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Grand Jury Indicts Man
Accused of Threatening
To Kill Federal Judges
In New York

A man who has filed several
lawsuits that were deemed
frivolous has been indicted on
charges he threatened to kill
two judges who had presided
over some of his cases.

A federal grand jury issued
the indictment against Anthony
Salvatore Perri this week in the
Eastern District of New York. He
called the judges’ chambers and
left graphic voicemails, federal
prosecutors said.

Perri, who has a lengthy
criminal history, has filed nearly
adozen lawsuits since 2006, rep-
resenting himself in each case,
and nearly all were summarily
dismissed. The defendants he
sued include a New York City
police commissioner, former
President Barack Obama and
the entire Eastern District court.

Perri was arrested in Wash-
ington, D.C., on Aug. 15 and was
returned to New York, where he
remains jailed. He faces up to
10 years in prison if convicted.

Charles Millioen, a federal
public defender who is rep-
resenting Perri in this case,
declined to comment Wednes-
day.

—The Associated Press

SEC Clears Path for IPOs
With Mandatory
Arbitration Clauses

Companies seeking to go public
can more easily force sharehold-
ers to resolve lawsuits through
arbitration rather than in court
under a U.S. Securities and
Exchange Commission policy
approved Wednesday.

The SEC has historically
blocked or discouraged initial
public offerings that have man-
datory arbitration provisions in
their registration statements.
The new policy clarifies that a
mandatory arbitration clause
will not affect the commission’s
decision on whether to acceler-
ate the effective date of a com-
pany’s registration statement.

SEC Chair Paul Atkins, a
Republican, said the new policy
would help “make IPOs great
again” at an open commission

The Case for
Contingent Fees in
Presidential Pardons »5

meeting in Washington.

“The policy statement pro-
vides the commission’s views
on whether mandatory arbitra-
tion provisions are inconsistent
with the federal securities laws
and it concludes that they are
not,” Atkins said.

The SEC adopted the mea-
sure by a vote of 3-1, with Demo-
cratic Commissioner Caroline
Crenshaw dissenting.

The Republican commis-
sioners stressed the change
in policy does not reflect a
judgment by the commission
on whether companies should
adopt mandatory arbitration.

“Past signaling from the
SEC—unrooted in any appar-
ent statutory authority—that
it would block the registration
statements for companies with
arbitration clauses prevented
companies from taking a step
that some viewed to be value
maximizing, and thus good
for their shareholders,” said
Republican Commissioner
Hester Peirce. “Whether those
companies are correct should
be up to the market to decide.”

Crenshaw said the commis-
sion’s action will open the flood-
gates to mandatory arbitration
and that the SEC was “stacking
the deck against investors.”

Companies favor sharehold-
er disputes to go through arbi-
tration, where testimony can
be shared in a private setting
rather than a public forum in
the courts, she said.

Crenshaw added that arbi-
tration suits are brought on an
individual basis rather than in
class-action lawsuits, which
could garner more monetary
damages for investors.

“The commission has decid-
ed to hastily construct a new
shortcut to its preferred policy
destination,” Crenshaw said.
“Investors will be distressed
to discover that the only thing
waiting to greet them at the end
of this journey down this new
path to the courthouse is the
door welded shut.”

Sen. Elizabeth Warren of Mas-
sachusetts—the Senate Bank-
ing, Housing and Urban Affairs
Committee’s top Democrat—
wrote in a letter to Atkins Tues-
day that “allowing shareholders
to waive their litigation rights
not only harms individual share-
holders but also confidence in
the market and the ability to
deter future misconduct.”

The commission Wednesday
also voted 3-1 on party lines to
extend the compli-  » Page 4
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Federal Judge Grants
Buffalo Shooter’s Request
To Preview Impact Statements

BY BRIAN LEE

A FEDERAL judge in western New
York signed an order on Tuesday
that sets guardrails for Payton
Gendron’s death penalty case, to
ensure the mass shooter’s trial
isn’t prejudiced by the emotions
of victim-impact witnesses.

The government is required to
prepare a cumulative written sum-
mary of victim-impact witnesses’

COURTESY PHOTO

Judge Lawrence Vilardo made the
ruling out of concern for potential
prejudice against the defendant,
who faces the death penalty in the
Buffalo court.

proposed testimony, or write-ups
of individual witnesses, by May 1,
2026, according to U.S. Judge Law-
rence Vilardo’s order.

Vilardo further ordered that the
write-ups be “thorough and com-

plete, covering every topic about
which the witness or witnesses
will testify.”

Gendron’s lawyers will have a
chance to review the proposed
statement or statements and weigh
each point to ensure that their pro-
bative value isn’t overshadowed
by the potential danger of unfair
prejudice.

Vilardo made the ruling in the
U.S. District Court, Western District
of New York,

against the objections of pros-
ecutors, who argued that such a
procedure was “afoul of the vic-
tims’ statutory rights” and created
a hardship for them.

Vilardo based his ruling on the
“high” risk of prejudice to the now
22-year-old Gendron.

The judge’s ruling was also
based upon other federal courts
that had adopted the procedure
to prevent prejudice; among them,
the Eastern District of New York,
where Ronell Wilson faced, but ulti-
mately evaded the death penalty,
for the 2003 murders of two New
York Police Department detectives.

Vilardo, however, declined Gen-
dron’s lawyer’s request to require
that witnesses read their state-
ments verbatim.

The judge called that request
a significant departure from the
court’s ordinary procedures and
unfair to witnesses and the gov-
ernment. » Page 4
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This is the first time the Donnelly Act will be used for criminal prosecutions in
New York State, according to DA Alvin Bragg's office.

Manhattan DA Bragg
Says His Office Will

Use NY State Laws To
Combat Wage-Fixing

BY EMILY SAUL

MANHATTAN District Attorney
Alvin Bragg plans to go after
wage-fixing and other labor crimes
through a novel use of New York
State’s criminal antitrust laws, his
office said.

The strategy is aimed at pro-
tecting workers’ rights and labor
issues, which are historically com-

batted through federal and civil
means, via criminal prosecution.

“Wage-fixing hurts workers who
deserve a competitive market,”
Bragg said. “We are asking unions,
professional organizations, labor
lawyers and companies that are
hurt by collusion among their com-
petitors to come forward.”

Under the Donnelly Act, the DA's
Worker Protection Unit can inves-
tigate and prosecute  » Page4

‘Imperative Public Importance’: Cases of Fired
Agency Officials Converge on High Court

BY JIMMY HOOVER
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE U.S. Supreme Court is under
increasing pressure to resolve
the constitutionality of indepen-
dent agencies, with a number of
cases brought by officials fired
by President Donald Trump now
converging on the high court at
the same time.

The justices have has already
said various independent officials
fired by Trump must be reinstated
while they challenge their firings
as illegal in court.

However, the high court has
also declined multiple chances to
consider, on the merits, whether
Trump has a constitutional pre-
rogative to fire members of those
agencies at will, despite federal
statutes mandating they can only
be removed for cause.

“[T]hat question is better left
for resolution after full briefing and
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Legal challenges over President Donald Trump's attempted removal of Federal
Reserve Board member Lisa Cook, left, and Commissioner of the Federal
Trade Commission Rebecca Kelly Slaughter have begun piling up.

argument,” the court explained.

It’s a question that strikes at the
heart of the separation of powers,
and could upend 90  » Page4

DC Circuit Blocks Firing

Of Fed Governor »2

LLM Improvements May Be Slowing Down.
What Does It Mean for Legal Tech?

BY BENJAMIN JOYNER

THE LONG-AWAITED release of
OpenAl's GPT-5 last month was
largely met with a shrug, with
many users saying it represent-
ed a smaller step forward than
previous large language models
(LLMs) from the company. This
ambivalence has been reflected
in the legal tech industry, where
adoption of the model has been
mixed given the distinct trade-

offs it presents compared to other
models.

There’s some thought the let-
down isn’t a one-off, as the pace
of change in LLM development may
be slowing overall, with incremen-
tal steps replacing more transfor-
mational changes. But legal tech
companies, buoyed by more subtle
improvements to the models and
strong relations with their develop-
ers, still expect to be able to lever-
age new releases to improve their
offerings.

Legal tech vendors largely share
the broad consensus that GPT-5
represented a smaller step forward
than previous model launches from
OpenAlL

“It’s definitely not what the
leap was from GPT-3 to GPT-4,”
said Scott Stevenson, CEO and co-
founder of Spellbook, which has
incorporated GPT-5. “We’ve just
had these wild leaps the past few
years, and we're a little bit spoiled.”

But while top-line performance
may not be growing at  » Page 4

Financial
Watchdog Urges
NY-Regulated
Banks To Roll
Out Blockchain
Analytics To
Aid in Risk

BY BRIAN LEE

REGULATED banks that are con-
templating or already conducting
virtual currency-related activities
should add blockchain analytics
tools to their risk management
practices, New York’s state govern-
ment financial services watchdog
recommended on Wednesday.

Lawyers serving the industry
saw the move as directed at smaller
institutions just now dipping their
toe in virtual assets.

The New York State Department
of Financial Services’ guidance let-
ter, which is short of a regulatory
mandate, called for assessing risk
exposure through a variety of
means.

This includes customer wallet
screening and funds verification
involving virtual asset service pro-
viders, and the conducting of holis-
tic monitoring for illicit activity
exposure and risk management of
third parties, the guidance stated.

Additionally, analytics tools
should augment due diligence
controls to evaluate expected ver-
sus actual activity and weigh risks
associated with a virtual currency
product or service to be offered.

