25/3518 City of NY v. Crest Housing
Co. (NY 452282/2022)

25/1687 City of NY v. Exxon Mobil
(NY 451071/2021)

25/2883 City of NY v. Heritage
Health & Housing (NY
451964/2023)

25/2884 City of NY v. Jackson (NY
452315/2023)

25/6786 Clarke v. Fifth Ave
Development Co. (NY
158986/2020)

25/4974 Claudisal Restaurant v.
202-206 Thompson St. (NY
156741/2025)

25/4344 Clemente v. City of NY (BX
819542/2024)

25/1843 CMB Export v. Motcomb
Estates (NY 653821/2022)

22/5473 Cortlandt Street v. TPG
Capital (NY 651176/2017)

24/7942 Cotto v. 685 First Realty
Company (NY 157456/2019)

25/1502 CSN Realty Corp. v.
Moussaieff (NY 652522/2024)

25/2567D. Penguin Brothers v. City
National Bank (NY 158949/2014)

24/7597D., Eliyana (BX
B10399/2020)

25/1529De La Rosa v. Isabella
Geriatric Center (NY
152822/2022)

2026-00054De Souza v. Hudson
Yard Construction (NY
157354/2019)

25/1333 Delgado v. Donald J. Trump
for President (NY 952333/2023)

25/2175Delgado v. Donald J. Trump
for President (NY 952333/2023)

24/7745 DeRobertis v. City of NY
(NY 157547/2016)

25/3923 Deutsche Bank
National Trust v. Adekola (BX
380894/2010)

25/2133 Diamond Films v. TV
Azteca (NY 655384/2020)

25/3132 Diaz v. Rotavele Elevator
(NY 157664/2020)

25/1367 Ditech Financial v. Rector
70 (NY 850330/2018)

25/2986 Dodaj v. Total Concrete
Flatwork (BX 803790/2024)

25/4937 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
(NY 950260/2019)

25/4883 Doe v. Roman Catholic
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of each Court.

NYS COURT OF APPEALS
AND APPELLATE DIVISON
DEPARTMENTS

Primary Election Appeals

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

The Appellate Division Departments have sched-
uled and reserved the following dates to consider
appeals related to the June 23, 2026 primary elections:

First Department: Tuesday, May 12, 2026 (May

Second Department: Wednesday, May 13, 2026
Third Department: Tuesday, May 12, 2026
Fourth Department:Tuesday, May 12, 2026

The Court of Appeals has scheduled Tuesday, May
19, 2026 to consider appeals and motions for leave
to appeal related to primary election matters.

All parties, election boards, and affected courts are
expected to proceed expeditiously with all phases of
election matters so that the requirements of these
special sessions and the Election Law can be met.
Please consult with the respective Clerks’ Offices
for details about meeting the timing requirements

Because there is limited time available between
the primary election sessions of the Appellate Divi-
sion Departments and the Court of Appeals, parties
who seek to have matters placed upon the Court of
Appeals motions or appeals calendars must contact
the Court of Appeals Clerk’s Office for filing instruc-
tions promptly (usually immediately upon release
of the Appellate Division decision).

vis’s successor.

NEW YORK CITY BAR

Bar Announces Leadership Transition
At Lawyer Assistance Program

The New York City Bar Association has announced
that Eileen Travis, founding director of the City Bar’s
Lawyer Assistance Program (LAP), will retire after
a quarter century of transformative service to the
legal profession. Meredith Heller, a former chair of
the City Bar’s LAP Committee, has been named Tra-

on April 7, 2026.

52026.

March 14, 2026.

FIRST DEPARTMENT
Appellate Term

Filing Dates for the April Term

The April 2026 Term of the Court will commence

The last dates for filing for that term are as follows:

The Clerk’s Return, Record on Appeal, Appendices,
Notice of Argument and Appellant’s Briefs must be
filed on or before February 11, 2026.

Respondent’s Briefs must filed on or before March

Reply Briefs, if any, must be filed on or before

NEW YORK COUNTY
Supreme Court - Civil Term
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.

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.
Justice 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. Ilana 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
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74705/2022)

23/6240 People v. Angel Rivas (BX
74026/2022)

24/3002 People v. Anibal Vega (BX
940/2021)

22/2111 People v. Anthony Arriaga
(BX 2529/2003)

19/1160 People v. Anthony Steward
(NY 1278/2015)

22/5223 People v. Ariel Jimenez
(BX 878/2017)

23/942 People v. Ashley Simmons
(BX 74375/2022)

18/5805 People v. Avis Ruiz (BX
3418/2016)

24/6234 People v. Babacrae Ndiaye
(NY 72722/2023)

24/5574 People v. Benvontay Fogler
(NY 75342/2023)

25/3282 People v. Benvontay Fogler
(NY 72034/2024)

24/2725 People v. Brandon
Heeraman (BX 71997/2022)

24/3837 People v. Brandon Monegro
(NY 73093/2023)

24/631 People v. Brandon Monegro
(NY 70645/2023)

24/4039 People v. Brett Scott (NY
71513/2023)

21/2274 People v. Carlos Gonzalez
(BX 1069/2019)

22/3655 People v. Charles Johnson
(NY 3045/2015)

25/1201 People v. Christian G. (NY
70381/2024)

25/160 People v. Christian Gonzalez
(NY 70341/2024)

23/1664 People v. Christopher
Fuhrtz (NY 135/2021)

23/1663 People v. Christopher
Fuhrtz (NY 70281/2022)

24/919 People v. Christopher
Macias (NY 70538/2022)

22/3663 People v. Christopher Rivas
(NY 4769/2017)

22/3516 People v. Christopher
Santana (BX 70894/2021)

25/2135People v. Corey Allen (NY
1019/2016)

21/4710 People v. Damari M. (NY
2730/2019)

24/444 People v. Damien
Carrington (BX 71477/2023)

25/759 People v. Daniel Simms (BX
75413/2023)

25/3445 People v. Davon Pleasant
(BX 425/2021)

25/2652 People v. Deizon Guithy
(BX 74010/2023)

22/3019 People v. Derwin Blanks
(BX 527/2020)

20/1742 People v. Devon McNiell
(BX 1510/2018)

23/6132 People v. Devon Pleasant
(BX 425/2021)

25/1779 People v. Diamond Haggan
(NY 74715/2024)

25/972 People v. Diondre Holman
(BX 75322/2023)

24/5570 People v. Djiguiba Fofana
(BX 70269/2022)

19/3753 People v. Dominique
Parrott (NY 659/2017)

23/4194 People v. Durell Anderson
(NY 1397/2021)

20/203 People v. Edward Thomas
(NY 1152/2016)

19/5378 People v. Efrain Martinez
(BX 99057/2018)

22/516 People v. Elio Puntiel Ruck
(BX 1449/2019)

23/3335 People v. Emanuel Ford
(NY 70852/2022)

24/3883 People v. Emejanu Marable
(BX 73397/2022)

23/5117 People v. Eric Fullwood (BX
74218/2022)

24/2013 People v. Eric Santiago (BX
70905/2023)

22/3804 People v. Eugenia Pedraza
(BX 58/2000)

19/1470 People v. Ferdinand Rivera
(NY 3418/2016)

19/4466 People v. Franklin Quiles
(NY 2863/2018)

24/5363 People v. Fransys Ramirez
(BX 619/2021)

24/6555 People v. Freddy M. Ortega
(BX 71227/2023)

17/2041 People v. Frederick Mendes
(BX 2262/2011)

23/2928 People v. Frederick Then
(BX 1453/2018)

25/3823 People v. George Hurtado
(NY 70047/2023)

24/2346 People v. Gerardo Gutierrez
(NY 70828/2022)

20/2110 People v. Irving Talavera
(NY 2989/2018)

25/4444 People v. Isaiah Sullivan
(NY 73346/2024)

25/4445 People v. Isaiah Sullivan
(NY 72000/2024)

25/4446 People v. Isaiah Sullivan
(NY 72357/2024)

25/1823 People v. Ismael Mezon
(BX 71710/2023)

20/4864 People v. Issiac Daniel (BX
806/2018)

24/4349 People v. Jamar Carr (BX
75208/2023)

24/5572 People v. Jamel Jackson
(BX 205/2021)

18/4463 People v. Jamel Williams
(BX 1477/15)

24/5017 People v. James Martinez
(NY 70049/2022)

18/2619 People v. Jason Polanco
(BX 382/2015)

24/2529 People v. Jason Young (BX
803/2020)

18/4817 People v. Javid Dore (BX
2049/2013)

2010-01624People v. Javier
Pantojas (BX 504/7)

17/2093 People v. Jean Guillen-
Beltre (BX 384/2015)

17/2864 People v. Jeffeth James
(NY 15654/2012)

23/1852 People v. Jeffrey McVay
(NY 70670/2021)

16/1082 People v. Jeffrey Taylor (NY
5259/14)

24/6778 People v. Jeremy Grant (BX
73722/2023)

25/921 People v. Jerry P. (BX
3740/2016)

24/6832 People v. Jesse Faulkner
(NY 70284/2023)

24/4053 People v. Joe Laubriel (BX
986/1997)

24/3377 People v. John Wright (NY
75573/2022)

24/4888 People v. Jordan Muldrow
(BX 70936/2022)

18/854 People v. Jorge Pizarro (BX
2135/2024)

23/469 People v. Jose Cabrera (BX
1131/2021)

24/5538 People v. Jose Prado (BX
336/2019)

17/983 People v. Joseph Meldish
(BX 4344/7)

19/986 People v. Joseph Urgitano
(BX 1561/2016)

25/444 People v. Joshua Brooks (BX
74238/2023)

24/4414 People v. Juan Rodriguez
(BX 72856/2023)

2072150 People v. Julio Cuevas (BX
138/2019)

22/1179 People v. Julio Pena (BX
707/2019)

23/1150 People v. Kameke Jones
(BX 2488/2017)

24/5257 People v. Karan Geist (NY
73296/2022)

24/231 People v. Kasey Urena (NY
73818/2023)

23/5817 People v. Kawan
Hernandez (BX 4771/2009)

23/3558 People v. Khalid Wisdom
(NY 70678/2022)

23/6275 People v. Khphruan
Campbell (BX 481/2020)

24/7583 People v. Kimani Williams
(BX 70912/2022)

23/4172 People v. Kshawn Bowers
(BX 74425/2022)

24/6557 People v. Larrel Delrio (NY
73757/2022)

25/2358 People v. Lawrence Gray
(NY 73766/2023)

22/1451 People v. Levi Challenger
(NY 913/2017)

19/3752 People v. Linnel Odom (NY
361/2017)
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22/4810 People v. Luis Gonzalez
(BX 72224/2022)

23/988 People v. Luis Mendez (BX
70606/2022)

24/3391 People v. Luis R. Nevarez
(BX 72404/2023)

19/2220 People v. Malachi Colon
(NY 498/17)

23/44 People v. Malachi Reynolds
(BX 73227/2022)

24/6375 People v. Mamadou Diallo
(BX 71086/2023)

23/5758 People v. Marc Oquendo
(NY 73403/2022)

23/6658 People v. Marcus Jackson
(BX 120/2020)

25/3393 People v. Marcus Turner
(NY 70512/2021)

23/5230 People v. Mario Cuello
Guerrido (BX 1471/2021)

24/1429 People v. Marques
McGeachy (NY 1630/2017)

24/7406 People v. Martin Rivera
(NY 71027/2024)

25/2648 People v. Matthew Nicholas
(BX 73555/2024)

25/2649 People v. Matthew Nicholas
(BX 70869/2025)

23/4599 People v. Melshawn
Johnson (NY 1480/2021)

24/1271 People v. Michael Antoine
(BX 72192/2022)

19/5425 People v. Michael Brooks
(NY 2094/2017)

25/156 People v. Michael King (BX
70954/2024)

20/1055 People v. Michael Mable
(BX 2085/2019)

22/274 People v. Michael Ross (BX
267/2018)

25/2633 People v. Michael Ross (BX
267/2018)

25/587 People v. Michael T. Jackson
(BX 73164/2023)

25/761 People v. Miguel Sabater
(NY 846/2018)

19/3513 People v. Miguel Sabater
(NY 846/18)

24/563 People v. Mouhammed
Doukoure (BX 70794/2021)

23/3461 People v. Nelson Gagum
(NY 70726/2022)

23/4786 People v. Nicole Rivera (BX
665/2020)

19/3709 People v. Pare Griffin (NY
3442/2017)

24/6180 People v. Penny Bradley
(NY 2134/2019)

25/297 People v. Perin Jacobchuk
(NY 74157/2022)

25/3097 People v. Rayshad Jackson
(NY 73292/2024)

25/3096 People v. Rayshad Jackson
(NY 73147/2024)

22/989 People v. Robert O’Connor
(NY 4230/1986)

23/5052 People v. Rolando Calderon
(BX 705/2016)

22/3543 People v. Russell Smith
(BX 130/16)

23/6220 People v. Samba Sall (BX
71317/2023)

22/5210 People v. Samuel Ocampos
(BX 290/2021)

23/4233 People v. Sandra Tavares
(NY 3945/2019)

23/6689 People v. Sean Jennings
(BX 72831/2022)

24/4416 People v. Sean Murdaugh
(BX 72548/2023)

24/7274 People v. Sean Terry (NY
2271/2019)

23/938 People v. Shawn Batista (BX
459/2021)

23/1967 People v. Shawn Soto (BX
73560/2022)

19/2528 People v. Simon Carino
(NY 2262/2018)

25/5577 People v. Skiboky Stora
(NY 71945/2024)

25/4821 People v. Skiboky Stora
(NY 71945/2024)

25/7770 People v. Skiboky Stora
(NY 71945/2024)

22/3040 People v. Stephanie
Rodriguez (BX 1205/2019)

24/266 People v. Steven Street (BX
70928/2023)

23/182 People v. Tarik Jenkins (BX
828/2021)

25/1312 People v. Terrell Williams
(NY 74898/2023)

23/169 People v. Thomas Nicholas
(NY 71672/2022)

24/3325 People v. Timothy Brooks
(BX 70717/2023)

21/498 People v. Troy Harrell (NY
2566/2017)

24/5029 People v. Tyriek Anderson
(BX 71407/2023)

22/2027 People v. Unique Woodfin
(BX 1239/2016)

24/5625 People v. William Coleman
(BX 70275/2024)

25/902 People v. Yanil Heredia
Gomez (BX 70847/2022)

19/4501 People v. Yonander Cuevas
(BX 1163/2010)

24/6760 People v. Yordani Urena
(BX 70561/2023)

25/2977 People v. Zachary Hough
(BX 73696/2023)

19/5331 People v. Loftus Letang (BX
2015/2017)

23/6595 People v. Kevin Bentley
(NY 72475/2022)

18/1432 PEOPLE v. ELGIDIO LIND
(BX 3399/2012)

kkk kK

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

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

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

10 AM.

656622/20 50 Murray St Acquisition
v. Ernst Klein 6th Ave. Foods

FRIDAY, MARCH 6

9:30 A.M.
159416/22 Williams v. TopBuild
Corp.
1P.M.

650008/24 NewCo Capital Group v.
MCA Resolve

MONDAY, MARCH 9

10 AM.
29960/19 Perez v. Ali Baba City
TUESDAY, MARCH 10

10 A M.

651397/21 Beasley v. Bayview Auto
Wreckers

11 AM.
819359/25 Fermin v. Meijia
THURSDAY, MARCH 11

10 A.M.

105170/11 Cenpark Realty LLC v.
Marmelstein

MONDAY, MARCH 16

10 AM.
653552/24 Mt. Arlington BH v. Mt.
Arlington Equity
FRIDAY, MARCH 20
10 AM.

158678/20 Buitrago v. 600
Broadway Partners

THURSDAY, MARCH 26
10 A.M.
150713/24 Szalkiewicz v. Liu
FRIDAY, MARCH 27
12 P.M.
30534/19 Wagner v. Robinson

APPELLATE
TERM

60 Centre Street
Room 401

10 A.M.

Commencing with the March
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
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.

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
chambers will remain located at 80 Centre Street
and have moved to Room 308. The Part phone num-
ber is 646-386-3887. The Chambers phone number,
646-386-4740, remains unchanged.

Hon. Ilana 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

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 ok

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.

¢ 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.

e 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-
sibility.

¢ 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
tasks.

e 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.”

Motion Calendar Key:

652445/25 Coffee Associates, Inc. v. 951259/21 Liguori v. Madison

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
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805002/22 Torres v. Okubadejo M.D.

805421/23 Weiss v. Citi Md Et Al

Motion

800005/19Brennan v. Jules
Winokur
805492/23 Silverio v. Wilson Dmd

Part 7

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

659724/2598 Orchard LLC v.
Morphew

652022/25 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Latoya Yearwood Et Al

151346/25 Colon v. Jones

653016/19Global Entertainment
Supply v. Yamada

656146/18 Gong v. Savage

158868/25 Lewis v. NYCTA (NYCTA)
EtAl

160340/21 Macy’s, Inc. v. Zurich
American Ins. Co. Et Al

157092/21 Manhattan
Telecommunications Corp. A/k/a
Mettel v. Chicago House And
Social Service Agency Et Al

158659/25Melendez v. The FA.
Bartlett Tree Expert Co.

154896/25Mendoza Garces v. 2033
Nat. Black Theatre Way LLC Et Al

655310/23 Mt. Hawley Ins. Co. v.
Wilshire Ins. Co. Et Al

157933/25Nussbaum Lowinger Llp
Et Al'v. Abemn LLC

654523/23 Propco LLC Et Al v. Mt.
Hawley Ins. Co.

653342/19S.0.S. Rlty. Associates v.
Blumberg

155317/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Salisbury

453141/25NYC Et Al v. 246 Bowery
Rity., Inc.