Alexandra Steinberg Barrage, a
partner and co-chair of Morrison
Foerster’s Digital Assets ~ » Page 4
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DC Circuit Blocks Trump’s Firing of Fed Governor, Notes Likely Due Process Violation

BY AVALON ZOPPO
WASHINGTON, D.C.

A DIVIDED U.S. Court of Appeals
for the District of Columbia has
denied President Donald Trump’s
bid to fire Federal Reserve Gov-
ernor Lisa Cook while her legal
challenge plays out, saying her
abrupt removal over mortgage
fraud allegations likely violated
her due process rights.

“In this court, the government
does not dispute that it failed to
provide Cook even minimal pro-
cess—that is, notice of the allega-
tion against her and a meaningful
opportunity to respond—before
she was purportedly removed,”
Judge Bradley Garcia wrote in a
concurrence to the D.C. Circuit’s
unsigned order.

Judge J. Michelle Childs, a fel-
low Joe Biden appointee, joined
Garcia’s concurrence.

Cook filed a complaint Aug. 28
alleging Trump unlawfully attempt-
ed to remove her from the Fed’s
Board of Governors in violation of

her Fifth Amendment due process
rights and of the Federal Reserve
Act’s bar on removing governors
without cause. U.S. District Judge
Jia Cobb entered a preliminary
injunction this month ordering
Cook be reinstated.

Garcia wrote that Cook—as a
principal officer not removable at
will—has a constitutionally pro-
tected property interest in her
position under the U.S. Supreme
Court’s 1985 decision in Cleveland
Board of Education v. Loudermill.
Therefore, she must be given mean-
ingful notice and an opportunity
to respond to the reason for her
removal, Garcia added.

In addition, the Supreme Court’s
recent emergency orders allowing
Trump’s firing of other indepen-
dent agency commissioners—
such as National Labor Relations
Board member Gwynne Wilcox and
Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion member Mary Boyle—have
no bearing on Cook’s case, Garcia
wrote.

“This case differs in material
respects. First, neither Wilcox, Boyle,

Federal Reserve Governor Lisa Cook

nor any similar case involved a con-
stitutional due process claim like
Cook’s, on which Cook is likely to
succeed. That difference alters the
equitable calculus,” Garcia wrote.

“Second, Cook’s role at the Fed-
eral Reserve differs in relevant

ways from the role of the officials
addressed in Wilcox and Boyle,”
Garcia added. “Most simply, unlike
in those cases, the government
does not dispute that Federal
Reserve Governors are properly
protected from at-will removal.”

AL DRAGO/BLOOMBERG

Federal Housing Finance Agen-
cy Director Bill Pulte, appointed
by Trump, accused Cook of mak-
ing misrepresentations in apply-
ing for home mortgages before
she was appointed to her posi-
tion in 2023. Cook has denied the
allegations.

Cobb, the district court judge,
said in entering the preliminary
injunction ordering Cook’s rein-
statement that permissible for-
cause removal is limited to a
board member’s actions while in
office.

In dissent, D.C. Circuit Judge
Gregory Katsas said pre-appoint-
ment actions can be the president’s
motive for removal and warned of
the consequences of the opposite
holding.

“Imagine a Governor who
amassed his great wealth and
stellar reputation based on finan-
cial fraud discovered only after he
took office,” wrote Katsas, a Trump
appointee.

“Imagine a Governor who is dis-
covered to have bribed a Senator
to ensure confirmation,” Katsas

added. “Or imagine a Governor
who is discovered to have com-
mitted murder before taking office.
Such pre-appointment acts clearly
would relate to the ‘conduct, abil-
ity, fitness, or competence of the
officer’ for the office.”

Katsas also wrote that Cook
has no constitutionally protected
property interest in her office that
would entitle her to a pre-removal
hearing. Katsas contended the
due process protections in Lou-
dermill apply only to civil-service
employees who are removed for
cause.

“Does one ‘own’ a public office
as private ‘property’? Of course
not,” Katsas wrote. “The employee-
removal cases do not upend the
commonsense intuition that one
does not have a ‘private property’
right to wield ‘[g]overnmental pow-
ers’ in our democratic system of
government.”

The D.C. Circuit appeal is Cook
v. Trump, No. 25-5326.

I
@ ‘ Avalon Zoppo can be reached at
azoppo@alm.com.

Google Faces New Antitrust Claims Alleging Al Search Training ‘Misappropriation’

BY SULAIMAN ABDUR-RAHMAN
LOS ANGELES

THE OWNER of Rolling Stone, Vari-
ety and other digital properties
has filed a lawsuit alleging Google
uses its unlawful internet search
monopoly to train generative artifi-
cial intelligence and display Google
Al overviews without third-party
publishers’ permission.

Susman Godfrey on behalf of
plaintiff Penske Media Corp. seeks
treble damages and a court order
to end Google’s alleged misap-
propriation of digital publishers’
content in violation of the Sherman
Act and common law principles of
unjust enrichment.

“The law does not permit
Google’s systematic anti-compet-
itive conduct,” counsel for PMC
alleged in a 101-page complaint
filed Sept. 12 in the U.S. District
Court for the District of Columbia.

Rendering of the new Penske Media Corp. headquarters in LUMEN West LA.

“By this action, PMC seeks to
hold Google responsible for the mil-
lions of dollars of harm it is causing
and illicit profits it is reaping by

misappropriating PMC’s unique
and valuable works, and to protect
the public’s continued access to
high-quality and trustworthy online

COURTESY PHOTO

information,” the plaintiff alleged
in the complaint.

The case is assigned to U.S.
District Judge Amit P. Mehta of
the District of Columbia, who in
August 2024 ruled Google violated
the Sherman Act by monopolizing
online search.

PMC cites Mehta’s liability rul-
ing in its complaint alleging Los
Angeles-based PMC has “suffered
an antitrust injury as a result of
Google’s illegal monopoly mainte-
nance in the General Search Ser-
vices market.”

According to the allegations in
the complaint, Google scans third-
party content by crawling the web
and forces third-party publishers
to “acquiesce to this misappropria-
tion of their content” that Google
leverages to display Al overviews
and featured snippets in search
engine results pages.

Mehta in a Sept. 2 decision
ordered behavioral remedies but

rejected the U.S. Department of
Justice’s proposed divestiture
solution in Google’s search engine
monopoly case, ruling the gov-
ernment overreached in seeking
a forced sale of Google’s Chrome
web browser and Android mobile
operating system.

In addition to citing Mehta’s
liability ruling, PMC’s complaint
also mentions the advertising
monopoly case where U.S. District
Judge Leonie M. Brinkema of the
Eastern District of Virginia in April
found Google liable for alleged
Sherman Act violations in the ad
tech markets.

“Google itself recently admitted in
briefing to the [U.S.] District Court
for the Eastern District of Virginia
that ‘today, the open web is already
in rapid decline,” counsel for PMC
wrote in the complaint. “Google is
driving that decline, by siphoning
referral traffic with Al Overviews.”

Mountain View, California-based

Google filed a “corrected memo-
randum” on Sept. 8, arguing “open-
web display advertising is already
in rapid decline” and that the DOJ’s
proposed divestiture remedies for
ending Google’s alleged monopo-
lization of the ad tech markets
would only make matters worse
for publishers.

“With Al Overviews, people
find Search more helpful and use
it more, creating new opportuni-
ties for content to be discovered,” a
Google spokesperson said Tuesday
in a statement. “Every day, Google
sends billions of clicks to sites
across the web, and Al Overviews
send traffic to a greater diversity of
sites. We will defend against these
meritless claims.”

Counsel as of Tuesday have not
entered an appearance for Google
in the PMC case.
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DOT To End Delta-Aeromexico Partnership, Alleging Mexico’s Open Skies Violations

BY DAN NOVAK
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE TRUMP administration will
end an antitrust exemption that
permitted Delta Air Lines and
Aeromexico to operate a joint
venture and coordinate on pric-
ing, scheduling and capacity, the
U.S. Department of Transportation
announced Tuesday.

The nine-year partnership
between the airlines has created
ongoing anticompetitive effects in
U.S.-Mexico City markets, giving
an unfair advantage to Delta and
Aeromexico—the two dominant
competitors, the DOT stated in its
order. These effects have harmed
passengers and cargo operations
in additional markets between the
United States and Mexico, and end-
ing the exemption will level the
playing field for other airlines, the
department added.

The administration proposed
the withdrawal of the exemption in
July, when it accused the Mexican
government of violating the 2015
U.S.-Mexico Air Transport Agree-
ment. The accord—also known as
the Open Skies agreement—allows
American and Mexican airlines to
operate between the countries with
no restrictions on flights or pricing,
subject to competition laws.

The DOT said Mexico in 2022
abruptly rescinded flight slots at
Mexico City’s Benito Juarez Inter-
national Airport, which benefited
Aeromexico. Mexico then forced
U.S. cargo carriers to relocate oper-
ations to the less-preferred Felipe
Angeles airport outside Mexico
City, the department said.

Mexico’s President Claudia
Sheinbaum has denied the allega-
tions of wrongdoing, saying flights
were directed to Felipe Angeles to
ease congestion and improve effi-
ciency, not to punish U.S. carriers.

ADOBE STOCKS

Delta and Aeromexico say their agreement creates 4,000 jobs.

Still, the DOT said Tuesday that
Delta and Aeromexico should not
be given an antitrust exemption as

long as Mexico continues to disad-
vantage U.S. carriers. The agency
warned that a continuation of the

agreement would lead to higher
fares in some markets, stifle inno-
vation and reduce flight capacity.