653191/25Van Gogh Painters LLC v.
Hessel

165384/25 Volper v. Joseph &
Kirschenbaum Llp Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

650467/26 Akf Inc. v. B'way. Stars
West LLC Et Al

155522/25 Aracena Mora v. United
House of Prayer For All People Et
Al

162499/25 Ayinde v. Coronet Cyber
Security, Inc. D/b/a Coro Cyber
Security Et Al

160414/24 Burgess v. Mta Const.
And Dev. Co. Et Al

152275/25 Cassette v. 1524-1st Ave.
Rity. Co. LLC Et Al

151113/25 Chiappone v. Aci Vi
Clarkson LLC Et Al

450203/25 Comm’rs. of State Ins.
Fund v. Katselnik & Katselnik
Group, Inc.

654954/25 Conti Enterprises Inc. v.
Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. Et Al

153859/24 Continental Casualty
Co. A/s/o Kato Int’l v. Alberts
Integrated Piping Systems
Americas, Inc.

653295/24 Crossroads Unltd., Inc. v.
Gotham Trinity Prod.ions LLC

162258/25Fletcher v. Lipton Teas
And Infusions Mso USA LLC

650859/26 Highland Hill Capital
LLC v. Pride Executive Car
Service, Inc. Et Al

161495/25Jones v. Yaya Tea
Franchising LLC

155309/25 Lel Rlty. Co. v. Gray-Line
Dev. Co. LLC. Et Al

166665/25 Perez v. Kone, Inc.

162133/23 Rodriguez v. 101 West
24th St. Condominium

161214/25 State Farm Indemnity
Co. v. Paredes

156310/25 Super Pc Systems, Inc. v.
Cafe Bella Mia Pizza And Pasta
Inc. Et Al

656624/25Walgreen Co. Et Al v. Cm
Vantage Specialty Ins. Co. Et Al

Motion

162499/25 Ayinde v. Coronet Cyber
Security, Inc. D/b/a Coro Cyber
Security Et Al

654954/25 Conti Enterprises Inc. v.
Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. Et Al

162258/25Fletcher v. Lipton Teas
And Infusions Mso USA LLC

155309/25 Lel Rlty. Co. v. Gray-Line
Dev. Co. LLC. Et Al

Part 9

Justice Linda M. Capitti
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3848
Room 355

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
321683/25 Dryland v. Dryland
100883/24 Forbes v. Murillo
365050/25King v. Sullivan

Motion
365050/25King v. Sullivan

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

300512/08 Connor v. Gould
320018/26 Garfield v. Csala
365085/23 Lee v. Lee
304031/22Marcus v. Marcus
365467/24 Tainiter v. Lomont

Motion
320018/26 Garfield v. Csala

365085/23 Lee v. Lee
304031/22Marcus v. Marcus

Part 11

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

652859/22316 West 14 Rity. LLC v.
Threading on 14th Inc Et Al

652420/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Peralta

651629/25American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Thierno Diallo Et Al

656195/25American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Mark Heyligers

655481/25 Curtis v. Oxford Health
Plans (ny), Inc. Et Al

654914/25Fora Financial Asset
Securitization v. Beach Towne
Const.

155592/23 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
McDonald

155038/23 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Roundtree

656360/25 Jenkins v. Id Business
Builder LLC

157168/25Krips v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

654412/25Manhattan Dwelling
Corp. v. 200 West 58th St. LLC
A/k/a Lighthouse Properties LLC

659319/25Margaret Chiang v.
Owemanco S B'way. Run Lp Et Al

154428/24 Mercedes-Benz
Financial Services USA LLC
v. Wheelchair Transportation
Service Inc Et Al

654178/22Morgan v. Morgan Jr.

152497/20 Orellana v. 5541-1274
Fifth Ave.

165023/25Pennrose NY Developer
v. NYC Et Al

151406/24 Sun v. Son

159247/24 Supreme Co. I LLC
v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal Et Al

655655/24 T&M USA v. Bradley

654624/25 Tap Electrical
Contracting Service, Inc. v. Tully
Const. Co., Inc.

162054/25USAA Casualty Ins. Co.
v. 89 New Chinatown Restaurant
EtAl

Motion

656195/25American Transit
Insurance Company v. Mark
Heyligers

655481/25 Curtis v. Oxford Health
Plans (ny), Inc. Et Al

656360/25 Jenkins v. Id Business
Builder LLC

Court Calendars

157168/25Krips v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

654412/25 Manhattan Dwelling
Corp. v. 200 West 58th St. LLC
A/k/a Lighthouse Properties LLC

152497/20 Orellana v. 5541-1274
Fifth Ave.

165023/25Pennrose NY Developer
v. NYC Et Al

159247/24 Supreme Co. I LLC
v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal Et Al

654624/25 Tap Electrical
Contracting Service, Inc. v. Tully
Const. Co., Inc.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

156256/221120 Park Corp. v.
Abramson

659268/25 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v. A &
M Global Solutions, Inc.

650963/26 Bhb Three LLC v. New
Ninth Ave. Corp.

656229/23 Clarke Contracting LLC
v. Promethean Builders LLC Et Al

101282/25Felder v. NYCHA

151010/26 Galpern v. Pardesi

654611/25 Nouveau Elevator
Industries v. Cohen Brothers
Rity. Corp. Et Al

651977/22 Sobel v. Contra Prod.ions
LLC

153569/25 State Farm Indemnity
Co. v. Johnson

155207/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Cheeks

452268/25NYC v. Kaur

655705/25 Zayn Jewels v. Shr
Jewelry Group LLC

Motion

650963/26 Bhb Three LLC v. New
Ninth Ave. Corp.

656229/23 Clarke Contracting LLC
v. Promethean Builders LLC Et Al

101282/25Felder v. NYCHA

Part 12

Justice Leslie A. Stroth
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3273
Room 232

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

154975/24 Acquaah v. Saks Flagship
Real Prop. LLC Et Al

157496/24 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
Demar Plumbing Corp.

154129/21 Alaverdova v. Brookdale
Village Housing Corp.

154445/24 Alvarez Ramirez v.
Anthony T. Rinaldi

158281/21 Arlotta v. The Trustees of
Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al

160749/21 Barna v. Popcorn

100972/19Beloved Superstar v. Aidy
Blumenfeld

160195/21 Brielmeier v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

154663/23 Brito v. Vbgo 425
Lexington Ave. LLC Et Al

158694/20 Campanello v. Lisi

154148/23 Capezza v. Popcorn

655103/24 Darroweverett Llp v. Ash
NYC Inc.

151879/24 De Andrade v. Beis
Hamedrish Skver

161785/23 Dittman v. Empire City
Subway Co. (Itd.)

157364/20 Espinal Cabrera v. 50
Hymc LLC

151393/23 Francisco v. Tor
Restaurant LLC D/b/a Meme
Mediterranean Et Al

159408/13 Gerrish v. Collavino
Const.

152843/22 Hernandez Gonzalez v.
PS. Mercato Elevator Co., Inc.

100118/20 Hurtado v. Costco Corp.

651389/25Khalil v. Al Aarag

151495/24 Krief v. 201-207 West
11th Associates LLC

159692/22 Lohman v. 69th Tenants
Corp. Et Al

150104/21 Lumaj v. Jds Developer
111 W57 LLC Et Al

151373/21 Murphy v. NYC Dept. on
Transportation Et Al

161359/23 Napolitano v. NY Arena
Partners

150982/24 Nguyen v. Boquen Rlty.,
Inc. Et Al

159021/23 Ortiz v. McDonald’s Et Al

154596/23 Polanco v. 9 St Lukes PI.
LLC Et Al

151826/21 Ramirez v. NYC Et Al

154303/21 Rivas-Zapata v. Browne

158567/23 Rivers v. Halletts Bldg. 2
Spe LLCa Et Al

100272/24 Rodriguez v. Edward A.
Caban

159427/21 Ruggiero v. Patriot
Flooring Supply, Inc. Et Al

151389/21 Solis v. George Units LLC

154716/20 Suazo v. Super Foodtown
of Bradhurst

160232/22 Winther v. M.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

651002/25247 West 30th Street
Associates Llc v. Juntikka

153076/24 Ross v. 139 East 56th St.
Landlord LLC. Et Al

Part 14

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

157655/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record LLC Et Al

157656/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record

160863/22 Beriguette v. 4848 B'way.
Residences LLC

653659/22 Dicamillo v. Yo-Yo Lip
Gloss Inc. Et Al

652414/19 Greater NY Mutual v.
Dongbu Ins. Co., Ltd.

650936/24 Lefko Investments v.
Jungreis

151634/21M13 & M15 Hldgs. v.
Athanson

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

150302/20 Boskovich Barreto v.
Downtown Nyc Owner

156384/19 Chua v. Trim-Line Hitech

654150/23 Cobb v. Setzer

151336/14 Donnelly v. Pung San
Const.

154120/23 Mason v. Dayon Rlty.
Corp.

160913/20 Perez v. NYC

159797/19 Poblocki v. Port Auth. of
New

656357/23 Popdust, Inc. v.
Inkmango Inc.

153090/23 The Board of Mgrs.
of The 551 West 21st St.
Condominium v. Cauldwell-
Wingate Co.

166225/25 The Port Auth. of NY
And New Jersey Et Al v. Dooley
Electric Co., Inc.

Part 15

Justice Jeanine R. Johnson
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4462
Room 116

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

365325/241srani v. Israni
365624/25Kakam v. Babcock
301273/24 Lorient v. Lorient
303080/22 Satchell v. James

THURSDAY, MARCH 5
365471/24 Chan v. Fraley
306330/19Kennedy v. Heraty
365064/21 Lascano v. Lascano

Part 17

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

150856/23 Cooper v. Lift Tech
154799/24 Cortes v. Manhattanville
Re Partners LLC Et Al

156027/24 Dejesus v. Mv Public
Transportation, Inc.

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

Part 19

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

Part 20
ADR

Justice Deborah A. Kaplan
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3300
Courtroom 422

Part 24
Matrimonial Part

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

365066/19Bhathal v.
Bhathal—11:30 A.M.
365066/19 Bhathal v. Bhathal
365303/25Bryant v. Bryant—9:30
AM.
302255/23 Cadet v. Belizaire—9:30
M

AM.
365094/24 Ebrahim v. Feroz—10
AM.
365381/24 Jean v. James—11 A.M.
365201/25Krayn v. Lo—10 A.M.
365200/25May v. May [1I—10:30
AM

300:716/23 Preciado Arias v.
Garcia—10 A.M.

304546/21 Thomas v. Yameogo—10
AM.

Motion
365066/19Bhathal v. Bhathal
THURSDAY, MARCH 5

365003/22 Ay v. Ay

321727/23 Dejesus v. Cunto—10
AM.

365060/24 Liu v. Yue—9:30 A.M.

301261/12Molner v. Molner

365032/24 Romano v. Romano—11
AM.

365032/24 Romano v. Romano

Motion

365003/22 Ay v. Ay
301261/12Molner v. Molner
365032/24 Romano v. Romano

Part 26

Justice Ta-Tanisha D. James
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4462
Room 438
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

308115/13 Rush v. Quarles-Rush

Part 28

Justice Aija Tingling
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4372
Room 543

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
365696/25Aslani v. Hosseini
365197/25Friend v. Friend
300562/25 Jackman v. Baker
365585/25 Khutoretsky v.

Khutoretsky
365339/25Morales v. Brennan
Motion
365197/25Friend v. Friend
THURSDAY, MARCH 5
365238/25Chin v. Clarke
320593/23 Malerba v. Malerba
320821/24Mclnnis v. McInnis Jr
350008/19Winter v. Winter
Motion
350008/19Winter v. Winter

Part 30V

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

Part 33

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

Part 34

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
151540723 Coyne v. 509 W 34
THURSDAY, MARCH 5

150054/22.8904 5th Ave LLC v. Mj
Engineering & Design LLC Et Al

159665/23 Choudhary v. Dorr

156545/22 Neiderer v. Santullo

Part 37
IAS Part

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

Part 39

Justice James G. Clynes
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3619

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

150881/22319 Schermerhorn Prop.
Owner LLC v. Nett Project LLC
655672/25Abbas v. Brause Rlty. Inc.
Et Al

152073/20Arak v. Glessman

162299/25 Ashford v. Kashani

659288/24 Awadallah v. Inos

156704/24 Chan v. Hyster-Yale
Group, Inc. Et Al

155428/20 Continental Casualty Co.
A/s/o Henry Belluta v. Tristate
Sustainable

153932/24 Demarco v. Macklowe
Properties Sales

156984/24 Derbyshire v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

156039/24 Edwards v. NYCHA

653306/25Ellis v. Morris

153083/24 Fernandes Costa v. 125
West 57th St. Prop. Owner

161034/24 Fulton v. Aurum
Condominium Et Al

159581/21 Graham v. Coney Mgt.
LLC Et Al

155920/24 Guaman Chogllo v. Akam
Associates Inc. Et Al

152496/25 Guaman v. 55 South
Moger LLC Et Al

150176/25 Guillen v. Ft. George 617
LLC Et Al

150479/21 H&L Ironworks Corp. v.
Reyes Salazar

155246/24Hernandez v. The NY &
Presbyterian Hosp.

153355/25 Lichtenstein v. Cohen

151989/25Maksymets v. 2 B'way.
LLC Et Al

161276/24McClain v. Mount Sinai
Morningside Hosp.

655004/25 Meister Seelig & Fein
Pllc v. Robinson

150666/25Moore v. Jca LLC 3 Et Al

158538/24 Moshett v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Co. Et Al

152323/25Nelson v. Zara USA, Inc.
EtAl

651516/25 Pure Grown Diamonds,
Inc. v. Dye

154976/21Regulator Const. Corp. v.
E&T Skyline Const. LLC

150954/21 Reith v. Youngwoo &
Co., LLCEt Al

159521/23 Reyes-Flores v. 77 Jane

158559/24 Santos Lemus v.
Archstone Builders LLC Et Al

153272/24 Stillwater Prop. &
Casualty Ins. Co. v. Degraw

150733/20 Sykes v. Michin

161496/25 Tanguturi v. Feit

164546/25 Toepfer v. 235 East 73rd
St. Owners Corp Et Al

153376/25 Trujillo Pardo v. The
Trustees of Columbia Univ. in
NYC Et Al

161073/24Vazquez v. Tenth Ave.
LLC Et Al

156409/25Vines v. Aron Security
Inc. Et Al

150567/25Watson v. Yany's Beauty
Salon, Inc.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

160459/24270 Rity. LLC v. NYC Et Al

155862/21 Alvarez v. Rite Aid of
New York, Inc. Et Al

165200/25 Argonaut Ins. Co. v.
Mitchell

655730/24 Carwell v. Allstars
Security & Protective Services,
Inc. Et Al

159296/23 Castillov. C & E
Associates

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

160847/20 Golyk v. 537 Greenwich
Owner

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

158093/21 Myftari v. Amazon.Com
Services LLC Et Al

157821/21 Nugra v. Eastern Div.

655905/24 Parc NY v. 11 Essex St.
Rlty.

155427/19 Parker v. Trustees of The
Spence

656158/25 Resnick v. Flaherman

654468/24 Servicios Parlamentarios
Remo v. R.D. Precious Metals
Inc. Et Al

159794/20 Taima v. East 54th St.
Properties

153806/19 Toulouse v. Village
Diagnostic Treatment

659851/25Webb v. Atipana Capital

Part 43

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

Part 40TR
Judicial Mediation

Justice Suzanne J. Adams
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 300

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

152432/23 Asif Siraj A/k/a Jarvis Sid
v. Gottesman

158461/22 Canizares v. Mta Bus Co.
EtAl

153125/22 Cuello v. Vargasrua

653130/19 Dashevskiy v. House Call
Medical Services

157773/20Dr. Gerald R. Finkel v.
Stanzione

656238/20 Eisner v. Zaim

160097/23 Fortuna v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.

805112/20 Francis v. NYCH&HC
And

451150/19 Hamilton v. Torres
Caballero

157505/18 Headley v. Jan-Pro of
Greater NY

159388/21 Howard v. Costikyan, Inc.
Et Al

151063/19Jimenez v. Lf Greenwich

155322/21Kontis v. Simon Prop.
Group, Inc.

150585/22 Lapinski v. Mip One Wall
St. Acquisition LLC Et Al

153628/22 Leibler v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Et Al

156951/20 Mata Lora v. NYCTA

153102/19 0zari v. Rb Rlty. Capital
LLC

156376/21 Proszowska-Lambert v.
220 East 42nd St. Condominium
EtAl

160106/18 Rerussell v. Dynatec
Contracting Inc.

153618/19Restrepo v. 304 Mulberry
St

161370/21Rivero v. B'way. 85th LLC
Et Al

155835/21 Rodriguez v. Schneider

158481/20 Rodriguez v. Village View
Housing Corp.

656351/17 Rosenthal v. Meza

154318/21 Settanni v. Moynihan
Station Dev. Corp.

152852/19 Siguencia v. Hudson
Companies

161238/18 Stapleton v. NYC

655795/19 Sturman v. Bba Group
377 LLC EtAl

154857/21 Styles v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc.

159627/16 Vega v. 1407 B'way. LLC

153355/21 Ward v. NYC

161829/18 Williams v. Park Row
Rity. Lp

153418/20 Yousuf v. Horace Plaza

654958/19 Zhang v. 28 St Izumi
Japanese

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

150874/23 Acencio Juarez v.
Francisco

805298/22 Almanzan Gonzalez v.
Bellevue Hosp. Et Al

151534/23 Barbosa Oliveira v. Mepa
Rity. LLC Et Al

159510/16 Bertrand v. NYCTA

160687/21 Blumin v. Keyland NY
LLC Et Al

655633/18 Boltin v. Board of Mgrs.
of The

157409/20 Bordonaro v. E.C. Provini
Co., Inc.