“After years of taking advantage
of the U.S. and our carriers, we need
to see definitive action by Mexico
that levels the playing field and
restores fairness,” U.S. Transporta-
tion Secretary Sean Duffy said in a
statement. “Under President [Don-
ald] Trump’s leadership, we will
continue to put America First and
hold any country who thinks they
can distort the rules accountable.”

Delta and Aeromexico say their
agreement creates 4,000 jobs, adds
more than $310 million to the U.S.
gross domestic product and adds
more than $200 million of annual
tourism spending in the United
States. Mexico is the most common
international destination for U.S. air
travelers, according to DOT data.

“We are disappointed that the
Department of Transportation has
chosen to terminate its approval

of the strategic and pro-compet-
itive partnership between Delta
and Aeromexico, a decision that
will cause significant harm to U.S.
jobs, communities and consum-
ers traveling between the U.S. and
Mexico,” Atlanta-based Delta said
in a statement. “We are reviewing
the Department’s order and con-
sidering next steps.”

Mexico City-based Aeromexico
did not immediately respond to
requests for comment. The exemp-
tion termination takes effect Jan. 1.

The DOT said it is reviewing
similar air travel agreements with
other countries for potential viola-
tions, including those in Europe.

“The Department is commit-
ted to enforcing our agreements
to ensure that aviation markets
are fair and pro-competitive,”
DOT said.

I
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Matter of
William James Furber III,
an attorney
and counselor-at-law

Motion No. 2023-06473

Appellate Division,
Second Department

Lasalle, P.J., Dillon, Duffy,
Barros, Nelson, JJ.

Decided: August 27, 2025

Courtny Osterling, White Plains,
NY, for petitioner.

Frankfurt Kurnit Klein & Selz,
P.C., New York, NY (Tyler Maulsby
and Khasim K. Lockhart of coun-
sel), for respondent.

Per Curiam—By affirmation
dated July 25, 2023, on notice to
the respondent, the Grievance
Committee for the Ninth Judicial
District advised this Court of the
respondent’s criminal conviction.
By order to show cause dated
December 21, 2023, this Court,
pursuant to 22 NYCRR 1240.12(c)
(3)(iii), directed the respondent to
show cause at a hearing before the
Honorable Arthur J. Cooperman, as
Special Referee, why a final order
of suspension, censure, or disbar-
ment should not be made based on
the respondent’s conviction of driv-
ing while intoxicated, in violation
of Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(3).
After a hearing conducted on Feb-
ruary 28, 2024, the Special Referee
filed a report dated May 14, 2024,
setting forth his findings and con-

Disciplinary Proceeding

cluding that the respondent had
not demonstrated why a final order
of suspension, censure, or disbar-
ment should not be made. The
Grievance Committee now moves
to confirm the Special Referee’s
report and to impose such disci-
pline upon the respondent as this
Court deems just and proper. The
respondent cross-moves to disaf-
firm the Special Referee’s report
and direct the Grievance Commit-
tee to issue a private admonition
or, in the alternative, to impose a
sanction no greater than a public
censure. The Grievance Committee
opposes the cross-motion.

On September 17, 2021, at
approximately 10:28 p.m., a
bystander observed the respon-
dent’s vehicle to be in a single-
vehicle accident and called the 911
emergency number. Police arrived
on scene and observed the respon-
dent’s vehicle to be damaged, with
the air bags deployed, and further
observed the respondent to be
with his minor daughter (herein-
after the daughter), who was a
passenger in the vehicle. While
approaching the respondent, the
police smelled an odor of alcohol
emanating from the respondent’s
breath and observed that the

respondent had slurred speech
and watery eyes and appeared con-
fused and dazed. The respondent
informed the police on scene that
he was a former Manhattan Assis-
tant District Attorney and that he
had had one drink. The respondent
denied having any injuries, but the
daughter complained of pain to her
head and arm and appeared to be
in shock. The daughter was seen by
emergency medical services per-
sonnel on scene and was released
to the custody of her mother, who
arrived on scene after the accident
and refused medical attention on
the daughter’s behalf.

The police determined that
the respondent drove his vehicle
eastbound on Hillside Road, drift-
ed to the left side of the road, and
struck a large tree, which caused

the vehicle to spin to face south-
bound and strike a curb. The police
administered a field sobriety test to
the respondent, and he performed
poorly. The respondent subse-
quently refused to give a breath
test sample for the portable breath
test and was arrested.

Following his arrest, the respon-
dent was charged with violating: (1)
Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(2-a)
(b) (aggravated driving while intox-
icated with a child, a felony); (2)
Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(3)
(driving while intoxicated, a misde-
meanor); (3) Penal Law §260.10(1)
(acting in a manner injurious to a
child less than 16, a misdemean-
or); and (4) Vehicle and Traffic
Law §1194(1)(b) (refusal to take
a breath test, a traffic infraction).

Therespondentwas  » Pageé6
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TAX LITIGATION ISSUES

Statute of Limitations for Tax
Assessment: Whose Fraud Matters?

he Internal Revenue Service

generally has three years

from the date a tax return is

filed to assess taxes for the

year in question. 26 U.S.C.
§6501(a).The three-year limita-
tions period is, however, subject
to numerous exceptions, including
one that permits the IRS to assess
tax “at any time” in “the case of
a false or fraudulent return [filed]
with the intent to evade tax.” 26
U.S.C. §6501(c)(1).Although logic
might suggest that the extended
limitations period should only be
available to the IRS when the tax-
payer acted with fraudulent intent,
the code does not specify whose
intent controls whether the IRS
can invoke the “intent to evade
tax” exception.

Last month, in Murrin v.
Commissioner,—F.4th—, 2025 WL
2384059 (3d Cir. Aug. 18, 2025), the
United States Court of Appeals for
the Third Circuit concluded that
§6501(c)(1) extends the statute of
limitations based on fraud com-
mitted by the professional who
prepared the tax returns at issue,
even though the taxpayer was not
implicated in the preparer’s fraud.

This article reviews the Third
Circuit’s decision in Murrin, the
Federal Circuit’s contrary treat-
ment of the issue in BASR Partner-
ship v. United States, 795 F.3d 1338
(Fed. Cir. 2015), and highlights
the options available to affected
taxpayers pending a possible res-
olution of the Circuit split by the
Supreme Court.

Murrin

Between 1993 and 1999, Stepha-
nie Murrin and her husband under-
paid their taxes based on fraudu-
lent entries their return preparer,
Duane Howell, placed on their tax
returns.

Nearly 20 years after the last
return had been filed, the IRS dis-
covered the fraudulent entries and,

JEREMY H. TEMKIN s a principal in
Morvillo Abramowitz Grand lason &
Anello P.C. EMILY SMIT, an associate of
the firm, assisted in the preparation of
this article.
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in 2019, it issued a notice of defi-
ciency to Ms. Murrin for $65,318
in taxes, an accuracy-related pen-
alty of $13,064, and an estimated
$250,000 in interest. Ms. Murrin
filed a petition in the Tax Court
arguing that the notice of defi-
ciency was untimely.

Before the Tax Court, the parties
stipulated that Howell had placed
the fraudulent entries on Murrin’s
returns without her knowledge,
and that Howell had acted with
the intent to evade taxes that she
owed.

Relatedly, in discussing
the statutory context of
§6501(c)(1), the court
noted that Congress ex-
pressly referenced the af-
fected taxpayer's conduct
in three provisions relating
to the application of the
civil fraud penalty under
§6663(a).

It was also undisputed that
the assessment was issued after
the three-year limitations period
expired, so the only question
before the court was whether How-
ell’s intent was sufficient to permit
the IRS to invoke §6501(c)(1).

In ruling for the IRS, the Tax
Court held that it was. Murrin v.
Comm’r, T.C. Memo 2024-10 (2024).

In addition to relying on its prior
resolution of the issue in Allen v.
Commissioner, 128 T.C. 37 (2007),
the court analyzed the text of
§6501(c)(1) and the broader statu-
tory context, and concluded that
the exception is not tied to a partic-
ular person. Murrin then appealed
to the Third Circuit, which affirmed
the Tax Court’s decision.

In evaluating whether §6501(c)

(1)’s indefinite limitations period
can be triggered without a show-
ing that the taxpayer acted with
fraudulent intent, the Third Circuit
first looked to the statute’s text,
noting that “[a]bsent from §6501(c)
(1) is any express or implied textual
indication that the ‘intent to evade
tax’ is cabined to the taxpayer”
and that “the plain and ordinary
meaning of the phrase ‘intent to
evade tax’ reveals no taxpayer-only
limitation.”

The court next addressed the
impact of Congress’s use of the pas-
sive voice in the statute, which it
concluded “further evinces that
the statute does not depend on a
taxpayer’s intent.” Quoting from
the Supreme Court’s decision in
Bartenwerfer v. Buckley, 598 U.S.
69 (2023), which addressed a
similar issue in the context of the
Bankruptcy Code, the Third Circuit
noted that by drafting the statute
“without listing who must intend to
evade tax, ‘Congress was agnostic
about who[se]”” intent matters.

In rejecting what it described
as Murrin’s “strongest” textual
argument—“that because the
tax evaded is that owed by the
taxpayer, the plainest reading of
‘intent to evade tax’ must refer to
a taxpayer’s conduct”—the court
reasoned that the code demon-
strates that Congress knows how
to limit a statute’s application to
taxpayers and its failure to do so
supports the conclusion that no
limitation was intended.

Relatedly, in discussing the
statutory context of §6501(c)(1),
the court noted that Congress
expressly referenced the affected
taxpayer’s conduct in three pro-
visions relating to the application
of the civil fraud penalty under
§6663(a).

According to the court, Con-
gress’s failure to do the same in
addressing the scope of §6501(c)
(1) supports the IRS’s position
that the extended statute could be
predicated on a third party’s intent.

The court also looked at wheth-
er its interpretation was congru-
ous with other sections of the
code, specifically the fact that tax-
payers are only subject to a civil
fraud penalty basedon  » pPage 7
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Guardrails, Not Leashes: Preserving
The Zone of Danger’s Boundaries

n DeBlase v. Hill, 83 Misc 3d
1242(A), 213 N.Y.S.3d 921 (N.Y.

Sup. Ct. 2024) Justice Aaron

D. Maslow took a significant

step toward expanding tort
liability by allowing a claim for
negligent infliction of emotional
distress (NIED) to proceed where
the alleged injury was not to a
human relative, but to a dog. Nan
DeBlase witnessed her son’s dog
being struck and killed by a negli-
gent driver while she was crossing
a Brooklyn street.

The court found that because
DeBlase was in close physical prox-
imity to the accident and feared
for her own safety, her emotional
trauma was potentially compen-
sable under New York’s zone of
danger doctrine, even though the
decedent was a pet.

This decision pushes the bounds
of a doctrine that the New York
Court of Appeals has long treated
with exceptional caution.

The zone of danger rule allows
bystanders to recover for emo-
tional harm only under tightly
controlled conditions: where the
plaintiff is in physical danger,
suffers serious and verifiable
emotional injury, and contempo-
raneously witnesses the death or
serious injury of an immediate
family member.

Courts have consistently reject-
ed efforts to stretch this rule to
include more attenuated relation-
ships, emphasizing the importance
of doctrinal clarity and administra-
ble boundaries. Expanding recov-
ery to a pet owner risks undermin-
ing the doctrine’s core principles.

New York’s current zone of dan-
ger framework reflects a deliberate,
policy-driven effort to pigeon-hole
liability for emotional harm.

While society may value pets as
family, the legal system does not
recognize emotional injuries arising
from harm to animals as compen-
sable under this doctrine. Nor is
there any statute in New York that
permits recovery for emotional dis-
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tress resulting from the injury or
death of a pet. Multiple appellate
courts have reaffirmed that pets
are treated as personal property
in tort, and emotional damages
stemming from their death are
not recoverable.

New York’s Zone of Danger
Doctrine: Tight by Design

New York’s zone of danger doc-
trine stands out as one of the nar-

New York law has been
unequivocal: pets are clas-
sified as personal property.
Emotional damages arising
from a pet’s injury or death
are not recoverable, even
when the circumstances
prove to be devastating.

rowest frameworks in the country
for bystander emotional distress
claims. Established in Bovsun v.
Sanperi, 61 N.Y.2d 219 (1984) the
rule permits recovery for NIED only
when four distinct conditions are
met: (1) the plaintiff was within
the physical zone of danger cre-
ated by the defendant’s negligence,
(2) the plaintiff contemporaneously
observed the death or serious
physical injury of a third party,
(3) the third party was a member
of the plaintiff’s immediate family,
and (4) the plaintiff suffered seri-
ous and verifiable emotional harm
as aresult.

The Court of Appeals has made
clear that this doctrine is rooted
not in empathy alone but in the
fundamental need to “limit the
legal consequences of wrongs to
a controllable degree,” as first

articulated in Tobin v. Grossman,
24 N.Y.2d 609, 619 (1969).

The narrowness of the rule
reflects a deliberate tradeoff:
preserving administrability in
tort law at the expense of deny-
ing recovery in some emotionally
compelling cases. The concern is
not that emotional harm is unreal,
but that permitting recovery based
on subjective relationships or psy-
chological trauma risks unbounded
liability.

Courts have reinforced these
limits. In Trombetta v. Conkling,
154 Misc.2d 844 (1992), the court
allowed recovery for a niece who
had been raised by her aunt and
was holding her aunt’s hand when
she was struck and killed by a
truck.

However, this decision was
later reversed, indicating judicial
reluctance to broaden the scope
of “immediate family” beyond tra-
ditional definitions. In Thompson
v. Dhaiti, 103 A.D.3d 711 (2d Dept
2013), the Second Department
denied recovery to a stepdaugh-
ter who had been raised and sup-
ported by her stepfather.

These decisions demonstrate
that even quasi-parental relation-
ships do not qualify unless they fall
within the bright-line category of
immediate family.

More recently, in Greene v. Espla-
nade Venture Partnership, 36 N.Y.3d
513 (2021), the Court of Appeals
carved out a narrow exception
by allowing a grandparent to
recover under the zone of danger
doctrine. In that case, the plaintiff
grandmother was walking with her
two-year-old granddaughter when
a piece of a building facade broke
loose and fatally struck the child.

The court emphasized that
the grandmother was within the
zone of danger and had directly
witnessed the death. Its decision
was influenced by societal changes,
the special status of grandparents
under New York family law, and the
increasing recognition of their care-
giving roles.

The court maintained its cau-
tious approach, underscoring that
the inclusion of grandparents was a
discrete expansion limited to those
with legally recognized familial sta-
tus, and did not open  » Page 7
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years of Supreme Court prec-
edent affirming the constitu-
tionality of federal agencies that
exist outside the direct control of
the White House.

It’s also a question the Supreme
Court may not be able to avoid
much longer.

Trump, and various officials
whom he has fired, are urging the
high court to hear their cases and
settle the issue of the president’s
removal authority. “It is of impera-
tive public importance that any
doubts concerning the constitu-
tionality of traditional indepen-
dent agencies be resolved prompt-
ly,” wrote lawyers for Rebecca
Kelly Slaughter, the lone Demo-
crat on the Federal Trade Com-
mission who received an email
from Trump on March 18 purport-
ing to fire her from the agency.

Fired members of the National
Labor Relations Board and Merit
Systems Protection Board have
also urged the court to take up
their cases if it is inclined to
consider the constitutionality of
independent agencies.

The Trump administration
has maintained that federal laws
establishing job protections for
dozens of agencies across the
federal government are uncon-
stitutional. The Justice Depart-
ment insists that these various
independent agencies violate

the president’s authority under
Article II of the Constitution to
control the executive branch.

In its 1935 Humphrey's Executor
v. United States decision, the high
court upheld removal protections
for FTC members in a landmark
case that paved the way for Con-
gress, over the ensuing decades,
to create dozens of independent
agencies whose members cannot,
by law, be summarily fired by the
president.

The Supreme Court held in
Humphrey’s Executor that presi-
dents lack the “illimitable power
of removal” and that Congress
can create agencies that operate
“independently of executive con-
trol.” The ruling was a unanimous
victory for the estate of a former
FTC commissioner fired by Pres-
ident Franklin Delano Roosevelt
over the commissioner’s hostility
to the New Deal.

As Trump'’s firing of members of
the NLRB, MSPB and the Consumer
Product Safety Commission have
come up to the justices, the high
court’s conservative majority has
granted the president’s requests
to pause lower court orders rein-
stating the officials to their posts.

However, the court has
rebuffed U.S. Solicitor General
D. John Sauer’s repeated request
to reconsider its landmark Hum-
phrey’s Executor precedent, prefer-
ring to wait until the lower courts
have acted.

In the latest case involving
Slaughter’s firing from the FTC, a

split panel of the the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit said it
was bound by Humphrey’s Execu-
tor to reinstate her to the agency.

Chief Justice John Roberts
Jr. has temporarily paused that
order to give his high court col-
leagues time to consider whether
she should continue on the com-
mission while challenging her
removal in court.

The Trump administration,
now with the consent of Slaugh-
ter herself, is once again asking
the court to fast-track the case
and reconsider the merits of
Humphrey’s Executor before the
full appeals process has played
out in the lower courts.

The NLRB and MSPB officials
have responded to that develop-
ment by urging the court to take
up the merits of their firings
instead, or in addition.

The battle over Trump’s
attempted removal of Federal
Reserve Board member Lisa
Cook is similarly playing out at
high speed. A Justice Depart-
ment spokesperson declined to
comment Tuesday on whether
the administration will be seek-
ing emergency intervention from
the Supreme Court after she too
was ordered reinstated by the
D.C. Circuit.

The cases are Trump v. Slaugh-
ter, Wilcox v. Trump and Harris v.
Bessent.

!
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jihoover@alm.com.

Wage-Fixing

« Continued from page 1
wage-related and other employ-
ment crimes like no-poach agree-
ments.

This is the first time the law will
be used for criminal prosecutions
in New York State, according to
the DA'’s office.

Antitrust has most often been
a federal responsibility, with
enforcement coming in the form
of civil actions. The Department of
Justice in late 2020 began bringing
criminal cases against employers
for colluding to suppress wages.

But Terri Gerstein, Director of
the NYU Wagner Labor Initiative,
says a smattering of “progres-
sive” state prosecutors across
the country have started turning
their attention to workers’ rights
and labor issues.

“These are people who are tak-
ing a broader view of what pub-
lic safety means and what harm

means to people,” said Gerstein,
who previously worked for Bragg
at the New York State Attorney
General’s Office.

“If a worker embezzles from an
employer, no one questions the
premise of whether or not that’s
criminal,” she explained. “But if
you reverse it...people say that’s
civil; go to small claims court.”

Part of the push also comes
from workers’ advocates con-
cerned that employer viola-
tions remain so persistent, she
observed.

Gerstein said that when she
was Labor Bureau Chief in the
AG’s office, it became clear to
her that some offenders could
be pursued civilly time and time
again and would not change their
behavior.

“There are the frequent fliers
who just continue violating the
law,” she said. “There are employ-
ers where the conduct is so egre-
gious...civil cases are not going to
make a difference to them.”