654164/21 Chao v. Burges

153396/23 Chen v. Bhuiyan

152751/24 Cirrincione v. Anwar

154599/19 Duran v. Ery Retail
Podium LLC

158728/15Fleurant v. NYC

151730/22 Gangarossa v. 395
Hudson NY

805450/17 Germosen v. Hubbard

151265/22 Gerstenfeld v. Delacruz

159023/21 Green v. Pavarini
McGovern

152177/23 Guaillas Jima v. 1571-
1573 Third Ave. LLC Et Al

160931/19Harvey v. Ohl USA, Inc.
Et Al

158599/24 Jeffery v. 301 East 22nd
St. Tenants Corp. Et Al

158591/21 Jewelers Mutual Ins.
Co. on Its Own Behalf And As
Subrogee of K & D Diamonds,
Inc. v. S.H. Zell & Sons

151443/18 Jimenez v. St. Nicholas
Ave. Housing

153982/21Jimenez v. Maxwell
Kates, Inc.

158715/17 Lowman v. Con Ed Co. Et
Al

155709/17 Manhattan Mr Imaging
v. 1865 Amsterdam A

160142/20 Marshall v. 21 Crosby St.
LLC

152115/20 Melendez v. S.H.K. Rlty.
LLC

152587/21 Meyers v. 76 8th Ave LLC

805370/19 Militello v. Figgie

153981/19Nichols v. Red Hawk Fire
& Security LLC

157141/19Noble v. Deco Towers
Associates LLC

155685/23 Noonan v. Karam

450309/23 Obey v. Delacruz

161180/20 Owens-Blum v. Webster
Hall Entertainment

156068/22 Pizarro v. Fleury

156280/22 Ramos v. Amsterdam
1883-1887 LLC

155838/23 Richardson v. Bpp Pcv
Owner LLC

451252/23 Rodriguez v. Zohdy-
Osman

154832/22 Romero v. Zohdy-Osman

154199/23 Sanders v. Abramovitz

153138/23 Schellbacher-Sendon
Group v. Ramos

154137/21Schoepflin v. Trinity
Builders of NY Inc. Et Al

150962/20 Simmons v. Bohemian
Brethren

159806/18 Simon v. Naftali Group

154976/23 Stearns v. Cohn
151480/22 Taylor v. The John
Adams Owners, Inc. Et Al
108724/10 Tempesta v. Laffey
150886/22 Tsang v. Ng
160231/13 Vargas v. Metro North
Commuter
154353/22Ward v. Times Square
Hotel Owner LLC Et Al
157017/20Washington v. Metro.
452338/23 Zaman v. Delacruz

Part 44

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

365522/24 Abogunrin v. Abiba
365044725 Alexander v. Alexander
365376/24 Barel v. Barel
365123/24 Cabrera v. Edward
Kennedy Brooks
320190/24 Daly v. Daly
166611/25J. Roe 1 Et Al v. Trustees
of Columbia Univ. in NYC
365077/20 Levin v. Levin
320028/25Nathan v. Englund
100072/26 Rivera v. NYCHA
309559/15 Tiravanija v. Aurell
320966/23 Wilson v. Silverstein
164555/25Xin Tai Delaware 888
LLC v. Comm'r. of NYC Dept. of
Finance Et Al

Motion

100072/26 Rivera v. NYCHA
309559/15 Tiravanija v. Aurell

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

453360/25Asrow v.
365035/25Brossard v. Lavy
308183/13 Coe v. McCallum
365421/24 Cohen v. Cohen
365134/25 Cortes Domingo-Herrero
v. Ryan
650302/26 Legum v. Encore Jets
365274/25 Lewis v. Lewis
100163/26 Marquez De La Rosa
v. N.Y.C. Dept. of Health And
Mental Hygiene
365537/23 Meehan v. Meehan
365267/25Mohl v. Mohl
300124/18 Persaud v. Persaud

Motion
453360/25Asrow v.

Part 45
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Justice Anar Rathod Patel
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3632
Room 428

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

652523/24 Everest Reins. Co. v.
New Style Contractors, Inc. Et Al

650870725 Sabby Volatility Warrant
Master Fund Ltd. v. Srivaru Hldg.
Ltd.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

157344/25Federation of Turkish
American Assocs. v. Atay

653531/24 Hub Int’l Northeast Ltd.
v. O'Hara

650171/26 Miller v. Heffner

654742/23 The Guarantee Co. of
North America USA v. Xin Dev.
Group Int’l, Inc. Et Al

651684/24 United Fire & Casualty
Co. v. Jc Elite Const. Services

65026926 Weg v. Weg

Part 48
Commercial Div.

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

653261/24 Ai Amped I v. Hanson
650086/26 Caplan v. Colaku
654417/20Epstein v. Epstein
Teicher Philanthropies
652411/22 Grupo Salinas Telecom v.
At&T Mobility Hldgs. B.V. Et Al
654719/24Imian Pv Member LLC v.
Vlacich LLC
654666/24Kin Chung Wong v.
Chijet Motor Co., Inc. Et Al
654004/25 Lego Summit Co. Ltd. Et
Al'v. Ywa-Amsterdam LLC Et Al
651045/24 Ventura v. Rosenblum

Motion

653261/24 Ai Amped I v. Hanson

654666/24Kin Chung Wong v.
Chijet Motor Co., Inc. Et Al

651045/24 Ventura v. Rosenblum

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

652319/24Ets Mir LLC v. Petroci
Hldg. Cote D’Ivoire Et Al

652411/22 Grupo Salinas Telecom v.
At&T Mobility Hldgs. B.V. Et Al

651881/16 Solomon Capital v. Lion
Biotechnologies, Inc.

Motion

652411/22 Grupo Salinas Telecom v.
At&T Mobility Hldgs. B.V. Et Al

651881/16 Solomon Capital v. Lion
Biotechnologies, Inc.

Part 49
Commercial Div.
Justice Margaret A. Chan
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4033
Room 252

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

655445/25 Charter
Communications, Inc. Et Al v.
Samsung Electronics America,
Inc.

653040/25 Torreya Partners LLC v.
Sandoz Inc

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

160382/25 Alshubrumi v. Tungray
Technologies Inc Et Al

654350/25Esg Kullen v. Kullen King
Properties

650971/22 Nunez-Unda v. Adrien

659074/24 0tg Concessions Mgt.
LLC v. Yor Inc Et Al

450287/21 People of The State of
NY v. Gpb Capital Hldgs.

650761/20 Skyview Capital v.
Conduent Business Services

154984/21 Wells Fargo Bank v. X

Motion

650971/22Nunez-Unda v. Adrien

659074/24 Otg Concessions Mgt.
LLC v. Yor Inc Et Al

154984/21 Wells Fargo Bank v. X

Part 54
Commercial Div.
Justice Jennifer G. Schecter
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3362
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

653286/24 Eichner v. Rtw
Retailwinds Acquisition LLC Et

Al

651689/24 Higround Co., Ltd. Et Al
v. Lee

655281/24 Leli v. Rtw Retailwinds
Acquisition LLC Et Al

655590/25Xandr Inc. v. Warner
Bros. Discovery, Inc. Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

650005/24 Fundamental Partners IV
Lp v. Gajavelli
656857/21 Shatz v. Chertok
654598/21 Tutor Perini Bldg. Corp.
v. Slayton Ventures
Motion
656857/21 Shatz v. Chertok

Part 57

Justice Sabrina Kraus
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-636-3195
Room 218

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
950058/19Ark71 v. Archdiocese of
NY

159315/19 Chabla Remache v. Aldad
& Sons Rlty., Inc.

950341/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

950762/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

951219/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

951126/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950262/19 Duval v. Archdiocese of

NY

950054/20 Jas#1 Doe v. Brandeis
School

100753/16 Koutellos-Marcia
Machado v. Lefrak Organization

950208/20 Lavelle v. Archdiocese of
NY

950112/20 Liquori v. Archdiocese of
NY

950297/21 McReynolds v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al
950261/190'Reilly v. Archdiocese of

951143/21 Pinchbeck v. The
Episcopal Church Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5
950055/19Ark63 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950063/19Ark77 v. Archdiocese of
NY

950253/21B. v. Archdiocese of NY

950077/21C. v. NYC

950638/20 Doe Jp v. Archdiocese of
NY

950386/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950443/20Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
EtAl

950371/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950574/21 Doe v. Franciscan Friars
of The

950605/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

950543/20 Gg v. Archdiocese of NY

951318/210. v. The Fresh Air Fund
Et Al

950057/21 Pagano v. Archdiocese of
NY EtAl

950773/21S.W. v. NYC

Motion

951318/210. v. The Fresh Air Fund
Et Al

Part 59

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

Part 60
Commercial Div.

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

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

656001/25G.0.C. Investments
Companies Inc. v. Bsd Tree, Inc.

166399/25G.0.C. Investments Co.,
Inc. v. Bagbag

652740/22 Hart v. Rosenberg

652728/23 Ktjb LLC v. Avon Prod.s,
Inc.

157468/25 Maxim Financial Corp.
Et Al v. Lendspark Corp. Et Al

653072/25NY Quality Healthcare
Corp. v. Actavis Holdco U.S., Inc.
Et Al

659219/24 Nwcc v. Prelude Capital
Mgt.

659568/25Rga Gigi LLC Et Al
v. Wieder And Friedman
Enterprises Inc. Et Al

652063/25 Uplifting Tech. Inc. Et Al
v. Yu

Motion

656001/25G.0.C. Investments
Companies Inc. v. Bsd Tree, Inc.

166399/25G.0.C. Investments Co.,
Inc. v. Bagbag

659568/25Rga Gigi LLC Et Al
v. Wieder And Friedman
Enterprises Inc. Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

650937/24 14 Vesey St. Partners
(del) LLC v. Cpif Mra

654459/22475 Fifth Owner LLC Et
Al'v. T-C 475 Fifth Ave. Venture
LLC Et Al

652694/23 Better Mobile Security,
Inc. v. Amerisourcebergen
Services Corp.

651585/24 Guggenheim Securities
v. Falcon’s Beyond Global

653518/21 Ringel v. Ringel

Motion

652694/23 Better Mobile Security,
Inc. v. Amerisourcebergen
Services Corp.

651585/24 Guggenheim Securities
v. Falcon’s Beyond Global

Part 61
Commercial Div.

Justice Nancy M. Bannon
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3169
Room 232

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

654285/24 Gold Wynn Asset
Management v. Titanium Asset
Mgt. LLC Et Al

650482/25NY Marine And General
Ins. Co. v. Millenia Assurance,
Inc. Et Al

659832/24 Sotheby’s, Inc. v. Art
Lending, Inc.

Motion

650482/25NY Marine And General
Ins. Co. v. Millenia Assurance,
Inc. Et Al

659832/24 Sotheby’s, Inc. v. Art
Lending, Inc.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

652501/24 Beijing Jile Interactive
Entertainment Tech. Co., Ltd.
Et Al v. Yuetao Network Tech.
(beijing) Co., Ltd. Et Al

659813/24 Biodiagnostic Labs, Inc.
v. Healthfirst Phsp, Inc.

653767/25 Bleeker’s Finest Market
Corp. D/b/a Bleeker’s Finest Deli
v. Ibrahiem

654011/25Ibrahiem v. Sharhan

654601/25 Lp Solutions Fund LLC
As Attorney-In-Fact For And on
Behalf of Anthony Persico v. Ten-
Four Properties, Inc. Et Al

650693/21 Pardee v. Mercury
Capital Advisors

655503/25 Rfr Hldg. Corp. v. 11 East
44th St.

Motion

655503/25 Rfr Hldg. Corp. v. 11 East
44th Street

Transit Authority
Settlement Part
60 Centre Street

Phone 646-386-3281
Room 408

80 CENTRE
STREET

Part 4

Justice Judy H. Kim
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3580
Room 308

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

166679/25 Damerau v. Bleich

155961/20 Doe v. Doe

650224726 Gkny 1 Inc D/b/a Global
Kitchen v. Hwa 1290 III LLC Et Al

155213/25Hall v. Msg Arena

156674/21 Hammerschmidt v.
Turner Const. Co. Et Al

156739/24 Hanmi Bank v. I, Soar
Prod.ions, Inc. Et Al

650798/26 Hpec, Inc. v. Twenty
Ideas, Inc.

156769/25 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Harris

650854/26 Manhattan Luxury
Automobiles, Inc. D/b/a Lexus of
Manhattan v. Cook

165636/25Morris v. Club Car

154751/25Nyer v. Skin Spa NY -
Flatiron

153102/19 Ozari v. Rb Rlty. Capital
LLC

156501/21 Ponce Canelas v.
Amazon.Com Services LLC Et Al

162014/25Qoins Technologies, Inc.
v. Bond Financial Technologies,
Inc.

163026/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Smartt

151530/25 Stephen v. NY Institute
of Tech. Et Al

160436/21 Woodford v. Vornado
Rity. Trust Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

654884/23247-251 Operating Corp.
v. Patry

651735/24 Alexandra Wood (cana-
da) Inc. v. Chromocell Corp.

157670/21Figueiredo v. 79th Owner
LLC Et Al

156578/15Marshall v. NYC

650672/26 Montammy Golf Club,
Inc. v. Goldman

155804/24 Municipal Credit Union
v. Simmons

156501/21 Ponce Canelas v.
Amazon.Com Services LLC Et Al

Part 5
City Part
Justice Hasa A. Kingo
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3374
Room 320

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

158373/20 Econair Supply Inc. v.
Youdeem

452191/20 McBride Johnson v.
Harlem Hosp.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

160363/20 American Guarantee And
v. Pederson

154802/20 Camas-Mendieta v.
Urban Atelier Group

160257/22 Cambridge Mutual Fire
Ins. Co. v. Mnyc Real Estate
Hldgs. LLC Et Al

805087/23 Cheng v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

154087/20 Eshaghian v. Dorsey &
Whitney Llp

159666/21 Executive Risk
Indemnity, Inc. A/s/o Kenneth
Malave And Sandra Malave Et Al
v. Dr. Stephen Pagot Et Al

156286/18 Fireman’s Fund Ins. v.
Lenovo (US) Inc.

159851/22 Jean v. Stellar Mgt. Et Al

805360/21Juan Carlos Licona-
Rubio v. Coa 200 E 34th LLC

157090/22 Juarez Garcia v. Sl Green
Rity. Corp. Et Al

805400723 Juarez v. Grieco M.D.

805323/21 Kondakova v. NYC
NYCH&HC Corp.

154540/21 Liberty Mutual Ins.
Co. Aso Jonathan Zaretsky v.
Pederson

95040020 M.E v. NYC

157369/21 McNamara v. Triborough
Bridge And Tunnel Auth.

154107/20 Metro. Prop. And v. Pagot

152809/24 Montclare v. 111 Fourth
Ave. Owners Corp. Et Al

805139/22Moore v. Harlem Hosp.
Center Et Al

150697/20 Munive Escalante v.
Dakota, Inc.

451295/19 Public Administrator
of Richmond County As
Administrator of The Estate of
Jacinto Suarez v. NYC Et Al

158490/20 Roc-Lafayette Associates
v. Agenda, Inc.

155318/22 Sanders v. United Parcel
Service General Services Co. Et

Al

154272/17 Soames v. 2Is Consulting
Engineering

805081/21 Stent v. Greenman Dds

151885/21 Stillwater Ins. Co. v.
Mnyc Real Estate Hldg. LLC

Part 8

Justice Lynn R. Kotler
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3572
Room 278

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

160197/19475 Building Company v.
Assessment Innovation, Inc.

159810/24 Aiello v. S&M 52nd Fee
LLC Et Al

160321/19Board of Mgrs. of The v.
Foster

159580/21 Cocozza v. Popkin

656732/21 Cutone & Co.
Consultants v. Riverbay Corp.

150674/19 Hamilton v. Basketball
City NY LLC

153619/20 Manzueta v. Tzion Flats
LLC

154819/22Nunez v. Con Ed Co. of
NY Inc.