Bragg in 2023 announced the
creation of the unit to protect
workers from wage theft, exploi-
tation, and other crimes.

To date, the Office’s worker
protection unit has prosecuted
11 cases, including one against
the wonders of Grimaldi’s Piz-
zeria, and recovered and distrib-
uted over $1.3 million in stolen
wages.

The DOJ has faced an uphill
battle in criminalizing employ-
ment restrictions. Prosecutors in
Nevada earlier this year secured
the DOJ’s first and lone trial con-
viction of a home health agency
that conspired to cap the wages
of nurses in its area.

“As rights at the federal level
are rolled back, as staffing is
reduced, it’s so important for state
and local government, elected offi-
cials, to fill the space and protect
people,” Gerstein said.

The Appointments Clause, Part II:
The Second Circuit and ‘Flinton’

n the first installment of this

two-part article, we analyzed

Kennedy v. Braidwood Man-

agement, Inc., 606 U.S. __ (No.

24-316) (June 27, 2025), the U.S.
Supreme Court’s newest addition
to the Appointments Clause pan-
theon. This second writing expos-
its the current internecine conflict
among the federal appellate courts
regarding the appropriate remedy
for a violation of the Clause’s pro-
visos, focusing upon the Second
Circuit’s very recent contribution
to that constantly evolving juris-
prudence.

Flinton v. Commissioner of Social
Security, ___FAth ___ (No. 23-7715-
cv) (2d Cir. July 2, 2025), informs us
that in March, 2018 the plaintiff was
denied Social Security disability
benefits by an in-house adjudicator.
However, barely three months later,
Lucia v. SE.C.,585U.S. 237 (2018),
proclaimed that administrative law
judges who were not appointed by
the President, with the advice and
consent of the Senate, held office
in violation of the Appointments
Clause. See U.S. Const., Art. II, § 2,
cl 2.

The Supreme Court furthermore
decreed that such a constitution-
al infraction must be rectified by
reassigning the case to a different,
properly appointed ALJ. Notwith-
standing that directive, Flinton’s
case was returned to the same
hearing officer, who denied her
claims for a second time.

Now before the appellate bench,
Flinton complained that, without
a fresh adjudicator, the remand
had been similarly “infected by
an uncured unconstitutional vio-
lation.” The government coun-
tered that any detritus of the prior
Appointments Clause breach had
been sponged away by the subse-
quent reappointment of the presid-
ing officer in a manner consistent
with Article II; moreover, the slate
had been wiped clean by the mer-
its-based vacatur of that official’s
prior decision.
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The U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Second Circuit agreed with the
claimant, declaring that “since Flin-
ton did not receive Lucia’s remedy
of a hearing before a different ALJ,”
the follow-on proceeding “was still
marred by the prior Appointments
Clause violation.” And mindful of
intercircuit dissension on this
issue, the panel announced it was
siding with the Fourth and Ninth
Circuits, while “parting ways” with
the Eleventh Circuit in regard to
this controversy.

Flinton accorded the greatest
weight to the dual linchpins under-

‘Flinton"aptly illustrates
that the appellate courts
are in discord regarding
the appropriate remedy for
an Appointments Clause
violation; high Court
intervention is therefore
inevitable.

girding Lucia: first, the high Court’s
conclusion that an administrative
law judge cannot be expected to
render a second judgment as if pre-
siding over the controversy for the
first time; and second, the supreme
tribunal’s clear edict that the same
officer is prohibiting from conduct-
ing a subsequent hearing, even if
that individual now benefits from
a proper Article Il appointment.
In a parenthetical, Lucia had
expounded that Appointment
Clause challenges do more than
advance structural purposes. Cir-
cuit Judge Lee now relied upon that
passage for finding that, since an
incumbent ALJ would have no rea-
son to think she had erred, Article
I violations are best solved by
assigning a fresh adjudicator.
Admittedly, the Supreme Court
had stipulated that not every
Appointments Clause misstep

requires a new hearing officer;
nevertheless, opined Flinton, the
remedy of remanding to a substi-
tute adjudicator “presumptively
applies,” especially where there is
no lack of constitutionally qualified
administrative law judges.

The tribunal then paused
momentarily to contemplate Carr
v. Saul, 593 U.S. 83 (2021), which
likewise arose from an ALJ’s denial
of Social Security benefits. There
the high Court extrapolated from
Lucia that Article Il challenges may
be raised for the first time before
an Article Il jurist, and are exempt
from any issue-exhaustion prereq-
uisite. In the case at bar, it was of
no consequence that the claimant
occupied a posture distinct from
the petitioners in Carr because
the government “did not raise
[the issue-exhaustion] defense
before the district court or on
[this] appeal.”

Now turning to elaborate upon
the internecine conflict dividing
the courts of appeals (as well as
the Second Circuit’s own district
judges), the panel now declared
unity with tribunals to the west
and south. Its first alliance was with
the Ninth Circuit, and the latter’s
conclusion in Cody v. Kijakazi, 48
F.4th 956 (9th Cir. 2022), that refer-
ral to an entirely new adjudicator
was essential to rectifying any
contravention of the Appointments
Clause

There the incumbent ALJ had
copied, verbatim, portions of the
initial decision into the second
judgment, demonstrating that
the presumed solution of a prop-
er Article Il reappointment of the
same official does not cure the con-
stitutional defect. Rather, opined
the westernmost circuit, assigning
a fresh hearing officer is the opti-
mal path to satisfying the “reme-
dial aims” of Lucia, among them,
propagating the structure and
intent of Article II, and encourag-
ing litigants to raise Appointments
Clause claims.

Next, the Second Circuit joined
itself to the Fourth Circuit’s holding
in Brooks v. Kijakazi, 60 F.4th 735
(4th Cir. 2023), an opinion remark-
ably similar to Cody, yet with the
significant addendum that a merits-
based vacatur of aprior  » Page 7
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the same pace as it has previ-
ously, below the surface, subtler
changes to the models such as
improved tool calling and reason-
ing are making them better fits for
increasingly popular agentic work-
flows. Many legal tech developers
also use multi-model approaches,
allowing them to work around the
underlying models’ limits and
assign discrete tasks to the mod-
els best suited to handle them.

“I think what’s important ...
is not that the model gets much
better, but the model becomes
much better at a very particular
thing, which gives it scope to do
a lot more,” said Joel Hron, chief
technology officer at Thomson
Reuters. “If you look at something
like deep research, like GPT-4
would have never been capable
of doing something like [that].
... I think if you sort of get really
technical at the core fundamen-
tals of the model, not a lot has
really changed, but still, I think
the impact is quite large.”

These changes are particularly
important for companies devel-
oping legal tech tools. LLMs are
already capable of producing high-
quality output for many legal tasks
when prompted well and given
access to relevant information.
What legal professionals are look-
ing for is safety, consistency and
reliability in products that are
easy and intuitive to use.

“The models are pretty darn
good for a lot of the things we
need to do,” said Jeff Reihl, execu-
tive vice president and chief tech-
nology officer at Lexis Nexis. “It’s

less about the model performance
now for us, and more about, ‘how
do we create all of these different
agents using different tools that
we have and piece them togeth-
er, orchestrate them together in
a way that’s solving much more
complex problems?’”

It also remains early days for
GPT-5, meaning developers may
continue to discover areas of
improved performance as they
experiment with the model and
as OpenAl rolls out updates and
tweaks.

“When we first tried it, we were
actually initially disappointed,”
Steveson said. “We just learned
you had to prompt it differently.
We had to feed it context differ-
ently, and once we did that, we
were able to actually get much
better performance out of it.”

Good Relations

The legal tech industry’s abil-
ity to continue to make impor-
tant improvements even as LLM
advancement slows is derived in
part from the close relationships
many vendors have with Al pro-
viders like OpenAl. Thomson
Reuters, LexisNexis and Spell-
book all had access to versions
of GPT-5 prior to its release, as
did some other legal tech compa-
nies, allowing them to experiment
with the model and see where
it might perform well in their
workflows.

These relationships extend
beyond early access to new mod-
els, as engineers from OpenAl will
work directly with counterparts
at vendors to help them apply
the company’s LLMs to legal

work most effectively, drawing on
their intimate knowledge of the
models.

“[OpenAl has] a whole team
of engineers who can help,”
Stevenson said. “They’re in our
Slack channel helping our engi-
neers. They've learned the best
practices for how to prompt these
new models.”

The foundation model devel-
opers also rely on legal tech
companies to provide feedback
on what’s working and what isn’t
with new models. This feedback is
incorporated in updated versions
of the models provided by the Al
labs, which are particularly fre-
quent prior to general availability.

“Our initial feedback to Ope-
nAl was, ‘hey, it’s not performing
better, plus it seemed quite a bit
slower,”” Reihl said. “During alpha
phases, they’re coming out with
new versions all the time, so later
in the week we might get a new
version, and they’ll say, ‘try this
one. We added a parameter that
lets you control the length of the
output.”

At the end, the focus of working
with the model developers is less
about onboarding new models as
quickly as possible than making
sure the LLMs a vendor is using
are those best suited to the prod-
ucts they’re building.

“If you just try to stay current
and on the latest thing because
it’s the latest thing, [ think you're
missing the real important point,”
Hron said. “It’s not about being
on the latest model. It’s about
building the most accurate solu-
tion that you can.”

|
@ ‘ Benjamin Joyner can be reached at
bjoyner@alm.com.

Buffalo

« Continued from page 1

“Some victim impact proce-
dures are appropriate to ensure
a fair trial, but this goes too far,”
Vilardo noted.

The judge will also require
the government to inform the
court and defense counsel in
advance of the hearing if it
anticipates that any of its wit-
nesses might have difficulty

controlling their emotions on the
stand.