155302/22 Ovalle v. 551-565 West
190 Prop. LLC Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

159848/22 Taveras v. Tuck- It- Away
Associates

656844/20Wing on Rlty., Inc. v. Db
Ins. Co., Ltd. (us

Part 21
City Part
Justice Richard A. Tsai
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3738
Room 280

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

153646/21 Hargrove v. Wayne St.
John Et Al

153473/25Marks v. Metro. NYCTA
EtAl

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

157279/24 Abbott v. NYCTA Et Al
157051/23 Alicea v. The NYCTA Et
Al
150619/21 Batten v. Mta Bus Co.
452218/18 Benjamin v. NYCTA
159281/18 Bertalan v. NYCTA
162505/14Bonilla v. NYCTA
154785/20 Boucard v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
152992/25Brown v. Diaz Jr.
155273/23 Brown v. NYCTA Et Al
451686/20 Buonasera v. NYC
156066/24 Carr v. NYCTA Et Al
162179/23 Carrion v. NYCTA Et Al
161371/23 Cartagena v. NYCTA Et
Al
154635/24 Castillo v. NYCTA Et Al
150835/23 Collins v. NYCTA Et Al
153679/24 Crespo v. NYCTA Et Al
152098/23 D Agostino v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
153445/18 Feydis v. NYCTA
163012/25Finnerty v. Zeamari
151753/20 Fischer v. 795 Sheva Rlty.
Housing
453747/24 Frederick v. Perez
450776/24 Genao Guerrero v.
NYCTA Et Al
157468/19 Genere v. NYC
160416/24 Gibbs v. NYCTA Et Al
155673/16 Gomez v. NYCTA
160110/24 Gomez-Paniagua v. NYC
Et Al
155647/25Gray v. Doe
155684/22 Green v. NYC Et Al
156792/13 Guzman v. Manhattan
And Bronx
152890/25Hakim v. NYCTA Et Al
155403/25Hardy v. NYCTA Et Al
159319/20Jacobs v. Mta Bus Co. Et

Al
158996/24 Jaeger v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
160196/24 Jennings v. NYCTA Et Al
152394/22 Johnamie Leon-Burgos
And Claritza Castillo-Alberto v.
NYCTAEt Al
150008/25Khan v. Hugh O’Kane
Electrico Co., Inc. Et Al
152305/23 Kondi v. NYCTA Et Al
156039/22 Lopez v. NYCTA Et Al
154512/23 Lyle v. NYCTA Et Al
154101/21 Martin v. NYCTA Et Al
161673/23 Means v. NYCTA
156859/24 Mejia v. Baker
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155712/23 Mistretta v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
452142/22Morales v. Perez
159739/23 Naouikhir v. Cortes
157793/25Nivar v. NYCTA Et Al
159917/20 Noman v. NYC Et Al
151034/190’Connor v. Metro.
NYCTA
160328/21 Osmanob v. Doe
160801/24 Pl.ncio v. Stoby
152028/25 Portorreal v. NYCTA Et Al
450985/20 Rafique v. Metro.
Transportation
151806/24 Reich v. NYCTA Et Al
156940/19 Rodriguez v. Hampton
151124/24 Samuels v. Doe Being
A Fictitious Name Meant To
Designate The Driver
158565/20 Seenath v. lllames
150297/24 Sherritt v. The Metro.
NYCTA Et Al
152130/25 Sierra Navarro v. The
NYCTA Et Al
452974/21Sobota v. NYCTA
401697/12 Stamps v. NYC
102676/10 Stephney v. Mta Metro-
North RR.
451022/22 Strickland v. NYC Et Al
451765/22 Suarez v. NYCTA Et Al
155144/25 Tollefsen v. NYCTA Et Al
158634/25 Torres v. NYCTA Et Al
158447/25 Tucker v. NYCTA Et Al
150976/24 Valdata v. NYCTA Et Al
157592/25Valentino v. NYC Et Al
157132/24Velazquez v. Corraya
153990/24 Webster v. The NYCTA Et
Al
153714/25Williams v. Access-A-
Ride Et Al
156495/25Williams v. Clifford
159068/24 Wilson v. NYCTA Et Al
155546/24 Yau v. Chh Rlty. LLC Et Al
162001/23 Yung v. NYC
Transportation Auth. Et Al
153985/21Zelin v. Brandt
154322/24 Zhuolin v. NYCTA Et Al

Motion

154635/24 Castillo v. NYCTA Et Al

163012/25 Finnerty v. Zeamari

160196/24 Jennings v. NYCTA Et Al

150008/25 Khan v. Hugh O’Kane
Electrico Co., Inc. Et Al

450985/20 Rafique v. Metro.
Transportation

150297/24 Sherritt v. The Metro.
NYCTA Et Al

401697/12 Stamps v. NYC

102676/10 Stephney v. Mta Metro-
North RR.

157592/25Valentino v. NYC Et Al

155546/24Yau v. Chh Rlty. LLC Et Al

153985/21 Zelin v. Brandt

Part 22
Motor Vehicle

Justice Christopher Chin
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3271
Room 136

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

650857/18 Bogenstaetter v. 317
West 54 Owners Corp.

159356/25Cha v. Motion Express
LLC. Et Al

152412/23 Martinez Torres v.
Midwood Investment & Dev. Et
Al

158069/24 Mota v. Toplan

151611/23 Paucar Espinoza v. The
NYCHA

152164/23 Pazmino Urgiles v. Joy
Const. Corp. Et Al

155420/23 Petito v. Zozo Taxi

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

155921/23 Brezac v. Fletcher

150633/25 Cabrera v. Cabrera

155715/23 Calle Quichimbo v.
Wesbuilt Const. Mgrs. LLC Et Al

160067/22 Chisolm v. Bacote

152728/24 Gabri v. Cortinas Const.
Corp Et Al

450768/24 Martinez Labour v.
Donlen Trust Et Al

154981/25Palacios v. Herc Rentals
Inc. Et Al

158460/22 Perez v. Donlan Trust Et
Al

151141/23 Smith v. Urban Atelier
Group L.L.C. Et Al

154495/21Young v. Damus

Motion

155921/23 Brezac v. Fletcher

150633/25 Cabrera v. Cabrera

450768/24 Martinez Labour v.
Donlen Trust Et Al

158460/22 Perez v. Donlan Trust Et
Al

154495/21Young v. Damus

Part MED-2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld
80 Centre Street
646-386-3689
Room 106

Early Settlement
Part 1

Justice Miles J. Vigilante
80 Centre Street
Room 106

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

160557/16 Aull v. NYCTA
152263/15Berlin v. Jakobson
805199/14 Gerosimo v. Romero
159023/20L. v. Samar Hosp.ity
161751/13 Martinez v. Weingarten
160246/15Ruth v. Szony
160376/20Verizon NY Inc. v. Con
Ed, Inc. Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

155862/21 Alvarez v. Rite Aid of
New York, Inc. Et Al

158010/18 Ceja v. Posillico Civil,
Inc.

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

155251/21 Conroy v. Bop Ne LLC Et
Al

152957/20 Francisco-Rosario v. 509
W34

160144/19 Giberto Paez v. Carolina
Manufacturing

155750/16 Hadley v. Frazer

155252/21 Katz v. Lower Manhattan
Dialysis Center, Inc. Et Al

157821/21 Nugra v. Eastern Div.

162329/19Nunez Abreu v. Ywa-
Amsterdam LLC

154441/17Pena v. Intergate
Manhattan LLC

157189/20 Posas Diaz v. Insite Prop.
Group LLC

152138/20Singh v. Stryker’s Bay
Apts., Inc.

154084/20 St. Fleur v. 11 Hoyt Prop.
Owner L.P.

Early Settlement
Part 2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld

80 Centre Street
Room 106

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

152528/16 Angus Mackenzie v.
NYC, Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. And Tme Warner Cable NYC
LLC

158606/19 Cesar v. NYC

151432/24D’Arco v. 133 Tth Ave.
South

159357/22 Drake v. NYC Et Al

155620/22 Reynoso De Francisco v.
NYC Et Al

154956/17 Rodriguez v. Singh

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

159588/20 Benjamin v. NYC
161322/19 Coronel v. NYC
156851/19 Heath v. Bendana
154710/17 Heights 178 LLC v. NYC
162219/18 Lumpkin v. NYC
158911/21 Martiz v. NYC Et Al
160338/18 McElenney v. NYC
157448/17Melissa Schaefer v. NYC
152484/21 Palmer v. NYC Et Al
450295/21 Phillips v. NYC
158793/19 Shebshayevich v. NYC
156530/22 Weinberg v. NYC

Part 27 Part 50
Justice Denise M Dominguez | Justice J. Machelle Sweeting
80 Centre Street 80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5625 Phone 646-386-5639
Courtroom 289 Room 279
Part 41 Part 51

Justice Nicholas W. Moyne
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3984
Room 327

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

155285/24 Abreau v. Mrs Rlty. LLC

651634/25 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Melissa Rodriguez Et Al

161882/18 Aspen American Ins. v.
Mayshad LLC

159984/23 Aulet v. Uptown 6 LLC Et
Al

153033/24 Barton v. Shulsky
Properties, Inc., D/b/a 59
Bleecker Rlty. LLC Et Al

150021/24Boals v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

151306/23 Canar v. NYCHA Et Al

161929/25 Cavalry Spv I v. Cornish

158015/19 Chubb Indemnity Ins. v.
Mayshad

453179/25NYC v. Trump
Presidential Inc

160874/24 Cleophat v. Metro.
NYCTA Et Al

151432/24D’Arco v. 133 Tth Ave.
South

159325/23 Dejesus v. Forquignon Jr.

161307/24 Dunkley v. NYCHA

153343/24 James-Nailor v. 15 West
116 LLCEt Al

157622/23 Jensen v. Walgreen
Eastern Co., Inc.

153797/24L.T. An Infant By Her
Mother And Natural Guardian v.
Friedman

154058/19 Mercedes v. Abreu

452354/21 Nicholson-Griffin v. NYC
Et Al

151738/24 0’Brien v. 700 Milford
Hldgs. LLC Et Al

651895/24 Pelham Plumbing &
Heating Corp. v. Shinda Mgt.
Corp. Et Al

158836/23 Rosenel v. Whole Foods
Market Group

159719/23 Ryan v. The Cora
Hoffman Center Et Al

151231/24 Schmerler v. Bounce
Playground

161890/24 Stackpoole v. Raber
Enterprises

650597/23 Trincity Electric Inc. v.
244 E 52 Owner LLC Et Al

154489/24 Tubach v. Holywater Et Al

161032/21Vasquez v. The Trustees
of Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al

166699/25Young v. Rockrose Dev.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

151415/25107 Univ. PL. LLC v.
Kaplan

155029/25158 St. & Riverside
Drive Housing Co., Inc. v. Two4
Design Architecture

157845/23 Allstate Vehicle And
Prop. Ins. Co. As Subrogee of
Lorna Solis v. Guelaff

157723/23 American Empire
Surplus Lines Ins. Co. v. Weng

453798/24 Asip v. 268 West 12th
Owners Corp. Et Al

151010/24 Benitez v. New Rochelle
Tower Developer LLC Et Al

452090/21NYC v. Singh

155674/24 Cogut v. 684 Owners
Corp.

150866/23 Crane v. 24 E 39 LLC

161392/24Dgmb Casino v. Zheng

651073/25Dundalk Mgt. Inc. v.
Chelsea 23rd Rlty. LLC Et Al

159128/24 Ese v. Demircioglu

655392/23 Federation LLC v. Cavas
Inc. Et Al

150632/23 Finkel v. Arnell Const.
Corp. Et Al

656442/23 Greenberg v. All
Entertainment Media Group Et
Al

150258/24 Griset v. Garden Court
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al
160391/23 Henriquez v. La Casa Del

Mofongo 207 LLC Et Al

150823/24 Hession v. Aecom Et Al

650902/26 Highland Hill Capital
LLC v. Lilys Coaching And
Companionship LLC Et Al

652424/24 Highmark NY LLC v. Amk
Mechanical Ltd.

150405/24 Hoffman v. NYC Police
Dept.

158556/23in & Out Welders, Inc. v.
McGriff Ins. Services

150654/241zurieta v. Ave.
Contracting, Inc. Et Al

656051/25J.S. Held LLC v. Rnn

653396/22 Jason Thompson v. 30
Park PI. Hotel LLC

160469/23 Joyce v. Manhattan
Chelsea Market LLC.

161888/25King v. NYCHA

656483/25 Kmt Funding LLC v.
Gerasimos Enterprises Inc. Et Al

160196/23 Maybank v. Roc-Le
Triomphe Associates LLC

164586/25 Mishka NY LLC v. Is-lla
Rity. Corp.

161796/23 Moorman v. Abs2560 LLC
Et Al

651237/23 Mullen Automotive, Inc.
Et Al v. Global Capital Partners
Fund

151298/19Ngai v. 157 Rivington
Corp.

654514/24NY Ambulatory And
Anesthesia v. William Schwitzer
& Associates

155608/22 Ortega v. Key Food
Stores Co-Operative Inc. Et Al

161562/23 Rodriguez v. Consigli
Const. Co., Inc. Et Al

159105/24 Rojas v. City Skyline Rlty.
Inc Et Al

650736/25 Ross Barney Architects v.
Ronnette Riley Architect A Sole
Proprietorship Et Al

161634/25 Sanchez v. NYCHA
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659093/25Feder M.D. v. Cornell
Univ. Et Al

100607/24 Robert Ross v. Storage
Post

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

157626/25157 West 24 Rity. LLC v.
Orsid Rlty. Corp.

150637/25310 Apt. Corp. v. Merlino

650197/25875 Third Ave. v. Ltrb
Tenant LLC Et Al

154577/24 Abraham v. NYC Et Al

655032/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Muhammad

150579/20Ana Rodriguez v.
Rodriguez

157352/24 Anzelone v. The
Corinthian Condominiums Et Al

157448/23 Armenta v. Ironclad
Artists Inc Et Al

159992/24 Arnold v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Co.

152262/20 Aulov v. Ascena Retail
Group, Inc.

159753/24 Ave. Capital Group v.
Strum

156241/25 Avila Lopez v. Sciame
Const.

150285/24 Avila v. 287 Pas LLC Et Al

158977/23 Blount v. Verizon Et Al

151976/20 Board of Mgrs. of
Printing House Condominium v.
Hudson 805 LLC Et Al

156788/25Boland v. Jerome
Aluminum Prods. Corp. Et Al

652765/22 Brinks Global Services
USA, Inc. v. S. Georgios Inc. Et Al

155856/24 Brown v. Exeter Bldg.
Corp. EtAl

162058/23 Buckles v. 1118 First Ave.

451052/24Budhu v. The NYCTA Et
Al

158141/21 Cannon v. Merino

650796/24 Certain Underwriters At
Lloyd’s v. Peleus Ins. Co. Et Al

652445/25 Coffee Associates, Inc. v.
Feenix Venture Partners

655643/24 Corwin v. Kaczynski

150713/24 Daniel Szalkiewicz &
Associates v. Liu

158587/24 Diaz v. Collins Bldg.
Services

160833/24 Drossman v. Yorkville
Sports Assoc.

155101/22East 93 St. Venture Et Al
v. 93 Tenants Corp.

162104/24 Edwards v. Rising
Ground, Inc. Et Al

652995/24 Force v. Mountain Valley
Indemnity Co.

101226/23 Ganahl v. Bienstock

100259/24 Ganahl v.
Dadaosatasores

153793/22 Gandhi v. Gandhi

453041/22 Ghoneim v. Indo
Canadian Rity. Corp Et Al

151916/25 Gonzalez v. West 125th
Dev. LLC.
161282/23 Gothner v. Metro-North
Commuter Railroard Co. Et Al
152105/20 Grant v. NY Convention
Center

160849/24 Great Northern Ins. Co.
v. Tishman Const. Corp.

153980/24 Guaman Quizhpi v.
Lendlease (us) Const. Inc. Et Al

160120/24 Hertz Vehicles v. 123
Medical Group

160264/23 Hertz Vehicles v. Athena
Chiropractic

155575/25Hood-Tyler v. 1824 Park
Ave. LLC

161350/24 Jimenez v. Penta
Restoration Corp. Et Al

155362/25 Johnson v. NYC
Educational Const. Fund Et Al

158219/23King v. NYC Et Al

155279/24 La Croix v. Vanderleigh
Properties LLC Et Al

159836/25 Lambriniadis v.
Brookfield Maint. Et Al

151888/24 Landers v. Park Hotels &
Resorts Inc. Et Al

155467/21Lilly v. C&C Mangement

155636/24Lpn1 LLC v. Tsf
Engineering

158365/17 Lynch v. Securitas
Security Services

45052124 Mancilla & Fantone v.
Liu

451463/21 Mangold v. Board of
Mgrs. of Meadow

153091/25Mantua v. Stern

153347/23 Marchetta v. The Doe
Fund, Inc.

151782/24McLean v. 320 Park Ave.
LLC Et Al

659457/24 Meridian Capital Group
LLC v. Tynker 9 And 12 LLC

162517/23 Morales Navas v.
Roosevelt Island Operating Corp.
Et Al

155183/24 Morris v. Ardeon Rlty.
Corp. EtAl

158824/24 Muhammad v. Alto
Pharmacy LLC

151698/23 Nanpersaud v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

158071/24 Nascimento Silva v.
Judlau Contracting, Inc. Et Al

155175/25Nash v. 766 Tenth LLC Et
Al

452242/25Nazario v. NYC Et Al

158033/20 Nikocevic v. Trinity
Centre LLC

150088/24 Novas Reinoso v. Phillips
& Huyler Associates

100587/250’Daly v. C/o Equinox
Investments

151617/23 Ortega v. Dfb Sales, Inc.
Et Al

156533/20 Ortega v. Lic 73 Owner

161365/20 Parker v. 66 St Nicholas
PL

160282/24 Phongyvichith v. Leanna
Enterprise Inc. Et Al

156941/24 Plant Craft Foods, Inc. v.
Acuna

154805/23 Posner v. NYC Bike
Share

161362/23 Ricon Zapata v. 92-54 Qb
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al

150676/20 Rohlfing v. 75 St
Nicholas PL

156978/24 Romano v. 338 W 49 LLC

156690/25 Rosenblum v. Metro.
Opera Assoc. Inc Et Al

154280/24 Salazar v. Meloul

158337/23 Salcedo v. William
Fashion Inc. Et Al

452778/24 Scott v. NYCTA Et Al

154622/24 Shang v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

151116/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Nick Villani And
Co, Inc. Et Al

152451/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Ganesh

161376/20 Sutton v. 76 St Nicholas

PL

156634/20 Taddeo v. Verizon
Business Network

100486/25Tenzin v. Hunter’s Moon
Lp

154526/23 The Board of Mgrs.
of The One Lincoln Square
Condominium v. Sag 150
Columbus LLC

157449/19Whgbk, Inc. v.
Tphgreenwich Owner LLC Et Al

153009/25Weber v. E.W. Howell Co.,
LLC Et Al

650754/24 Welsbach Electric Corp.
v. Northe Group, Inc. Et Al

153946/24 Zhinin Sangurima v.
Park-58 Corp. Et Al

Motion

157626/25157 West 24 Rlty. LLC v.
Orsid Rity. Corp.

159992/24 Arnold v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Co.

159753/24 Ave. Capital Group v.
Strum

151617/23 Ortega v. Dfb Sales, Inc.
EtAl

Part 52
City Part
Justice Carol Sharpe
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3742
Room 1045

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

160807/16 Agosto v. NYC
154032/20Blanc v. NYC
656773/21 Cannizzaro v. NYC Et Al
154194/23 Caraballo v. NYC
158606/19 Cesar v. NYC
150166/23 Cherry Velvet Inc. v. NYC
Et Al
161658/24 Clover v. NYC Et Al
155305/23 Cruz v. 2350 B'way.
Associates LLC. Et Al
160085/21 Dawson v. NYC
161437/21 Defrancis v. NYC Et Al
154344/25Demunn v. NYC Et Al
151350/23 Fahey v. NYC Et Al
159714/23 Feanny v. NYC Et Al
154716/19Fleischer v. 185 Varick
Rity. Corp.
151324/23 Grimaldi v. NYC
451837/23 Gryazeva v. NYC
157869/23 Hickey v. 63 Spring
Lafayette
151787/19J.C. An Infant v. NYC
150554/22 Jimenez v. NYC Et Al
154702/23 Joseph v. NYC
156812/21Lara v. NYC
152069/22 Lopez v. NYC Et Al
152658/18 Martinez v. NYC
154367/23 Pennetti v. NYC Et Al
155772/22 Phillips v. NYC Et Al
153711/20 Powell v. NYC Et Al
156040/21 Quezada v. NYC Et Al
155620/22 Reynoso De Francisco v.
NYC Et Al
152961/23 Riege v. NYC
152189/26 Schneider v. Pine St.
School Et Al
154918/24 Sellers v. NYC Et Al
101226/24 Semidey v. NYC
154449/21 Smith v. NYC
154045/21 Stanley v. NYC Dept.
153948/22 Thompson v. NYC Et Al
153518/24 Towler v. NYC
161417/17Williams v. NYC
159962/25Wilson v. NYC Et Al

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

152467/25Burrell v. NYC Et Al
150362/26 Desensi v. Rogers
152484/21 Palmer v. NYC Et Al
152457/25Terrero v. Royal Charter
Properties, Inc. Et Al

Part 62
City Part
Justice Ariel D. Chesler
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 1127A

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

159357/22 Drake v. NYC Et Al

155185/24 Jaroslawicz v. Mandel

451855/19 Olaniyi v. Westbury Rlty.
Associates

104143/06S. S. v. NYC

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

155911/25Acosta v. NYC Et Al
155085/24 Asitimbay Valente v. NYC
Et Al
156384/18 Batista v. NYC
150898/19 Broomfield v. NYC
157605/22C. v. NYC Et Al
153909/23 Carreon Ambert v. NYC
Dept. of Education
153281/22 Chong v. Brunei
Darussalam Mission To The
United Nations Et Al
155650/20 Cosenza v. NYC
160627/22 Croft v. NYC Et Al
152313/22 Davidov v. NYC Et Al
157556/21Ellis v. NYC Et Al
150129/22Evans v. NYC Et Al
161564/23 Evans v. NYC Et Al
151190/26 Fung v. NYC
162162/14 Garcia-Caba v. NYC
450401/18 Gelley v. NYC Et Al
158574/21 Imbert v. Erbetta
155257/21Jennings v. NYC Et Al
450676/21 Lawrence v. NYC
652126/23 McCollum v. NYC Et Al
156840/22 Morrero v. NYC Et Al
159235/23 Motovich v. Turcios-
Sanchez
153779/24 Nappi v. Nico Equipment
Corp. Et Al
156185/22 Nappi v. NYC Et Al
159876/220’Hara v. NYC
156914/20 Okon v. NYC
156770/21 Orimogunje v. NYC Et Al
151940/23 Orozco Jr. v. NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al
155026/23 Pisano v. NYC Et Al
452925/22 Quijano v. NYC Et Al
157795/19 Ramos v. NYC
100467/22Robinson v. NYC 72nd
Precinct
151033/22 Robinson v. NYC Et Al
155148/23 Sanchez v. NYC Et Al
166573/25 Shtern v. Borough of
Manhattan Community College
EtAl
159980/22 Swift v. Riverside Park
Conservancy, Inc. Et Al
150909/23 Tapia v. NYCHA Et Al
452160/22 Taylor v. NYC Et Al
153543/22 Tejeda v. NYC Et Al
156063/14 Thompson v. NYC Dept.
of
153901/21Toure v. NYC Et Al
150411/22Washington v. NYC Et Al
150356/21 Washington v. NYC
161874/19Washington v. NYC Et Al
158741/22Watson v. NYC Et Al
161880/23 Worsham Jr v. NYC Et Al
155958/23 Zweig v. NYC Et Al

Motion
151190/26 Fung v. NYC
166573/25 Shtern v. Borough of

Manhattan Community College
Et Al

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 16
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FOUNDATIONS

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
Boatwright Foundation. For
the calendar year ended De-
cember 31, 2025 is available
at its principal office located
at c/o Sax Advisors LLC 389
Interpace Pkwy Ste 3, Parsip-
pany NJ 07054 for the inspec-
tion during regular business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. Principal Manager of
the Foundation is Eugene W.
Stetson III.
22003

m4

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
Roosevelt Warm  Springs
Foundation. For the fiscal
year ended 9/30/2025 is avail-
able at its principal office lo-
cated at Sax Advisors LLC,
389 Interpace Parkway, Par-
sippany, NJ 07054 for the in-
spection during regular busi-
ness hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal Man-
ager of the Foundation is
James Roosevelt Jr.

22007 mé

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE GREENWICH COLLEC-
TION LTD. For the calendar
year ended 2025 is available
at its principal office located
at 637 GREENWICH STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10014 for
the inspection during regu-
lar business hours by any cit-
izen who requests it within
180 days hereof. Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is DAVID GRAY.

22026 m4

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
The Leona M. and Harry B.
Helmsley Charitable Trust
for the fiscal year ended
March 31, 2025 is available at
its principal office located at
230 Park Avenue, New York,
NY 10169 (212) 679-3600 for
inspection during regular
business hours by any citizen
who requests it within 180
days hereof. Principal
Manager of the Foundation
is Sarah E. Paul.

22000 m4

THE ANNUAL RETURN OF
THE KENNETH M JACOBS
FOUNDATION for the fiscal
year ended April 30, 2025 is
available at its principal of-
fice, located at c/o Lazard
Freres & Co. LLC, 30 Rocke-
feller Plaza, New York, NY
10112 for inspection during
regular business hours by
any citizen who requests it
within 180 days hereof. The
Principal Manager of the
Foundation is MARK
ROSENBERG

20988 m4

LIQUOR LICENSES

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a license, se-
rial #NA-0340-25-131645 for
beer, wine & liquor has
been applied for by the un-
dersigned to sell beer, wine
& liquor at retail in a
restaurant under the ABC
Law at 398 E. 52nd St., New
York, NY 10022 for on-
premises consumption;
Adriano1981 Corp.
21752 £25-W m4

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation 1D: NA-0340-25-
129955 has been applied for
by 39th Street Hospitality
Group LLC d/b/a The Addi-
son serving beer, wine,
cider, mead and liquor to be
sold at vretail for on
premises consumption in a
restaurant, for the premises
located at 214 West 39th
Street RET 1 Unit, Store #5
New York NY 10018.
21772 f25-W m4

OTICE IS HEREBY

given a license, NYS
Application ID: NA-0-0524-
25-30417 for beer, wine,
cider and liquor has been
applied for by the under-
signed to sell beer, wine,
cider and liquor at retail in
a restaurant under the Alco-
holic Beverage Control Law
at 2141 Central Park Av-
enue, Yonkers, NY 10710 for
on-premises consumption.
JV  MEX RESTAURANT
INC d/b/a Don Jose Mexican
Restaurant
21643 f28-W m4

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that license# NA-
0340-26-103515 for liquor has
been applied for by the un-
dersigned to sell liquor at
retail in a restaurant under
the ABC law at 60 W 57th St
NY, NY 10019, NY County
for on-premises consump-
tion. Motek 57 LLC 60 W
57th St New York NY 10019
21704 Feb25 tu Mar4

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

EAST END 144 LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 12/02/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 3
SCHOOL ST STE 207, GLEN
COVE, NY 11542. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20400 j28-W m4

MEAT PACK 14 REALTY
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/23/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 150 GREAT NECK
RD, 3RD FL, GREAT NECK,
NY 11021. Purpose: Any Law-

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Nuoro Wellness Med-
ical NY PLLC. Arts of Org.
filed with New York Secy of
State (SSNY) on 1/27/26. Of-
fice location: New York
County. SSNY is designated
as agent of PLLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. List of names and ad-
dresses of all original mem-
bers available from SSNY.
SSNY shall mail process to:
2950 SW 27th Ave, Ste 102,
Miami, FL 33133. Purpose:

medicine.
21377 f18-W m25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of YONGSEOK LEE
ACUPUNTURE PLLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/10/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against PLLC
to 19 West 21st Street, Suite
404, New York, NY 10010.
Purpose: any lawful act.
21971 M04 W A08

LAW OFFICES OF PATRICK
DI LUCCIO PLLC. Filed with
SSNY on 01/21/2026. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process and shall mail to: 180
LAKEVIEW s
MALVERNE, NY 11565. Pur-

pose: Law
20403 j28-W m4

VALIANT PATHS MENTAL
HEALTH COUNSELING
PLLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/01/2026. Office location:
Bronx County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process
and shall mail to: 2515
BARNES AVE, BRONX, NY
10467. Purpose: MENTAL
HEALTH COUNSELING

20378 j28-W m4

VITAL NP IN ADULT
HEALTH SERVICES, PLLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/05/2026. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process
and shall mail to: 1 NE-
SAQUAKE AVE, PORT
WASHINGTON, NY 11050.
Purpose: Nurse Practitioner
in Adult Health

20395 j28-W m4

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

FLYING DUTCHMAN HOUS-
ING LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 12/15/2025.
Office loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 124 Cun-
ningham Avenue, Uniondale,
NY 11553. Purpose: Any Law-
ful Purpose.

21000 f11-W m18

Laxmi Holdings LLC filed
11/10/25. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. for process &
shall mail to: c/o Smith &
Shapiro, 116 E 27th St, 3rd F1,
lf\I'if', NY 10016. Purp: any law-
ul.

21004 f11-W m18

NCS ADVISORY LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 02/05/2026. Office loc: Nas-
sau County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 380 Westminster Road,
Rockville Centre, NY 11570.
Reg Agent: Nicholas
Scaduto, 380 Westminster
Road, Rockville Centre, NY
11570. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
20936 f11-W m18

STEALZWITHB LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
02/05/2026 Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent upon whom
process against the LLC may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 399
Broadway, Bethpage, NY
11714. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
21001 f11-W m18

ATTHERENDEZVOUS, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 02/03/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o Brooke Leah Rose,
3000 Marcus Avenue, Suite
1W5, Lake Success, NY 11042.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
21009 f11-W m18

FIND HOUSE LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
09/09/14. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 160
East 88th Street, Suite 4C,
New York, NY 10128. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.
010 f11-W m18

WHAT A FEELING LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 12/17/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, c/o Stephan Dweck, 15
Remsen Avenue, Roslyn, NY
11576, which also serves as
the Registered Agent ad-
dress. Purpose: Any lawful

167 E 33RD REALTY LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 08/07/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 107 Northern Boule-
vard, Suite 402, Great Neck,
fNS](' 11021. Purpose: Any law-
u

purpose.

21372 f18-W m25

548 COURT STREET RE-
ALTY LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 08/07/25.
Office: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 107
Northern Boulevard, Suite
402, Great Neck, NY 11021.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
21373 f18-W m25

FIDDLFXR LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 02/03/2026. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 574 EMERSON
AVE, BALDWIN, NY 11510.
Purpose: Any Lawful

20639 f4-W m11

FORTY FOUR 41 LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/14/2026. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 300
EAST 56TH ST, #9F, NEW
YORK, NY 10022. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20629 f4-W m11

KARISH ENTERPRISE LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
11/27/2024. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 46 WINSOR PL,
UNIT 14, CENTRAL ISLIP,
NY 11722. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
f4-W m11

145 LAWRENCE AVE, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 01/20/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 5 Cherry Grove Ct., Val-
ley Stream, NY 11581. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

20362 J28-W m4

193 POST AVE LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 11/04/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 193
POST AVE, WESTBURY, NY
11590. Purpose: Any Lawful

20383 j28-W m4

MAG CAPITAL PARTNERS
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 02/10/26. Latest
date to dissolve: 02/05/2096.
Office: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 39 Aspen

Drive W, Woodbury, NY
11797. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

f18-W m25

PLANK MEDIA GROUP LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 02/09/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 6 Compton Street, East
Rockaway, NY 11518. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

21204 f18-W m25

TSVI ORA & SONS REALTY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/07/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 107 Northern Boule-
vard, Suite 402, Great Neck,
NY 11021. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

21371 f18-W m25

20642
Filed

KEYBEAUTY LLC.
with SSNY on 01/08/2026. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 250 E
63RD ST APT 14D, NEW
YORK, NY 10065. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20631 f4-W m11

195 NORTHERN BLVD RE-
ALTY LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 01/07/26.
Office: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 31 Fall
Lane, Jericho, NY 11753. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

20371 j28-W m4

KIM MARIE BEAUTY LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/21/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 3467 MERRICK RD,
WANTAGH, NY 11793. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

635 f4-W m11

21 S PARK LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 09/10/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 56 ALHAMBRA
RD, MASSAPEQUA, NY
11758. Purpose: Any Lawful

20392 j28-W m4

MANDRAKE CAFE LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
10/18/2024. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 160 RIVERSIDE
BLVD. APT 14A, NEW YORK,
NY 10069. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
20630 f4-W m11

23 S PARK LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 09/10/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 56 ALHAMBRA
RD, MASSAPEQUA, NY
11758. Purpose: Any Lawful

20408 j28-W m4

MOYA 191 LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 01/26/2026. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 27 WEST
20TH ST, STE 506, NEW
YORK, NY 10011. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20627 f4-W m11

261 SACKETT, LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/16/2026. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 2631
MERRICK RD, STE 203,
BELLMORE, NY 11710. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
20407 j28-W m4

7475B LLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
11/20/25. Office in NY Co.
SSNY desig. agent of LLC
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c¢/o Kaplan Fox &
Kilsheimer, LLP, Attn: Jason
P. Reska, Esq., 800 3rd Ave.,
38th F1, NY, NY 10022, which
is also the principal business
location. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
1728 f25-W al

NATALIACREATIONS LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
12/02/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 99 ROLLING ST,
LYNBROOK, NY 11563. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful
20638 f4-W m11

AG HOLDINGS HARRISON
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
08/06/2025.  Office:  Bronx
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1738 HONE AVE,
BRONX, NY 10461. Purpose:

Any Lawful
20397 j28-W m4

EMA HOLDINGS NY LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
11/10/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 967 NORTH 2ND ST,
NEW HYDE PARK, NY
11040. Purpose: Any Lawful

20394 j28-W m4
FIFTY9 GROVE TIC LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

01/13/2026. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1123 BROADWAY,
STE 407, NEW YORK, NY
10010. Purpose: Any Lawful

20380 j28-W m4

HEARTH HOLLOW BAKING
COMPANY LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 01/22/2026. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 11 W SHORE
DR, MASSAPEQUA, NY
11758. Purpose: Any Lawful

20402 j28-W m4

HOUSE OF DAE LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 7/7/25. Office in
NY Co. SSNY design. Agent
of LLC upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to The
LLC 228 Park Ave S#638557
New York NY 10003. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

20346 Jan28 w Mar4

110 BURNS AVENUE LLC.
Filed  with SSNY on
02/23/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 78A BELMONT AVE,
PLAINVIEW, NY 11803. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful
22034 m4-W a8

JAKLEY LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 11/20/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 1630 BARD LN,
EAST MEADOW, NY 11554.
Purpose: Any Lawful

20388 j28-W m4

36 DUNWOOD LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 11/13/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 62
ORCHARD BEACH BLVD,
PORT WASHINGTON, NY
11050. Purpose: Any Lawful

22032 m4-W a8

JB 101 LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 12/02/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 35 NORTH TYSON

AVE, STE 202, FLORAL
PARK, NY 11001. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20393 j28-W m4

707 OLD BETHPAGE ROAD
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
02/23/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 78A BELMONT AVE,
PLAINVIEW, NY 11803. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

22041 m4-W a8

JERO HOLDINGS LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 04/11/2024. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 388
KENRIDGE RD,
LAWRENCE, NY 11559. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

20401 j28-W m4

730 Guy Lombardo Ave LLC
filed Arts. of Org. with the
Sect'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/25/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: c¢/o Ronald
Notarantonio, Jr, 275 Pacific
St, Massapequa Park, NY
11762. Purpose: any lawful

act.
22018 m4-W a8

LHSH, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
01/21/26. Latest date to dis-
solve: 12/31/2099. Office: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to the LLC,
230 Koehl Street, Massape—
qua Park, NY 11762. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

20370 j28-W m4

7 CANYON LANE, LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 02/24/26. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 79
Titus Avenue, Carle Place,
NY 11514. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

22049 m4-W a8

Madison Street 10002 LLC,
Arts of Org filed with SSNY
on 02/20/26. Off Loc: New
York County, SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail a
copy of process to: The LLC,
16 Middle Neck Rd #128,
Great Neck NY 11021. Pur-
pose: to engage in any lawful

act.
21670 f25-W al

ROSE BUD THORN LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/27/2026. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 99 WASHINGTON
AVE, STE 700, ALBANY, NY
12260. Purpose: Any Lawful

20626 f4-W m11

ALIENSINC LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 12/10/2025. Office:
Bronx County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 2045 HUGHES
AVE, APT 4B, BRONX, NY
10457 Purpose Any Lawful

20377 j28-W m4

135 POST 3F LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
12/08/25. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 135
Roosevelt Avenue, Mineola,
NY 11501. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

f4-W m11

SFREGOCORNO LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/20/2026. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 99
WASHINGTON AVE, STE
1008, ALBANY, NY, 12260.
Purpose: Any Lawful

20625 f4-W m11

AVETON LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
01/23/2026. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent upon whom
process against the LLC may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 1 Fox
Meadow Ct, Woodbury, NY
11797. Purpose: Any Lawful

SLPG 430 AMS MEMBER
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/21/2026. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 515 MADISON AVE,
STE 1720, NEW YORK, NY
10022. Purpose: Any Lawful

20628 f4-W m11

Purpose.