This will allow the court to play
a video recording of their testi-
mony, have another person read
it, or take other measures.

Vilardo said he agreed with the
government in its vow to make
a good-faith effort to advise wit-
nesses about the need to maintain
their composure and decorum.

Gendron was convicted and
sentenced to life imprisonment
in his state case, and was hit with

27 felony counts in the federal
indictment connected with the
then 18-year-old’s live-streamed,
racially-motivated shooting that
killed 10 people and injured three
at a Tops grocery store in Buffalo
on May 14, 2022.

Victim impact is one of nine
aggravating factors for which
the government is seeking a death
sentence.

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

IN BRIEF

« Continued from page 1
ance date for amendments to
Form PF adopted in 2024. The
updates to the private funds
form—which Republican Com-
missioners Peirce and Mark
Uyeda voted against—will
impose more stringent disclo-
sure requirements on private
fund advisers.

The SEC has delayed the com-
pliance date three times, now to

March 1, 2026.

Atkins said further changes to
the form could be coming.

“I, for one, certainly want to
make sure that if we're demand-
ing information from people that
it’s not excessive,” he said. “So |
think it’s incumbent on us to be
careful as we go through this.”

The chair added that SEC
staff was preparing a policy
recommendation on semi-annual

reporting by public companies in
response to a social media post
by President Donald Trump.
“Subject to SEC Approval,
Companies and Corporations
should no longer be forced to
‘Report’ on a quarterly basis,”
Trump wrote. “This will save
money, and allow managers to
focus on properly running their
companies.”
—Dan Novak

Blockchain

« Continued from page 1

practice group, said the guidance
is “directed at banks that are just
getting into this, really for the first
time,” rather than large institutions
already involved in forms of crypto-
asset custody, or piling up different
products.

The guidance does a good job
of spelling out that it’s going to
depend on the actual bank and
the risk profile, Barrage said in an
interview with the Law Journal and
Law.com.

She said of the guidance: “I think
that the top recommendation is
there is an expectation that New
York-regulated banks are going to
consider this. This is not a regula-
tion. This is the supervisory expec-
tation of DFS that banks that are
already using some kind of crypto
activity, or thinking about it, are
going to incorporate blockchain
analytics in their risk management.
I think that what the guidance does
a good job of saying is it’s going
to depend on the actual bank, and
the risk profile, and so there’s no
one-size-fits-all results for any one
bank.”

It’s important that an expecta-
tion is being imposed, Barrage said.

“But it’s clear that that expecta-
tion is there, and frankly, I think
it makes sense,” Barrage said.
“Just based on my own practice,
different types of banks are get-
ting involved in crypto in terms
of their size or their risk profile.
How they’re tailoring controls to fit
their risk profile and their business
models are different. They have dif-
ferent geographical footprints.”

Nixon Peabody Complex Dis-
putes partner Andrew Glass noted
that, as virtual currency adoption
expands, federal and state govern-

ments have encouraged the finan-
cial services industry to develop
new tools to mitigate the risk of
fraud and abuse.

“Congress in the GENIUS Act,
and now the New York Depart-
ment of Financial Services, have
promoted the development of
blockchain-based technologies
to aid in the prevention of money
laundering and other illicit prac-
tices,” Glass said in a statement to
the Law Journal.

“In developing new anti-risk ana-
lytic tools,” Glass added, “industry
members should remain knowl-
edgeable about any legal require-
ments imposed by the New York
Department of Financial Services
or other agencies to maintain
clearly documented policies, pro-
cesses, and procedures regarding
the use of blockchain analytics in
connection with their risk preven-
tion systems.”

Another Nixon Peabody Com-
plex Disputes partner, Gregory
Blase, said that by emphasizing
the need for collaboration with
covered institutions to enhance the
safety of virtual currency-related
activities, the DFS industry letter
serves to highlight the important
role the industry plays in monitor-
ing its own activities.

“Institutions can leverage block-
chain technology to augment risk
prevention measures through spe-
cific applications such as screen-
ing customer wallets involved
in crypto transactions, verifying
funds sources coming from virtual
asset service providers, or high-
level monitoring within the ecosys-
tem to raise awareness of sanctions
violations and money laundering
efforts that might have an impact
on virtual currency transactions.
And the industry is expected to
roll out new tools in the coming
years.”

Renew your New York Law Journal subscription. Call 1-877-256-2472.

Barrage said it’s important to
note that when banks are enter-
ing this kind of crypto activity, they
have to continue to abide by the
Bank Secrecy Act, a guardrail for
money laundering and financing of
terrorism.

“Blockchain analytics consider-
ably aids in that regard,” she said.

Barrage said that she always
talks about the importance of
blockchain analytics when she
speaks to banks that are looking
to engage in different crypto activi-
ties.

Yet, it’s not the only risk manage-
ment tool she discusses.

“It’s also really important for
banks to have the right subject-
matter experts at the bank,” she
advised. “They have to be able to
monitor this activity on some level,
and oftentimes it’s happening at a
third-party” level. “So having some
window into that activity, through
blockchain analytics can be really
useful. But it’s not the only thing
they need.”

In a statement, DFS Superinten-
dent Adrienne A. Harris said:

“As traditional banking institu-
tions expand into virtual currency
activities, their compliance func-
tions must adapt, onboarding new
tools and technologies to mitigate
new and different risks. As a leader
in the regulation of virtual curren-
cy, DFS will continue to set clear
and transparent expectations for
institutions, to protect consumers
and safeguard market integrity,
while also ensuring New York-reg-
ulated banking organizations can
remain resilient and competitive.”
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orporate Update

Climate Change Forcing
GCs To Confront
Complex Web of
Emerging Risks

BY TRUDY KNOCKLESS

EXTREME weather isn’t just an operational nui-
sance anymore—it’s a board-level concern, and
general counsel are being pulled into the center
of the storm.

That’s a key takeaway from Gartner’s recently
released Extreme Weather Risk report.

“Extreme weather events now rank in the top 10
of Gartner’s quarterly emerging risk report, with
global data showing they’re becoming more fre-
quent and destructive,” said Alex Ossington, direc-
tor of advisory in Gartner’s assurance practice.

“Yet this risk can be difficult to manage because
an extreme weather event can be seen as a random
occurrence, leading to a perception among organi-
zations that it is harder to monitor and prepare for.”

While enterprise risk management has histori-
cally lived within finance, audit or compliance
functions, the rise in regulatory scrutiny, investor
pressure and potential litigation has placed legal
in a more strategic seat, the report said.

It’s a natural evolution, given legal’s role in
assessing political risk, geopolitical disruption and
regulatory exposure, noted Jason Winmill, manag-
ing partner of the in-house consultancy Argopoint.

But many GCs lack the technical knowledge
on the topic to provide the strategic advice their
companies will need, Winmill said. “Very few
people studied climate
change, climate resilience
or extreme weather pre-
paredness in law school,”
he said. “This is going to
be a new area for general
counsels and legal leaders
to get smart on.”

And they’ll need to
do so quickly. According
to Gartner, the number
of S&P 500 companies
mentioning “extreme
weather” or “climate” in
their annual reports has
nearly doubled over the past four years.

These disclosures have implications for compli-
ance, of course, but also for litigation, contracts
and shareholder communication.

“General counsel need to help the organization
and the board to understand the risks that could
arise under different potential scenarios,” said
Drew Tannenbaum, a senior director in Gartner’s
legal and compliance practice.

Those include litigation exposure, shifts in
insurance coverage, and changes to contractual
obligations or rights.

Gartner’s report urges companies to consider
both physical risks—such as wildfires, floods or
hurricanes—and transitional risks, such as regula-
tory changes, rising insurance costs or reputational
damage from climate inaction.

For example, GCs may be asked to review
whether climate scenarios impact “materiality”
thresholds in public filings, or whether vendor and
lease agreements address “force majeure” events
or business-continuity obligations.

While GCs aren’t expected to become climate
scientists, Winmill said they must develop a
“graduate-level” understanding of how these risks
manifest within their organizations.

“The first step for the general counsel is to rec-
ognize what environmental risks their businesses
are exposed to, based on its geographic and opera-
tional footprint,” he said. “Don’t study droughts if
you're not in an area that has ever had a drought.”

Achieving that level of preparedness will require
studying industry-specific risk reports, reading
agency data, joining professional communities,
and building a network of subject-matter experts,
Winmill said.

“There’s probably going to be some late nights
and cramming to do on this one,” he added.

At the same time, GCs need to build rapport
and trust with colleagues from other parts of the
company who are participating in the planning.
“The first key to being a successful contributor to
any kind of cross-functional team is knowing your
colleagues. Part of it is building the relationships
you need with your cross-functional team before
the fire alarm goes off.”

Companies will count on their legal departments
to flag when climate-related events, rules or laws
are creating risks and to gauge the severity of those
risks, said Scott McLester, a former at Wyndham
Worldwide and Orangetheory Fitness.

From there, legal departments will need to
advise on legal exposure and help craft busi-
ness-continuity and crisis-response plans, he
said.

Yet at many companies, the board hasn'’t yet dis-
cussed what role the GC should play in managing
climate risk, according to Charles Elson, a retired
finance professor at the University of Delaware
who founded the school’s Weinberg Center for
Corporate Governance.

He advised GCs to proactively make the case
for a seat at the table. “It’s an education process,”
Elson said.

Winmill said GCs can add value by insisting on
simulations and critiquing how they go, as well
as by helping to ensure the participants in the
planning think broadly.

“The greatest failure in most catastrophes is the
failure of imagination,” Winmill said, referencing
a post-9/11 analysis by Harvard’s Dean Graham
Allison.