20372 j28-W m4
B & C MED-BILL SOLU-
TIONS, LLC. Filed with

SSNY on 12/30/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 233 WESTSIDE
AVE, UNIT C, FREEPORT,
NY 11520. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
20396 j28-W m4

NEST 60 MANAGEMENT
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 01/23/2026. Of-
fice loc: Westchester County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Hiralben Trivedi,
60 Palmer Lane, Thornwood,
NY 10594. Purpose: Any Law-
ful Purpose.

20373 j28-W m4

ASAP FUNERAL SERVICE
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
02/10/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1354 SALLY CT,
EAST MEADOW, NY 11554.
Purpose: Any Lawful

22038 m4-W a8

OPTIMUS HOLDINGS LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/07/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 2285A SPRUCE ST,
SEAFORD, NY 11783. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

20385 j28-W m4

ATD CAPITAL LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/26/2021. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 35 N
TYSON AVE, STE 102, FLO-
RAL PARK, NY 11001. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful
22029 m4-W a8

33 BALDWIN AVENUE LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
12/01/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 3 ELM ST, LOCUST
VALLEY, NY 11560. Purpose:
Any Lawful
20643 f4-W m11

AGG Hospitality LLC filed w/
SSNY 1/15/26. Off. in Nassau
Co. o Process served to SSNY
- desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 421 East
Shore Rd, Kings Point, NY
11024. Any lawful purpose.

20456 Feb4 w Marll

BF MARKETING LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/12/2026. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 99
WASHINGTON AVE, STE
700, ALBANY, NY 12260. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
20376 j28-W m4

PAN AMERICAN HOLD-
INGS, LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 01/20/2026. Office: New
York County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 220 EAST 65TH
ST, #C2, NEW YORK, NY
10019 Purpose Any Lawful

20375 j28-W m4

CONCIERGE CARE COORDI-
NATION LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
02/24/26. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 8
Roscoe Ct, Suite 200E, Green-
vale, NY 11548-1143. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.
22047 m4-W a8

525 GUS DRIVE LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 08/05/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 11
POST AVE, EAST WILLIS-
TON, NY 11596. Purpose: Any

Lawful
20632 f4-W m11

MT Reality LLC filed w/
SSNY 6/16/21 Off. in Nassau
Co. Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to Afifa A Gondal,
1042 Phoebe St, Franklin
Square, NY 11010. The reg.
agt. is Afifa A Gondal at same
address. Any lawful purpose.
20457 Feb4 w Marll

COVEY SANDLER 4 LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
12/16/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1122 FRANKLIN
AVE STE 102, GARDEN
CITY, NY 11530. Purpose:

Any Lawful
20389 j28-W m4

PHANTOM CAPITAL BX
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/07/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 825 NORTHERN
BLVD, STE 303, GREAT
NECK, NY 11021. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20381 j28-W m4

DUNWOOD ENTERPRISES
59 LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/09/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 287 MAIN ST, MAIN
LEVEL, PORT WASHING-
TON, NY 11050. Purpose: Any

Lawful
22036 m4-W a8

5 SPRUCE AVENUE LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/26/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 78A BELMONT AVE,
PLAINVIEW, NY 11803. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
20640 f4-W m11

105 EXTENSION, LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/06/2026. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 99
WASHINGTON AVE, STE
700, ALBANY, NY 12260. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

20391 j28-W m4

DN 101 LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 12/02/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 35 NORTH
TYSON AVE, STE 202, FLO-
RAL PARK, NY 11001. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

20384 j28-W m4

PHANTOM PARTNERS RE
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/08/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 825 NORTHERN
BLVD, STE 303, GREAT
NECK, NY 11021. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20382 j28-W m4

FDD CAPITAL LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/20/2021. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 35 N
TYSON AVE, STE 102, FLO-
RAL PARK, NY 11001. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
22043 m4-W a8

AA KNOCKOUT LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 01/30/2023. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 593
BROADWAY, MASSAPEQUA,
NY 11758. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
20637 f4-W m11

11 MILLER LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 12/05/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 11 MILLER
BLVD, SYOSSET, NY 11791.
Purpose Any Lawful

20386 j28-W m4

DSQK LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 01/20/26.
Office: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, 10
Chauncey Pl, Woodbury, NY

11797. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.
20364 j28-W m4

PROVISIONS OF OYSTER
BAY HOLDINGS, LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 10/01/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 198
E. MAIN ST, OYSTER BAY,
NY 11771. Purpose: Any Law-

HARAKI GROUP LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 02/17/2026. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 1627
GILFORD AVE, NEW HYDE
PARK, NY 11040. Purpose:
Any Lawful

22039 m4-W a8

AFARIN PROPERTIES LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
01/26/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 98 CUTTER MILL
RD, STE 410N, GREAT
NECK NY 11021. Purpose:
Any Lawful

20636 f4-W m11

13 CHRISTINA ST, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 01/20/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 5 Cherry Grove Ct., Val-
ley Stream, NY 11581. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

20359 J28-W m4

DSZ BUILD LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 01/21/2026. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 527 QUEEN CT,
WESTBURY, NY 11590. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

20405 j28-W m4

ful
20387 j28-W m4
RANGE IS CRAZY, LLC.

Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 01/16/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LC, 2 Hillside Avenue,
Suite F, Williston Park, NY
11596. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
20366 j28-W m4

LEGACY BEACON CAPITAL
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
02/12/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1021 ARDMORE RD,
BALDWIN, NY 11510. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

040 m4-W a8

DVPN LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 01/29/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 525 TIFFANY ST,
BRONX, NY 10474. Purpose:

148 EAST END AVE LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
11/26/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 3 SCHOOL ST STE
207, GLEN COVE, NY 11542.

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Mount Vernon Preser-
vation, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 01/23/2026. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
500 North Broadway, Ste. 255,
Jericho, NY 11753. Purpose:

STRATHMORE YORKVILLE
HOLDINGS LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 01/22/2026. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 543 BROAD-
WAY, MASSAPEQUA, NY
11758. Purpose: Any Lawful

20398 j28-W m4

LYONS ASSOCIATES CON-
SULTING LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 02/19/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 300 GARDEN
CITY PLAZA STE 419, GAR-
DEN CITY, NY11530. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful

22030 m4-W a8

TO BUDDY WITH LOVE
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
01/02/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 2141 34TH AVE, APT.
5A, ASTORIA, NY 11106. Pur-

OTICE OF FORMATION

of THE RESPONSIBLE
DEFENDER LLC. Art. Of
Org. filed with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on
01/20/26. Office in Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC, 5
ANGLER LN PORT WASH-
INGTON, NY, 11050. Purpose:

ful purpose. Any Lawful Purpose: Any Lawful any lawful activities. pose: Any Lawful Any lawful purpose
22045 m4-Wag | 21007 f11-Wml8 | 20634 f4-Wmll | 20404 j28-Wma | 21341 f18-W m25 | 20390 j28Wma | 20344 Jan28 w Mar4
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NOTICE OF SALE OF
COOPERATIVE
APARTMENT SECURITY BY
VIRTUE OF A DEFAULT

LEASE TAKE NOTICE:

By virtue of a default
under a Security Agreement
dated June 24, 2019, exe-
cuted by  Louis Taic
(“Debtor”), as assigned to
ARM Z Trust, Series 2013-1
(“Secured Party”), said Se-
cured Party, by Auction-
eer(s): Terence Gee, John
William O’Keefe or Stephan
G. Marcelin, will conduct a
public sale of the security
consisting of two thousand
two hundred seventy five
(2,275) shares of stock of 40
East 80 Apartment Corpora-
tion (“Corporation”), and all
right, title, and interest in
and to a Proprietary Lease
between said Corporation
and Debtor for the apart-
ment known as 40 East 80th
Street, Apt. 17B/18B New
York, N.Y. 10075 together
with all fixtures and articles
of personal property now or
hereafter affixed to or used
in connection with said
apartment on March 17, 2026
at 1:15 PM, at the Portico of
the New York County Court-
house, 60 Centre St, New
York, NY 10007, in satisfac-
tion of an indebtedness in
the unpaid principal
amount of $4,893,894.77
plus interest, late fees, at-
torney fees, malntenance in
arrears, and all other ad-
vanced charges. The apart-
ment is sold "AS IS" AND
POSSESSION TO BE OB-
TAINED BY THE PUR-
CHASER. Said sale is sub-
ject to residency require-
ments of the Corporation,
payment of all sums due, if
any, to 40 East 80 Apartment
Corporation and the con-
sent if necessary, of said
Corporation; any existing
tenancy; payment of all ex-
penses and fees of the se-
cured party with respect
thereto; terms of sale and
auctioneer's fees; flip-tax;
State, City, and County
transfer tax. The Secured
Il:aé'ty reserves the right to
id.
Terms: an official bank or
certified check made
payable to BERG & DAVID,
PLLC as attorneys for the
Secured Party for ten (10%)
percent of price bid. No
cash accepted. Balance
shall be due within thirty
(30) days. ATTORNEYS FOR
SECURED PARTY: BERG &
DAVID, PLLC 372 Doughty
Blvd.,, Inwood, NY 11096
(718) 989-1392 Dated: Febru-
ary 13, 2026
21232 f18-W m4

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, U.S. BANK NA,

SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE TO
BANK OF AMERICA, NA,
SUCCESSOR IN INTEREST
TO LASALLE BANK NA,
AS TRUSTEE, ON BEHALF
OF THE HOLDERS OF THE
WAMU MORTGAGE PASS-
THROUGH CERTIFICATES,
SERIES 2007-HY3, Plaintiff,
vs. JOSE BUCO, ET AL, De-
fendant(s). Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure
and Sale duly entered on
January 28, 2016, a Decision
and Order on Motion duly
entered June 30, 2022 and a
Decision and Order on Mo-
tion duly entered on Janu-
ary 12, 2026, I, the under-
signed Referee will sell at
public auction at the Room
252 of the New York County
Courthouse, Centre
Street, New York NY 10007
on March 17, 2026 at 2:15

p.m., premises known as 500
West 43rd Street #25E, New
York, NY 10036. All that cer-
tain plot, piece or parcel of
land, with the buildings and
improvements thereon
erected, situate, lying and
being in the Borough of
Manhattan, County of New
York, City and State of New
York, Block 1071 and Lot
1203 together with an undi-
vided 0.3179 percent inter-
est in the Common Ele-
ments. Approximate amount
of judgment is $913,863.25
plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index #
850355/2014. Clark Whitsett,
Esq., Referee Eckert Sea-
mans Cherin & Mellott, LLC,
10 Bank Street, Suite 700,
White Plains, New York
10606, Attorneys for Plain-

tiff
20149 f11-W m4

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of VESTRY SERVICES
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/21/2025. Effective on
10/28/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 244 Madison Ave, #1070,
New York, NY 10016. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
19819 F04 W M11

otice of Formation of

Belly MSO LLC (“LLC”)
filed Arts. of Org. with NY
Sec. of State (“SSNY”) on
11/7/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Company, 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
20939 F11 W M18

Notice of Formation of
Belly NJ MSO LLC
(“LLC”) filed Arts. of Org.
with NY Sec. of State
(“SSNY”) on 12/9/25. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail process to
Corporation Service Com-
pany, 80 State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. Purpose any law-

ful activity.
20941 F11 W M18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Kismette Ventures
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 01/27/2026. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: the Company, 28
Maple Pl., Ste. #1214, Man-
hasset, NY 11030. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
21356 f18-W m25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of NEBUR BIO LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/16/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 480 Main St Apt 4C, New
York, NY 10044. Purpose: any

lawful act.
21717 F25 W A01

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF BRONX,
DIANA  KNIGHT = AND

CAROL KNIGHT, Plaintiff,
vs. CARLOS PARRA, ET
AL., Defendant(s). Pursuant
to a Judgment of Foreclo-
sure and Sale duly entered
on August 11, 2017, an Order
duly entered on March 16,
2018, a Decision and Order
duly entered on October 3,
2022, a Decision and Order
duly entered on October 11,
2023 and an Order Extend-
ing the Sale Deadline duly
entered on January 23, 2026,
I, the undersigned Referee
will sell at public auction at
the Bronx County Supreme
Court, Courtroom 711, 851
Grand Concourse, Bronx,
NY 10451-2937 on April 6,
2026 at 2:15 p.m., premises
known as 1337 Teller Av-
enue, Bronx, NY 10456. All
that certain plot, piece or
parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Bronx, City and State of
New York, Block 2782 and
Lot 54. Approximate amount
of judgment is $470,457.58
plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index
#21991/2013E Steven  J.
Baker, Esq., Referee

Friedman Vartolo LLP, 85
Broad Street, Suite 501,
New York, New York 10004,

Attorneys for Defendant.

Firm File No.: 171547-1

21499 m4-W m25
UPREME COURT -

COUNTY OF BRONX.
NYCTL 1998-2 TRUST AND
THE BANK OF NEW YORK
MELLON, AS COLLAT-
ERAL AGENT AND CUSTO-
DIAN, Plaintiffs -against-
GERILYN BATES, et al De-
fendant(s). Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure
and Sale entered herein on
February 27, 2025, I, the un-
dersigned Referee will sell
at public auction at the
Bronx County Supreme
Court, Courtroom 711, lo-
cated at 851 Grand Con-
course, Bronx, NY, 10451 on
March 16, 2026 at 2:15 p.m.
premises situate, lying and
being in the Borough of The
Bronx, County of Bronx, City
and State of New York,
known and designated as
Block 2937 and Lot 57 on the
Bronx County Tax Assess-
ment Map. Said premises
known as PROSPECT AV-
ENUE, BRONX, NY 10455
Approximate amount of lien
$14,143.25 plus interest &
costs. Premises will be sold
subject to provisions of filed
Judgment and Terms of
Sale. Index Number
816407/2022E. MATTHEW S.
PORGES, ESQ., Referee
Phillips Lytle LLP Attor-
ney(s) for Plaintiffs 100 S.
Clinton Avenue, Suite 2900,
Rochester, NY 14604
20686 f11-W m4

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Limited Liability
Company (“LLC”). Name: The
Ocean Queen LLC. Articles
of Organization filed with the
Secretary of State of the
State of New York (“SSNY”)
on January 14, 2026. N.Y. of-
fice location: Bronx County.
The SSNY has been desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. The SSNY
shall mail a copy of any
process to : c/o Proto Prop-
erty Services LLC, 3441
Kingsbridge Ave., 2nd Floor,
Bronx, New York 10463. Pur-
pose/character of LLC is to
engage in any lawful act or

activity.
20587 Feb4 w Marll

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Amber Gatlin Art
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/3/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to R/A: Entity Protect Regis-
tered Agent Services LLC,
447 Broadway 2nd F1 #3000,
New York, NY 10013. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
20336 J28 W M04

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Match Day Sports Ap-
parel LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 12/06/2025. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 27 3rd
Avenue, F1 2, Port Washing-
ton, NY 11050. Purpose: any

lawful act.
20340 J28 W M04

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

ON THE MARK PROPER-
ROCHESTER LLC.
with SSNY on
02/19/2026. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 68 KIRKWOOD ST,
LONG BEACH, NY 11561.
Purpose: Any Lawful

22044 m4-W a8

PARK BLVD ASSOCIATES,
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
12/05/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 1015 PARK BLVD,
MASSAPEQUA PARK, NY
11762. Purpose: Any Lawful

22028 m4-W a8

RR CROSSFLY LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 02/20/2026. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 3
AERIAL WAY, SYOSSET, NY,
UNITED STATES 11791. Pur.
pose: Any Lawful

22033 m4-W a8

SITEGEIST LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
02/24/26. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 8
Roscoe Ct, Suite 200E, Green-
vale, NY 11548-1143. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

8 m4-W a8

TRIPOINT HOME BUYERS
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
12/11/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 11 BEECH DR,
GREAT NECK, NY 11024.
Purpose: Any Lawful

22031 m4-W a8

VALLEY GREEN 770 PW
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 02/17/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 20 Vanderventer Av-
enue, Suite #100 East, Port
Washington, NY 11050. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

22046 m4-W a8

VITAL HEALTHCARE SO-
LUTIONS LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 02/20/2026. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 12 CARRIAGE
RD, ROSLYN, NY 11576. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful
22042 m4-W a8

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CRUSH ATHLETICS
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/7/2026 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 228 Park Ave S #574027,
New York, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
20610 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DF ORIENT LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/5/2026. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 129 Cherry Dr W, Plain-
view, NY 11803. Purpose: any

lawful act.
20619 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Dinner Date NY LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/10/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 7 W 21st St, Apt 16A, New
York, NY 10010. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:
any lawful act.
20663 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of LUMINOUS ZHAN
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/21/2026. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Anquan Zhan, 206 East
117th St, F1 2, New York, NY
10035. P/B/A: 131 West 118th
St, New York, NY 10026. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
20620 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MC Studio Jewelry
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/2/2025 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 199 Chrystie Street, Apt
4S, New York, NY 10002, Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

38 J28 W M04

OTICE OF FORMATION

of NICKLEBRICK
WORKSHOP LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 10/24/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 228
Park Ave S #433040, New
York, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
599 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of EXPRESS SHIPPING
AND MINING LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 11/4/2025.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 767
Broadway # 1279, Manhattan,
NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:
any lawful act.
21761 F25 W A01

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Inverniam Consulting
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/4/2025 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 450 W17th St, Unit 2206,
New York, NY 10011. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
21716 F25 W A01

OTICE OF FORMATION

of PATHWAYS SPEECH
& FEEDING SERVICES LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/23/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 512 East 82nd Street, Apt
2C, New York, NY 10028. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
21724 F25 W A01

1212 DEL CARIBE REALTY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 01/05/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 1212 Brook Avenue,
Bronx, NY 10456. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

21011 f11-W m18

DEIRDRE L YACK LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 01/16/26. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 17 Park Ave, Malverne,
NY 11565. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
21014 f11-W m18

The Scouting Group NY LLC
filed 1/30/26. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. for process &
shall mail to: 895 Broadway,
4th FI, NY, NY 10003. Purp:

any lawful.
21003 f11-W m18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SOMETHING GOLD
LIMITED LIABILITY COM-
PANY. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/28/2026 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
y of process against LLC

to 64 W 108th St, New York,
NY 10025. Purpose any law.

ful act.
21729 F25 W A01

otice of Formation of

Belly NY MSO LLC
(“LLC”) filed Arts. of Org.
with NY Sec. of State
(“SSNY”) on 12/9/25. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail process to
Corporation Service Com-
pany, 80 State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. Purpose: any law-

ful activity.
20942 F11 W M138

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ROSCO PRODUC-
TION US, LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 11/25/25, be-
coming effective on 12/01/25.
Office location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 64 Allen
St., 2nd F1. - Unit A, NY, NY
10002. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Sunshine Corp.
Filings, 418 Broadway, Al-
bany, NY 12207, regd. agent
upon whom and at which
process may be served. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
21016 Febll w Mar18

otice of Formation of

Belly SPV I LLC (“LLC”)
filed Arts. of Org. with NY
Sec. of State (“SSNY”) on
11/7/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Company, 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
20940 F11 W M18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BLANK SPACE CON-
SULTING LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 1/5/2026. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 421 E

9th St, #C2, New York, NY
10009. Purpose: any lawful
act.