Imagination is one area where GCs can excel,
he added. “Lawyers are really good at imagining
things going wrong.”

Alex Ossington
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CORPORATE CRIME

n the wake of several highly con-

troversial presidential pardons

handed down earlier this year

to white collar defendants, the

media reported that numerous
similarly situated offenders were
now retaining lawyers and lobby-
ists boasting of ties to the Trump
Administration.

According to one story, some cli-
ents were willing to spend as much
as $1 million or more on legal fees
just for the chance to clear their
names through the executive clem-
ency process.

Of course, regardless of the
choice of counsel, every pardon
petition faces long odds against
success. For that reason, agree-
ing to pay a huge upfront retainer
under the circumstances would
appear to be a poor investment
for most applicants.

A contingent fee agreement, how-
ever, in which the attorney’s com-
pensation depends on the result
obtained, might make more economic
sense, and have the added benefit of
making the process itself more acces-
sible to a larger pool of petitioners.

This article will explore whether
such a fee arrangement would pass
muster under the applicable ethical
rules and if so, whether it would be
desirable from a criminal justice
standpoint.

Model Rule 1.5

Most practitioners are aware
that under ABA Model Rule 1.5 (d),
which has been uniformly adopted
by jurisdictions around the country,
a lawyer may not accept “a contin-

EVAN T. BARR is a partner at Reed Smith
LLP. He previously served as an Assistant
U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of
New York.

gent fee for representing a client in
a criminal case.”

Proponents of this rule have put
forth several rationales in support
of this ban, as described in an excel-
lent article by Cardozo Law Profes-
sor Peter Lushing, The Fall and Rise
of the Criminal Contingent Fee, 82 J.
Crim. & Criminology 498 (1991).

First, a contingent fee may create
a conflict of interest between the law-
yer’s financial interests and the best
interests of the client facing criminal
charges. Specifically, if an attorney
only gets paid in the event of out-
right acquittal, the lawyer might be
tempted to advise against a reason-
able guilty plea offer or fail to request
that the court instruct the jury on a
lesser included offense.

Second, legal services rendered in
criminal cases typically do not pro-
duce a res (corpus of funds) from
which to readily pay the lawyer’s
fee, as typically exists in a personal
injury civil case.

Third, defense attorneys might
take advantage of vulnerable crimi-
nal defendants who might feel com-
pelled to accept disadvantageous fee
terms under the pressure of facing
the loss of liberty.

As Professor Lushing points out,
however, many of these same con-
cerns can and do equally arise in
situations where defense counsel
negotiates for a flat (non-refundable)
upfront fee or even when he or she
is being paid by the hour.

Opinions and Precedents

While there are no decisions on
point regarding the propriety of
soliciting or accepting a contingent
fee in relation to seeking a pardon
or commutation, there are at least
two opinions (and one Clinton-era
anecdote) that touch on the issue
of whether such an arrangement

The Case for Contingent
Fees in Presidential Pardons

can be used in post-conviction
proceedings.

In Florida Bar Ethics Opinion 80-5,
the inquiring attorney asked for an
advisory opinion as to whether the
standard prohibition against contin-
gent fees in criminal cases applied
where the attorney and client agreed
that fees paid up front would be
refunded if the attorney were unsuc-
cessful in obtaining post-conviction
relief from a criminal conviction. The
opinion did not describe the specific
type of post-conviction relief being
sought.

The only open question, for the
Ethics Committee, was whether this
unconventional monetary arrange-
ment qualified as a contingent
fee—as opposed to any analysis of
whether post-conviction work should
be treated differently than a pending
criminal case.

Because funds were to be paid in
advance with a refund upon lack of
success, the Committee concluded
there was no operative distinction
between the proposed arrangement
and a contingent fee as described
under Rule 1.5(d), and therefore it
was prohibited.

In D.C. Bar Ethics Opinion 262
(1995), a lawyer sought permission

By
EvanT.
Barr

apply to criminal cases in which the
government proceeds against a crimi-
nal defendant” but would not apply to
a “petitioner” who “after release from
custody, claims error in the previous
criminal proceeding” and “initiates the
legal action.”

In February 2001, the media
reported that South Florida lawyer
Hugh Rodham, brother of then-
Senator Hillary Clinton, was paid
a “success fee” of approximately
$200,000 for obtaining a pardon on
behalf of Almon Glenn Braswell, who
had previously been convicted on
drug-related charges.

The story generated a firestorm of
criticism, leading Rodham to return
the fees at the request of former
President Clinton and Mrs. Clinton.
At the time the media focused on
Rodham’s allegedly improper access
to the White House, not on the ethi-
cal propriety of the contingent fee
arrangement at issue.

Nature of a Pardon Petition

While the temporal distinction
drawn by the D.C. Bar opinion makes
sense, pardons cannot automatically
be categorized as either pre- or post-
conviction proceedings.

Third, defense attorneys might take advantage of vulnerable criminal

defendants who might feel compelled to accept disadvantageous

fee terms under the pressure of facing the loss of liberty.

to accept a contingent fee in con-
nection with filing a writ of coram
nobis (an extraordinary court order
used to correct a fundamental error)
seeking to set aside the client’s prior
court martial conviction.

In approving this request, the Ethics
Committee found that the standard
prohibition against such fees under
Rule 1.5 (d) was only “intended to

Under Department of Justice
guidelines related to executive clem-
ency, pardon applications are not
supposed to be filed until a waiting
period of at least five years after the
date of release from prison or (if no
jail sentence was imposed) the date
of conviction.

From a constitutional standpoint,
however, the pardon pow-  » Page 7

Microsoft’s Nowbar
Confirms Departure,
Hints at Next Move

BY GREG ANDREWS

HOSSEIN Nowbar has updated his LinkedIn to show
that he stepped down as Microsoft’s chief legal
officer this month and is departing the company,
capping a 28year career with the technology giant.

The post followed a Law.com story on Monday
reporting that Microsoft General Counsel Jon Palm-
er had updated his LinkedIn to show his promotion
to CLO. Palmer also identified himself as CLO on
Sept. 11 while serving on a panel at a Berkeley
Law Al conference.

COURTESY PHOTO

Microsoft General Counsel Jon Palmer

Law.com had asked Microsoft for clarification on
Nowbar'’s status Sept. 12 and Monday and received
confirmation late Monday afternoon of his depar-
ture, but with scant details.

In addition to updating the “experience” portion
of his LinkedIn, Nowbar, 57, published a 322-word
post early Tuesday that recounted highlights of
his Microsoft career.

“In every role, whether advising engineers, sup-
porting sales, or engaging with policymakers, [ tried
to follow a simple creed: put people first, empower
them to do their best work, and then step aside
to let them shine,” Nowbar wrote. “Together, we
showed that law can be a catalyst for innovation
and trust, not just a safeguard.”

He closed by saying, “I am thrilled that Jona-
than (Jon) Palmer will serve as Microsoft’s next
Chief Legal Officer. The company’s legal future is
in outstanding hands.”

The post offered no explanation for his departure
after just two years as CLO, a post that put him
over one of the world’s largest legal departments
and a senior executive at one of the world’s larg-
est companies.

Nowbar did not specify what he will do next,
but said he wants to remain immersed in helping
shape the technology revolution.

“As the world stands at a new inflection point—
with Al, quantum, and space explora-  » Page6
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Disciplinary Proceedings
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The Appellate Division, Second Department

Matter of John J. Halton,
an attorney and
counselor-at-law

Motion No. 2022-04058

Appellate Division,
Second Department

Lasalle, PJ., Dillon, Barros,
Connolly, Love, JJ.

Decided: September 10, 2025

Catherine A. Sheridan,
Hauppauge, NY (Rona I. Kugler
of counsel), for petitioner.

John J. Halton, Bay Shore, NY,
respondent pro se.
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Per curiam—By affirmation
dated May 24, 2022, on notice to
the respondent, the Grievance
Committee for the Tenth Judi-
cial District advised this Court
that on December 24, 2020, the
respondent was arrested in Hemp-
stead and charged with: (1) aggra-
vated driving while intoxicated,
in violation of Vehicle and Traf-
fic Law §1192(2-a)(a), (2) driving
while intoxicated per se, based
on blood alcohol content of 0.08
percent or more, in violation of
Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(2),
and (3) driving while intoxicated,
in violation of Vehicle and Traf-
fic Law §1192(3), all unclassified
misdemeanors, and three traffic
infractions. On August 18, 2021,
in Nassau County District Court
the respondent pleaded guilty to
aggravated driving while intoxi-
cated, in violation of Vehicle and
Traffic Law §1192(2-a)(a), in satis-
faction of all of the charges. Dur-
ing his plea, the respondent admit-
ted to operating a motor vehicle
on a public roadway with a blood
alcohol content of 0.18 percent
or higher after drinking “some
beers.” The respondent was sen-
tenced to a term of incarceration
of seven days and a conditional
discharge of one year, with the
conditions that his driver license
be revoked for one year, that he
install an ignition interlock device
in any vehicle that he owned or
operated for one year, that he
remain in an alcohol treatment
program, that he complete the
Impaired Driver Program, and that
he attend a Victim Impact Panel.
He was also required to pay $1,395
in fines and surcharges.