20538 F11 W M18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SCARSDALE DRIVE
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/02/26. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Julie Kessler
LLP, 60 East 42nd St., 46th
Fl.,, NY, NY 10165. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
21015 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MARVELOUS WELL
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
the Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 10/14/2025. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail process
against LLC to US Corp
Agents: 7014 13TH AVE, BK,
NY 11228. Purpose: Any law-

ful act.
20865 F11 W M18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of QDG SARA DEVEL-
OPER, LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 02/16/26. Office lo-
cation: NY County. Princ. of-
fice of LL.C: 30 Hudson Yards,
72nd Fl, NY, NY 10001,
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
21713 Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of OLA OLA A. CON-
SULTING LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 5/23/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 228
Park Ave S PMB 105883, New
York, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
20594 F11 W M138

OTICE OF FORMATION

of QDG SARA LIHTC GP,
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/13/26 Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 30 Hudson Yards, 72nd
Fl., NY, NY 10001. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of El Bebe, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 02/05/2026.
Office location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 35 Birch Ln., Man-
hasset, NY 11030. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
1352 f18-W m25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of QDG SARA OWNER,
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/16/26 Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 30 Hudson Yards, 72nd
Fl., NY, NY 10001. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of PATRICIA EQUES-
TRIAN STABLES LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
12/6/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to Harvey Fried,
311 Cameo Drive, Massape-
qua, NY 11758. Purpose: any
lawful act or activity.
20335 J28 W M04

OTICE OF FORMATION

of COURTESY PHONE
FILMS LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 2/2/2026. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 360
Central Park W 12 E, New
York, NY 10025. Purpose: any

lawful act.
21714 F25 W A01

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RD PHOTOVIDEO
BOOTH LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 10/1/2025. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 358
Wadsworth Ave, Apt 51, New
York, NY 10040. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:
any lawful act.

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SUNESSE STUDIO
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/08/25 Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Jessica Ashner,
Two Jericho Plaza, Wing A
Ste. 111, Jericho, NY 11753.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
21709 Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SADA STUDIOS LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/8/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 180 Broome Street, Apt
1712, New York, NY 10002.
Purpose: any lawful act.
20284 J28 W M04

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 1537 GP LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 02/19/26. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 40 East
69th St., NY, NY 10065. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to Philip J.
Michaels, c/o Norton Rose
Fulbright US LLP, 1301 Ave.
of the Americas, NY, NY
10019. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
22012 Mar4 w Apr8

OTICE OF FORMATION

of LisMerc, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 02/24/26. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543, regd. agent upon whom
and at which process may be
served. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
22015 Mar4 w Apr8

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SETEN INDUSTRIES
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/10/26. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, 20 Fifth
Ave., 7D, NY, NY 10011. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
22011 Mar4 w Apr8

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SUNNYSIDE WORK-
FORCE LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 02/18/26. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
office of LLC: 257 Park Ave.
South, 12th Fl, NY, NY
10010. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose Any
lawful activity.
22014 Mar4 w Apr8

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

CADRE INSURANCE SOLU-
TIONS LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 03/20/2025. Formed
in NJ on 10/04/2023. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 1177 6TH
AVE, NEW YORK, NY 10036.
NJ SOS: P.O. Box 307, Tren-
ton, NJ 08625-0307. Purpose:
any lawful

20624 f4-W m11

77 CHARLTON NI11F LLC,
Appl for Auth filed with
SSNY 1/21/26, formed in DE
1/14/2026. SSNY designated
as agent for process & shall
mail process to: ¢c/o National
Registered Agents, Inc., 28
Liberty St. NY, NY 10005. DE
address of LLC is c/o Na-
tional registered Agents, Inc,
1209 Orange St., Wilmington,
DE 198801. Cty of New Castle.
A copy of the Cert. of Form.
on file with State of DE, Div.
of Corp., 401 Federal St., Ste.
4, Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful act or activity.

20349 j28-W m4

ANNA WHITHAM COM-
PANY LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 09/24/2025. Formed in MA
on 01/26/2023. Office: New
York County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 99 WASHING-
TON AVE, STE 700, AL-
BANY, NY 12260. MA SOS:
One Ashburton Place, 17th
floor, Boston, MA 02108. Pur-
pose: any lawful

20379 j28-W m4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of KATTIL GROUP
CARE TECH LLC. Applica-
tion for authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/31/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. LLC formed
in Wyoming (WY) on 9/8/2025.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
1309 Coffeen Ave, Ste 1200,
Sheridan, WY 82801. Cert. of
Formation filed with Secy. of
State of WY, Herschler
Building East, 122 West 25th
St, Ste 101, Cheyenne WY
82002. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
20518 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of KURTZ MEDIA, LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
12/03/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Amy Kurtz, 415
Greenwich St., Apt. 3D, NY,
NY 10013, regd. agent upon
whom and at which process
may be served. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
22013 Mar4 w Apr8

20607 F04 W M11
OTICE OF FORMATION
of STRUCTURED

CREDIT CONSULTING LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
11/18/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 61 W 62nd St, Apt 9N, New
York, NY 10023. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
0609 F04 W M11

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CCA EHS Fund II In-
vestor LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with NY Dept. of State:
8/18/25. Office location: NY
County. Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: c¢/o The Commu-
nity Preservation Corp., 220
E. 42nd St., 16th Fl., NY, NY
10017, principal business ad-

dress. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
20591 Feb4 w Marll

OTICE OF FORMATION

of THE PAIGE GROUP
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/3/2026. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 750 Lexington Avenue, 9th
floor, New York, NY 10022.
Purpose: any lawful act.
20005 J28 W M04

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Becoming
Agency LLC. Application for
authority filed with Secy of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/2/2026. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in Penn-
sylvania (PA) on 1/20/2026.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
United States Corporation
Agents, Inc., 7014 13th Ave,
Ste 202, Brooklyn, NY 11228.
P/B/A: 301 W 45th St, Apt 5K,
NY, NY 10036. PA address:
142 Autumn Ln, Altoona, PA
16601. Cert. of LLC filed with
PA SoS, 401 North St, Rm 206,
Harrisburg, PA 17120. Pur-

pose: any lawful activity.
21715 F25 W A01

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
of Lawrence
Welner Studlo LLC. Author-
ity filed with NY Dept. of
State: 1/30/26. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
DE: 1/21/26. NY Sec. of State
designated agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: Cogency
Global Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd
St., 18th Fl., NY, NY 10168.
DE address of LLC: c/o CGI,
850 New Burton Rd., Ste. 201,
Dover, DE 19904. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful
purposes.
20894 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RUFF DRAFT
PRODUCTIONS, LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
02/02/26. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/19/15.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 8
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. DE addr. of LLC: 251
Little Falls Dr., Wilmington,
DE 19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State of the
State of DE, Div. of Corps.,
John G. Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Production.
21006 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Redball Equip-
ment LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
11/18/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.:
1620 L St. NW, Ste. 620, Wash-
ington, DC 20036. LLC formed
in DE: 11/3/25. NY Sec. of
State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served and
shall mail process to: Co-
gency Global Inc., 122 E. 42nd
St., 18th Fl., NY, NY 10168.
DE addr. of LLC: 850 New
Burton Rd., Ste. 201, Dover,
DE 19904. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Sec. of State, 401
Federal St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: all lawful purposes.
21330 Febl18 w Mar25

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Goonie
Group IP, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
2/6/26. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 346
Park Ave. So., Unit #3, NY,
NY 10010. LLC formed in DE:
2/5/26. NY Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
21328 Feb18 w Mar25

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Goonie
Group L&C, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
2/6/26. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 346
Park Ave. So., Unit #3, NY,
NY 10010. LL.C formed in DE:
2/5/26. NY Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
21329 Feb18 w Mar25

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Goonie
Group Ops, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
2/6/26. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 346
Park Ave. So., Unit #3, NY,
NY 10010. LLC formed in DE:
2/5/26. NY Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
21331 Febl18 w Mar25

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ARBOR RE-
ALTY COMMERCIAL REAL
ESTATE NOTES 2026-FL1,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 02/19/26. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
02/02/26. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, Div. of Corps., John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
21708 Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of EEAK LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 01/16/2026.
Office location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: the Company,
2417 Jackson Ave., Seaford,
NY 11783. Purpose: any law-
ful activities.
21349 f18-W m25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of THIRD RAIL TECH-
NOLOGY HOLDINGS LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
10/6/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 157 Christopher Street,
Floor 2, New York, NY 10014.
Purpose: any lawful act.
20612 F04 W M11

otice of Formation of

Alicia Brooks Literary
Agency LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with SSNY on 12/5/25.
Office location: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process and shall
mail to: 20 Waterside Plaza,
#13A, New York, NY 10010.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
20895 F11 W M18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CPC Structured Sub-
sidiary I LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with NY Dept. of State:
4/8/25. Office location: NY
County. Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: c/o The Commu-
nity Preservation Corp., 220
E. 42nd St., 16th F1, NY, NY
10017, principal business ad-

dress. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
20592 Feb4 w Marll

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Two for the Preiss of
One LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 1/13/2026. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 535 W
52nd Street, Apt 3E, New
York, NY 10019. Purpose: any

lawful act.
J28 W M04

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 5601 INDEPEN-
DENCE LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 12/19/2025. Of-
fice location: Bronx County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
5601 Independence Ave.,
Bronx, NY 10471. Purpose:
any lawful activities.
20409 j28-W m4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of AMTD HOTELS
GROUP (USA) LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 01/07/26. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
09/19/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
21017 Febll w Mar18

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MW 581-5383
Sixth Avenue L.L.C. Author-
ity filed with NY Dept. of
State: 8/28/2007. Office loca-
tion: NY County. LLC formed
in DE: 4/15/2004. NY Sec. of
State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served and
shall mail process to: CT Cor-
poration System, 28 Liberty
St., NY, NY 10005, regd. agent
upon whom process may be
served. DE address of LLC:
The Corporation Trust Co.,
1209 Orange St., Wilmington,
DE 19801. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Sec. of State, 401
Federal St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: all lawful purposes.
21650 Feb25 w Aprl

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Three Cats Press LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
02/02/2026. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 518 Plainview
Rd., Plainview, NY 11803.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ties.
21358 f18-W m25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MDJP, LLC. Art. Of
Org. filed with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on
12/15/25. Office in New York
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC, 10
BARCLAY ST 19H NEW
YORK, NY, 10007. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose
20343 Jan28 w Mar4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of  Lawrence
Weiner Remains, LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Dept. of
State: 1/30/26. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
DE: 1/21/26. NY Sec. of State
designated agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: Cogency
Global Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd
St., 18th Fl.,, NY, NY 10168.
DE address of LLC: c/o CGI,
850 New Burton Rd., Ste. 201,
Dover, DE 19904. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful
purposes.
20899 Febll w Mar18

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of OneFineStay
Travel, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
1/27/26. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.:
1601 19th St., Ste. 500, Den-
ver, CO 80202. LLC formed in
DE: 4/7/17. NY Sec. of State
designated agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: Cogency
Global Inc., 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl., NY, NY 10168. DE
addr. of LLC: 850 New Burton
Rd., Ste. 201, Dover, DE
19904. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Sec. of State, 401
Federal St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful purpose.
20598 Feb4 w Marll
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LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION
of 156 East 78 LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
12/02/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 156 E 78th Street, New
York, NY 10075. Purpose: any
lawful act.
19415 MO04 W A08
OTICE OF FORMATION
of APL CONSULTING

NY (SSNY) on 2/7/2026. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 165 W
66th St, Apt 8H, New York,
NY 10023. Purpose: any law-

MO04 W A08

OTICE OF FORMATION
of ROSSY DESIGN LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
12/18/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
opy of process against LLC
to 568 West 192nd St, Apt.34,
New York, NY 10040. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
21831 M04 W A08

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Invisia Group
LLC. Authority filed with NY
Dept. of State: 1/16/26. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in DE: 11/25/25. NY
Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail
process to: 606 W. 57th St.,
NY NY 10019, principal busi-
ness address. DE address of
LLC: 16192 Coastal Hwy.,
Lewes, DE 19958. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
20312 Jan28 w Mar4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of NewEdge Secu-
rities, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
1/16/2026. Office location: NY
County. LLC registered in
PA: 12/14/1981. NY Sec. of
State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served and
shall mail process to: Corpo-
ration Service Co., 80 State
St., Albany, NY 12207. PA and
principal business address:
1251 Waterfront Pl., Ste. 510,
Pittsburgh, PA 15222. Cert. of
Reg. filed with PA Sec. of the
Commonwealth, 401 North
St., Rm. 302, Harrisburg, PA
17120. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.

20315 Jan28 w Mar4
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of NewEdge

Wealth, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
1/16/26. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.:
1251 Waterfront PI., Ste. 510,
Pittsburgh, PA 15222. LLC
formed in DE: 2/4/20. NY Sec.
of State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served and
shall mail process to: Corpo-
ration Service Co., 80 State
St., Albany, NY 12207. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.

20314 Jan28 w Mar4
OTICE OF QUAL. of BO
OREC MEZZANINE

LENDER LLC. Auth. filed
with SSNY on 01/23/2026. Of-
fice location: NEW YORK.
LLC formed in DE on
01/22/2026. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 600 MAMARONECK AV-
ENUE, #400, HARRISON,
NY, UNITED STATES, 10528.
Arts. of Org. filed with DE
SOS. 401 Federal St. Ste 3
Dover, DE 19901. Any lawful

purpose.

20342 Jan28 w Mar4
OTICE OF QUAL. of BO
ORENT MEZZANINE

LENDER LLC. Auth. filed
with SSNY on 01/23/2026. Of-
fice location: NEW YORK.
LLC formed in DE on
01/22/2026. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 600 MAMARONECK AV-
ENUE, #400, HARRISON,
NY, UNITED STATES, 10528.
Arts. of Org. filed with DE
SOS. 401 Federal St. Ste 3
Dover, DE 19901. Any lawful
purpose.
20341

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FOUR SEA-
SONS PROMOS, LLC. App.
for Auth. filed with Secy of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/6/2026. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in NJ on
3/31/2017. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to 40 E80th St, NY,
NY 10075. NJ address:
Botwinick & Company, LLC
365 W Passaic St, Ste 310,
Rochelle Park, NJ 07662.
Arts of Org filed with NJ
Dept. of Treasury, 33 West
State St, Trenton, NJ 08608-
1214. Purpose any lawful act.
22001 MO04 W A08

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 43/45 West 86th
Street LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
1/27/26 Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in DE:
3/31/25. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl1., NY, NY 10168. DE
address of LLC: CGI, 850 New
Burton Rd., Ste. 201, Dover,
DE 19904. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Sec. of State,
Townsend Bldg., Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
22006 Mar4 w Apr8

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Peach Motel LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
1/15/2026. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 160 West 72nd Street, Apt
4F, New York, NY 10023. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
20840 M04 W A08

Jan28 w Mar4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of VIBRANT

GP LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 02/13/26. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
02/09/26. Princ. office of LLC:
350 Madison Ave., 17th FI.,
NY, NY 10017. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401 Fed-
eral St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
22010 Mar4 w Apr8

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Epstein & Fahrenkopf
LLP. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/05/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLP
to principal business ad-
dress 205 Hudson St, 7th F1,
Ste 838, New York, NY 10013,
USA. Purpose: any lawful

act.
21702 F25 W A01

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

otice of Qualification of

Atlas Solomon LLP. Cer-
tificate of Registration filed
with Secy of State of NY
(SSNY) on 11/25/2025. Office
location: NY County. LLP
formed in Florida (FL) on
12/06/2024. SSNY designated
as agent of LLP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to 819 SW Federal
Highway, Suite 301, Stuart,
FL 34994. The principal of-
fice of LLP: 11 Broadway,
Suite 1168, New York, NY
10004. Arts of Org filed with
FL Secy of State, 2415 N.
Monroe Street, Suite 810, Tal-
lahassee. FL 32303. Purpose:
to engage in the practice of
law.
20537 wo

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of M Partners, L.P. Cer-
tificate filed with NY Dept. of
State: 1/23/2026. Office loca-
tion: NY County. Princ. bus.
addr.: 1677 Robert St., New
Orleans, LA 70115. Sec. of
State designated agent of LP
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: Cogency
Global Inc., 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl, NY, NY 10168.
Name/addr. of genl. ptr.
available from NY Sec. of
State. Term: until 12/31/2036.
Purpose: all lawful purposes.
20595 Feb4 w Marll

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BLACKSTONE
TACTICAL OPPORTUNI-
TIES FUND (SOUTHGATE
CO-INVEST) (CYM) L.P
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/02/26 Office location:
NY County. LP formed in
Cayman Islands (C.I) on
12/18/25 Princ. office and C.I.
addr. of LP is: Maples Corpo-
rate Services Limited, PO
Box 309, Ugland House,
Grand Cayman, C.JI. KY1-
1104. Duration of LP is Per-
petual. SSNY designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Name and
addr. of each general partner
are available from SSNY.
Cert. of LP filed with Regis-
trar of Exempted Limited
Partnerships of the C.I., 133
Elgin Ave., George Town,
Grand Cayman, C.I. KY1-
9000. Purpose: Any lawful ac-
tivity.
21012

Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BLACKSTONE
VOLTRON CO-INVEST L.P.
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 01/16/26 Office location:
NY County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 08/19/25.
Princ. office of LP: 345 Park
Ave., NY, NY 10154. Duration
of LP is Perpetual. SSNY
designated as agent of LP
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the Partner-
ship, c/o Blackstone Inc. at
the princ. office of the LP.
Name and addr. of each gen-
eral partner are available
from SSNY. DE addr. of LP:
Corporation Service Co., 251
Little Falls Dr., Wilmington,
DE 19808. Cert. of LP filed
with Secy. of State of DE,
Charuni Patibanda-Sanchez,
401 Federal St., Ste. 3, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
2100 Febll w Marl18

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Davidson
Kempner Real Estate Oppor-
tunities GP LP. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
12/10/25. NYS fict. name:
Davidson Kempner Real Es-
tate Opportunities GP L.P.
Office location: NY County.
LP formed in DE: 1/18/24. NY
Sec. of State designated
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail
process to: 9 W. 57th St., 29
Fl., NY, NY 10019, principal
business address. DE ad-
dress of LP: c/o Cogency
Global Inc., 850 New Burton
Rd., Ste. 201, Dover, DE
19904. Name/address of genl.
ptr. available from NY Sec.
of State. Cert. of LP filed with
DE Sec. of State, 401 Federal
St., Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
2089 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of TERMINAL
F&B TRS (BAR) LP Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 01/30/26. Of-
fice location: NY County. LP
formed in Delaware (DE) on
01/28/26. NYS fictitious name:
TERMINAL F&B TRS (BAR)
L.P. Duration of LP is Perpet-
ual. SSNY designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co. (CSC), 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. Name
and addr. of each general
partner are available from
SSNY. DE addr. of LP: c/o
CSC, 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of LP filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
20997 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of TERMINAL
F&B TRS (CAFE) LP Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
01/30/26. Office location: NY
County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 01/28/26.
NYS fictitious name: TERMI-
NAL F&B TRS (CAFE) L.P.
Duration of LP is Perpetual.
SSNY designated as agent of
LP wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation  Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Name and
addr. of each general partner
are available from SSNY. DE
addr. of LP: c/o CSC, 251 Lit-
tle Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of LP filed with
Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
21002 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of TERMINAL
F&B TRS (CASUAL)
LP Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 01/30/26. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LP
formed in Delaware (DE) on
01/28/26. NYS fictitious name:
TERMINAL F&B TRS (CA-
SUAL) L.P. Duration of LP is
Perpetual. SSNY designated
as agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co. (CSC), 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. Name
and addr. of each general
partner are available from
SSNY. DE addr. of LP: c/o
CSC, 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of LP filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
20999 Febll w Marl8

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Accelerator
Capital Partners LP. Author-
ity filed with NY Dept. of
State: 11/12/25. NYS fict.
name: Accelerator Capital
Partners L.P. Office location:
NY County. Princ. bus. addr.:
169 Madison Ave., Ste. 38515,
NY, NY 10016. LP formed in
DE: 10/28/22. NY Sec. of State
designated agent of LP upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th FI.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LP: 850 New Burton Rd., Ste.
201, Dover, DE 19904.
Name/addr. of genl. ptr.
available from NY Sec. of
State. Cert. of LP filed with
DE Sec. of State, 401 Federal
St., Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
20317 Jan28 w Mar4

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Davidson
Kempner Opportunities GP
VII LP. Authority filed with
NY Dept. of State: 12/10/25.
NYS fict. name: Davidson
Kempner Opportunities GP
VII L.P. Office location: NY
County. LP formed in DE:
7/15/24. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LP upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: 9 W. 57th St., 29
Fl., NY, NY 10019, principal
business address. DE ad-
dress of LP: c/o Cogency
Global Inc., 850 New Burton
Rd., Ste. 201, Dover, DE
19904. Name/address of genl.
ptr. available from NY Sec.
of State. Cert. of LP filed with
DE Sec. of State, 401 Federal
St., Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
20902 Febll w Marl8
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Integrated Domestic
Violence Part

Justice Tandra L. Dawson
100 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3868
Room 1604

THURSDAY, MARCH 5
302825/14 Dobrzynski v. Dobrzynski

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.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Frank Alvarez
George Aviles
Francis Baez
Mark Brown
Michael Burten
Horace N. Coley
Johan Cruz

Isaih Elliot
Brandon Fernandez
Desean Gaither
Jeniser Graham
Joseph Graziosa
Tyjuan Ireland
Jessica Jimenez
Andron J. Lewis
Doniqua Mcadams
Edvin Miranda
Ruben Mocete
Yhovanny Peguero
Alex Ramos
Christopher Rivera
Victor Rodriguez
Benjamin Ryals
Nicholas D. Sanchez
Brelin Santos
Joseph Simmons
Nataniel Taylor
Samuel Tiggs
Elyjia Travis

John Williams
Heather Young

Part 22

Justice Mennin
Phone 646-386-4022
Fax 212-295-4890
111 Centre Street
Room 928, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Joseph Andrews
Smya Cassis
Dueshan Harris
Shirome Hicks
Shane Hyatt
Jesus Iglesias
Shamel Johnson
Daequan Kelly
Jose Munoz
Marlon Nugent
Eduardo Quiroz
Francis Rodriguez
Richard Rodriguez
Julio Rodriguez-Urbano
Nathaniel Rojas
Nathaniel R. Rojas
Thomas Scott
Sarah Wang
Naeem Woodson

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.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Vanessa Baburam
Wayne Bali

Miguel Bastidas
Lindell Cox
Elizabeth Delacruz
Joshua Diaz
Anthony Echevarria
Precious Fermisco
Daniel Gala

Alan Hernandez
Michael Heron
Timothy Hutchinson
Kareem Jackson
Kareem J. Jackson
Terrence Jackson
Carlos M. Jimenez
Earl Jones

Joseph Kauffmann
Tremaine Lee

Jon Matos

John Milia

Erica Morris

Neal Morris

Gary Nolasco
Damien Norman
Marquis Phillips
Thomas Plillip
Cristo Reyes
Byron A. Roberts
Gillian Roberts
Timothy J. Robinson
Orlando Roper
Anthony Smith
Victor Solis

Phillip Thomas
Andrew Truelove
Daniel Vargas
Tony White

Part JHO/Part 37

Justice Adlerberg
Phone 646-386-4037
100 Centre Street
Room 1600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 41

Justice Dwyer
Phone 646-386-4041
Fax 212-401-9262
100 Centre Street
Room 1116, 9:30 A.M.

Part 42

Justice Wiley
Phone 646-386-4042
Fax 212-401-9263
111 Centre Street
Room 733, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Ahmed E. Anakar
Andre Brown
Nico Burrell
Francisco Carela
Bradley L. Chhay
Cerrone Clarke
Rufus Dantzler
Raymond Davis
Manivone Deboer

Enesin Delarosa
Oscar R. Delgado
Dominick Dicola
Chad Edinboro
Fabio Esteche-Cabrera
Allen Ferreira
Freddy Flores
Paul Frick

Bryant Green
Billy Hough
Miguel Jiraud
Gary Johnson
Terrell C. Johnson
Shaquia Jones
Shaun M. Kevlin
Raymond Kwok
Eric S. Langan
Eugene Manu
Alton G. Plunkett
Frederick Quinones
Edwin Ramirez
Marco Reeves
Donny Rodriguez
Ariel Santiago
Jeremy Schladweiler
Thomas Scott
Lindsay Thomas
Riquelmi Urena
Fabio Vasquez
Dwayne Watts
Timothy Winata

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.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Jahvon Attapoku
Tiago Atuah

Part 54

Justice Antignani
Phone 646-386-4054
111 Centre Street
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Mark Gordon
Najari Greaves
Alexis Lapuerta
Ashley Stewart

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.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Mylyn M. Robinson
Martin Turzio

Henry Vargas
Mark Winston

Part 61

Justice Clott
Phone 646-386-4061
Fax 212-401-9266
100 Centre Street
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Erick Castillo

Part 62

Justice M. Jackson
Phone 646-386-4062
Fax 212-401-9267
100 Centre Street
Room 1111, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Jose Espinoza
Lashawn Mackey

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.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Mark Acevedo
Cristhian Aybar
Cory Black

Lavel Boddie
Menelik Booker
Andre Boyce

Adam Bruno
Hector Calderon
Jesus Castillo
Malik S. Davenport
Alex Davis
Mathias Dewese
John Doe
Jonathan Dsilva
Antonio Foster
Kenroy Gladden
Murphy M. Hassim
Steven Heard
Keith Hernandez
Jemal Hyman
Hassan Kaddouh
Elijah Krigger
Quandale Linton
Arturo Loyola
Solange Medina
David Mendoza
Shaquan Moore
Miguel Mora

Ray Outlaw

Andre Padro
Leonel A. Perez
Derek Razor
Jesus A. Rivas-Figueroa
Judson Roagan
Kerri Roberts
Spencer Rotgans
Ricky Shelby
Shastri Sooknanan
Gabriel Soto

Dario Tavares
Leshawn Thomas
Victor Thomas
Dayquane M. Vallejo
Pedro Villeda
Jaunmel Waltower
Juanmel Waltower
Claxton Wilborn
Keon Witherspoon
Sharear Zahid

Part 72

Justice R. Stolz
Phone 646-386-4072
Fax 212-401-9269
100 Centre Street
Room 1123, 9:30 A.M.

Part 73

Justice Roberts
Phone 646-386-4073
Fax 212-401-9116
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Jalen White

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.

Part 81

Justice C. Farber
Phone 646-386-4081
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street
Room 1317, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Aljo Mrkulic
Harvey Weinstein

Part 85

Justice Hayes
Phone 646-386-4085
Fax 212-401-9113
111 Centre Street
Room 1523, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4
Frank Caserta

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.

Part 93

Justice Scherzer
Phone 646-386-4093
100 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

Part 95

Justice D.Conviser
Phone 646-386-4095
Fax 212-401-9137
111 Centre Street
Room 687, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Franco Caliendo
Christopher L. Downes
Mayank Dwivedi
Joann Fonzone

Ingrid Lewis-Martin
Glenn D. Martin Ii
Raizada Vaid

Anthony Woodson

Part 99

Justice Burke
Phone 646-386-4099
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street
Room 1530, 9:30 A.M.

Part N-SCT

Justice Peterson
Phone 646-386-4014
Fax 212-401-9272
100 Centre Street
Room 218, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

Davon Jackson
Edward Outley
Lyman Reynolds

Part IDV

Justice Dawson
Phone 646-386-3579
Fax 212-884-8938
100 Centre Street
Room 1604, 9:30 A.M.

Part 38

Justice Altman
Phone 646-386-4038
Fax 212-419-8409
111 Centre Street
Room 765, 9:30 A.M.

Part 100

Justice Presiding Judge
Phone 646-386-4096
Fax 212-401-9074
100 Centre Street
Room 1306, 9:30 A.M

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Surrogate Hilary Gingold
Surrogate Rita Mella
31 Chamber’s Street
New York, NY*
See court’s webpage for informa-

tion about appearances: Visiting
Surrogate’s Court | NYCOURTS.GOVs

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 sub-
mitted 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 con-
ducted virtually at Bronx Supreme Court-
Civil Term, 851 Grand Concourse, Bronx,
NY 10451, Room TBA, every Wednesday,
commencing 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 virtually 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, commenc-
ing 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 available
at the following link: https/Aww2.
nycourts.gov/courts/12jd/Bronx/Civil/
civil_Foreclosure_Information.shtml.

Foreclosure Department contact
information: Email: bxforeclosure@
nycourts.gov.; Phone: 718-618-1322.

Trial AssignmentPart

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 711, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

29382/17 Agokeng v. Manhattan And
Bronx Surface

306563/14 Alvarez v. 179 Ludlow Hldg.

807714/24 Artistic Framers Inc. v.
Skyward Developers Inc.

70050/21 Bowen v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

303008/16 Brooks v. Pimentel

25396/19 Bunce-Bagayoko v. NYCTA

815229/23 Cerisier v. Andrew Hinds

808795/23 Cruz v. Harris

303855/16 Deljanin v. Vno 7 West 34th St.
Owner

805077/21 Figueroa v. Valdez

23377/17Fosso v. NYCTA

34891/20 Green v. Yasia Tax Corp.

810392/23 Hall v. Rosario

31940/19 Hammock v. 213-217 West 28th
St. LLC

816995/21 Henry v. Providence Rest, Inc.

26005/19 Herrera v. Rodriguez

23722/17Infante v. 150 Aurora Grocery
Corp

812878/23 Johnson v. Chen

806867/23 Martes v. G&T Consulting Co.

811596/22 Massa v. 2105 Monty Rity.
Corp.

806769/22 Matthews v. Brown

28364/19 Mejia v. St. Barnabas Hosp.

810621/21 Muniz-Alvez v. Gonzalez

305817/14Naomi Colon v. J.E.D. Rlty.
Corp

805897/21Nin De Los Santos v. 85
McClellan St. Owners Inc. Et Al

803663/22 Padmore v. Guity

808254/23 Perez v. Kourouma

805784/22 Quiles v. Guevara Revocable
Trust

804949/21Rhoden v. Kingsbridge
Optometric Eye Care

28665/18 Richards v. Hameed

3550020 Riley v. Scl Const. Corp.

27887/20 Ruiz v. Burgess

33107/19 Santos v. Torres

813838/22 Singh v. Montefiore Medical
Center

807107/21 Soto-Sanchez v. Rahman

815436/22 Sycona Jones v. 3030
Valentine Ave Owner LLC

26088/16 Torres v. Tejeda-Munoz

28427/20 Vereen v. Monza

806566/21Volquez v. Bronx 2120 Crotona
Ave. L.P.

28628/17Walker v. Goldberg

28476/20 Walker v. 2179 Valentine LLC

23937/16 Ward v. Williams

23984/17Westbrook v. Fernandez

ADRPart

Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
Phone 718-618-1275
Room 710, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

26092/18 Gines v. Mendez

814012/23 Monchez Sandoval v.
Archstone Builders LLC Et Al

813058/23 Moreto Ruiz v. Real Land
Group LLC Et Al

817575/21 0zuna v. Rr Concourse Rlty.
LLC Et Al

802607/23 Vega De Morales v. NYC

THURSDAY, MARCH 5

814028/22A. v. Islam

806654/24 Atie v. Ramberan

819171/24 Butler v. Pro Trans Group LLC
EtAl

802617/25 Castillo-Castillo v. FI
Transportation, Inc. Et Al

805826/25 Davis v. 1453 Hldg. LLC

806956/25 Diaz v. 1504 Sheridan LLC Et
Al

812690/24 Duvall v. Bennett

819166/24 Juarez Anastacio v. K & T Cab
LLC Et Al

803299/25NYS Div. of Human Rights v.
Alma Rity. Corp. Et Al

803660/25 Pradier v. Riverbay Corp.

804245/24 Rosario v. Penske Truck
Leasing Corp Et Al

809791/24 Sisa Gonzalez v. Kodra Const.
Corp. Et Al

806140/25 Thomas v. Gk 746 East 214 LLC
Et Al

806568/24 Vinas v. 305 East 40th Owners
Corp.

805430/24 Walton v. Muhammad

810383/25Wilson v. Skf Prop. Mgt.

Part 3

Justice Mitchell J. Danziger
Phone 718-618-1207
Room 707, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, MARCH 5
34701/20Rochez v. NYC

Part 4

Justice Andrew J. Cohen
Phone 718-618-1212
Room 413, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 4

815511/21 Adams v. Adams

815549/21 Adams v. Adams

806695/25 Ballard v. Khalil Md

818625/24 Barnwell v. Hellman Electric

812712/23 Betances Castillo v. Parkash
2115 LLC

816317/24 Choi v. Saltos- De La Cruz

810283/24 Colunche Perez v. 1730
Bedford Owner LLC. Et Al

817812/22D’Arienzo v. Port Auth. of NY
& New Jersey Et Al

813616/24 Dejesus v. Jmv Rlty. Hldgs.,
Inc. Et Al

25419/17Diaz v. John Catsimatidis

817753/23 Finley v. The Parkchester
South Condominium, Inc. Et Al

821074/24 Gonzalez v. Kiri Const. Corp.
EtAl

813959/24 Hemingway v. Guzman

809797/25Holt v. NYC Et Al

802485/25 Lopez Meynard v. Fort Const.
Corp. EtAl

801052/23 Marrero v. Pej Grand Rlty.
Corp. EtAl

809473/25Marte v. NYCHA

813186/24 Mohabeer v. Pierre Jr.

810506/24 Monfre v. Hudson Yards By
Rhubarb LLC

813023/23 Nacerino v. 286 East 163rd St.
LLC EtAl

800400723 Perez-Vera v. Konik Rlty. LLC
EtAl

32465/19 Quedraogo v. Irgang

819930/23 Rodriguez Rivera v. Puerto
Rican Organization To Motivate
Enlighten And Serve Addicts Inc. Et Al

816693/23 Rojas v. Vaszer Rlty.

812913/24Roman v. Sherman Creek Rlty.
Corp. Et Al

807301/25Rosario Duran v. Cabrera
Javier

804820723 Saliu v. Burlington Coat
Factory Warehouse Corp. Et Al

802762/25 Sandoval Diaz v. Pesce

813147/25 Santos v. Simoa

808028/25 Schapira v. Sprinkles Inc Et Al

809514/25 Song v. Bhikku

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 18