The Grievance Committee
also advised this Court that, in
an unrelated matter, on March
7, 2021, and while the matter in
Nassau County District Court was
still pending, the respondent was
arrested in Southold and charged
with driving while intoxicated,
in violation of Vehicle and Traf-
fic Law §1192(3), an unclassified
misdemeanor, and refusal to sub-
mit to a breath test, in violation of

Vehicle and Traffic Law §1194(1)
(b). The allegations against the
respondent included, inter alia,
that a 911 call was received report-
ing that a vehicle was driving in
an erratic manner by randomly
stopping and making U-turns. A
police officer arrived at the scene
and observed the vehicle make
a U-turn. The police officer con-
ducted a traffic stop, and, upon
finding the respondent to be driv-
ing the vehicle, determined that
the respondent was intoxicated.
The respondent refused to submit
to chemical testing to determine
his blood alcohol content. On
February 11, 2022, the respon-
dent pleaded guilty to driving
while intoxicated, in violation of
Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(3).
At his plea and sentencing, the
respondent admitted to drinking
at least six to seven beers prior
to or during the operation of his
vehicle and that this rendered him
intoxicated. The respondent was
sentenced to a term of incarcera-
tion of 45 days, his driver license
was revoked for 18 months, and
he was required to pay $1,400 in
fines and surcharges.

By order to show cause dated
January 12, 2023, this Court, pur-
suant to 22 NYCRR 1240.12(c)(3)
(iii), directed the respondent to
show cause at a hearing before
Honorable Peter B. Skelos, as Spe-
cial Referee, why a final order of
suspension, censure, or disbar-
ment should not be made based
on his convictions of aggravated
driving while intoxicated and driv-
ing while intoxicated, in violation
of Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(2-
a)(a) and (3), respectively, both
unclassified misdemeanors.

After a hearing on April 25,
2023, the Special Referee filed
a report dated January 2, 2024,
setting forth his finding that the
respondent failed to establish
that a sanction of public disci-
pline should not be imposed. The
Grievance Committee now moves
to confirm the Special Referee’s
report and to impose such disci-
pline upon the respondent as this
Court deems just and proper. The
respondent submits no papers in
response to the Special Referee’s
report or the Grievance Commit-
tee’s motion.

Prior to his hearing before the
Special Referee, the respondent
submitted an affidavit attesting
that he had completed all aspects
of the Nassau County District
Court sentence, except that he
was not eligible for the Impaired
Driver Program at that time. He
attested that he was continuing
his alcohol treatment program
and that, with regard to his South-
old conviction, he had completed
his jail sentence but had yet to
pay his fine. He stated that he had
not timely filed a record of his con-
victions with this Court because
he “was distraught and extremely
emotionally impaired” following

his incarceration but had sent
the Grievance Committee a letter
dated January 14, 2022, providing
information about both his first
conviction and second arrest,
and another letter dated March
23, 2022, regarding, among other
things, his second conviction.

At the hearing before the Spe-
cial Referee, the respondent did
not dispute his criminal convic-
tions and presented only mitiga-
tion evidence, including that, in
the time leading up to his arrests,
he was very troubled to be out
of work due to the COVID-19
pandemic and had experienced
personal challenges including the
ending of a long-term relationship.
He further noted his unblemished
disciplinary record during his 32
years of practice of the law and
that he took full responsibility for
his “bad choices,” had accepted
his punishment, served jail time
twice, and had paid all of the fines
assessed against him. The respon-
dent expressed gratitude that no
one was injured by his impaired
driving, as well as his awareness
that his conduct endangered
lives. He testified that he had
successfully completed treatment,
including individual and group
therapy, as well as random urine
tests which all showed negative
results for alcohol, and that he
had stopped drinking alcohol. The
respondent submitted an affirma-
tion of his therapist, stating, inter
alia, that the respondent had com-
pleted alcohol treatment and was
emotionally and psychologically
stable. The respondent further
testified that he had secured
rewarding employment at a reha-
bilitation and nursing center in
client services and that he could
commute to this employment by
bus, as his driver license had not
been reinstated.

In a report dated January 2,
2024, the Special Referee summa-
rized the evidence in the record
and found no aggravating factors.
In mitigation, the Special Referee
found that the respondent had
taken full responsibility for the
conduct which resulted in his
convictions, completed the terms
of his sentencing, including his
incarceration and early release,
engaged in therapeutic treatment
for about 1% years, received nega-
tive chemical testing results, and
had not practiced law in the three
years prior to the hearing but was
engaged in non-legal employment
which brought him personal satis-
faction from helping others. The
Special Referee concluded that,
in light of the respondent’s two
convictions, and not withstand-
ing the mitigating evidence and
absence of aggravating circum-
stances, the respondent failed to
establish that a sanction of public
discipline should not be imposed.

The Grievance Committee
moves to confirm the Special
Referee’s report and  » pages

Calendar of Events

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18
New York City Bar (Non CLE)

Fall Gathering for Solos and Small
Firms
6 p.m.-8p.m.
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=SLF091825&m
code=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org
America’s Trial: Torture and the
9/11 Case on Guantanamo Bay :
A Book Release and Discussion
6:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m.
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Event
Detail?EventKey=MVA091825&m
code=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact:
212-382-6663 or customerrela-
tions@nycbar.org

WEDNESDAY, SEPT. 24
New York City Bar (Non CLE)

vLex Fastcase - Efficient Searching
Webinar
3p.m.-3:30 p.m.
Registration Link: https://servic-
es.nycbar.org/EventDetail?Event
Key=fas092425&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

THURSDAY, SEPT. 25
New York City Bar (Non CLE)

Law Student Welcome Reception
6 p.m.-8p.m.
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Event
Detail?EventKey=LSWR092525&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

FRIDAY, SEPT. 26
New York City Bar (CLE)

Restaurant Law Conference
9a.m.-5p.m.
5.5 CLE credits
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Res-
taurantLaw/
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org

MONDAY, SEPT. 29
New York City Bar (CLE)

Ethical Considerations for
Corporate Investigations:
Views from All Sides
2p.m.-5p.m.

3 CLE credits

Registration Link: https://
services.nycbar.org/
EventDetail?EventKey=_

WEB91025&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom

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

TUESDAY, SEPT. 30

Federal Bar Council (CLE)
Federal Rules Update
5:30 p.m. - 7:30 p.m.
Thurgood Marshall United States
Courthouse, 40 Foley Square
2 CLE credits
https://fbc.users.membersuite.
com/events/a5720928-0078-
¢800-c20c-0b4884a569d6/
details

New York City Bar (Non CLE)
vLex Fastcase - Vincent Al for
Estate Planning
3p.m.-4p.m.
Registration Link: https://servic-
es.nycbar.org/EventDetail?Event
Key=fas093025&mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact:
212-382-6663 or customerrela-
tions@nycbar.org
BootCamp: Basic Training for Law-
yers
9a.m.-2p.m.
In-Person Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=BOOT2025&m
code=NYLJ
Location: 42 West 44th Street
Contact: 212-382-6663 or cus-
tomerrelations@nycbar.org
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tion poised to transform the global
economy—I am excited to carry
forward the learnings [ developed
over my career,” Nowbar wrote.
“My goal is to help organizations
embrace disruptive technolo-
gies responsibly and sustainably
to drive economic and societal
impact.”

In the post, Nowbar said, “I
want to thank everyone who has
been part of this journey: family,
mentors, colleagues, and friends.
I am profoundly grateful for your
guidance, support, and the fun we
shared along the way, and I look
forward to sharing what’s next.”

Nowbar was among the longest-
serving employees of Microsoft’s
legal department. An American
immigrant born in Iran, Nowbar

was working at a law firm when
the release of Windows 95 so
impressed him that he applied to
work at Microsoft.

Palmer has been with Micro-
soft since 2010, when he joined as
senior attorney. A slew of promo-
tions followed—assistant general
counsel in 2012, associate general
counsel in 2015, head of litigation
in 2019 and GC in 2023.

A company spokesman said
employees learned in a March 2025
internal memo that Nowbar would
be leaving. He wasn'’t fired, the
spokesman said, and there weren’t
disputes surrounding his departure.

It’s not clear why Microsoft did
not announce Palmer’s promo-
tion or Nowbar’s departure. The
spokesman said the company
doesn’t announce every hiring.
However, in June it did announce
two appointments that fell below
Nowbar in the legal department

hierarchy: the promotion of C.J.
Mahoney, a trade official during
the first Trump administration, to
become the company’s second gen-
eral counsel, and the hiring of Lisa
Monaco, who was deputy attorney
general in the Biden administration
and homeland security adviser in
the Obama administration, as presi-
dent of global affairs.

Veteran in-house observer Jason
Winmill, managing partner of the
consultancy Argopoint, called Now-
bar’s departure “a bit of a head-
scratcher.”

He added: “We see an incred-
ibly accomplished, well-connect-
ed senior legal executive making
a transition that is unexpected.
What's also unexpected is there
doesn’t seem to be any follow-up
communication from Microsoft.”

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

Matter of Furber
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subsequently charged by Supe-
rior Court Information (SCI) No.
72584/22 in the Supreme Court,
Westchester County, with one
count of aggravated driving while
intoxicated with a child, in viola-
tion of Vehicle and Traffic Law
§1192(2-a)(b), a felony, and driv-
ing while intoxicated, in violation
of Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(3),
an unclassified misdemeanor. On
January 24, 2023, the respondent
pleaded guilty to count two of the
SCI, driving while intoxicated, in
violation of Vehicle and Traffic
Law §1192(3). The respondent was
placed on interim probation, which
included the following conditions:
being barred from driving, contin-
ued compliance with any treat-
ment he was engaged in, 50 hours
of community service, a Mothers
Against Drunk Driving impact pan-
el, an alcohol monitoring device,
and completion of a parenting
skills program. The respondent’s
sentencing was adjourned to Janu-
ary 23, 2024, for the respondent to
satisfy the conditions of the plea.

On December 21, 2023, this
Court issued an order to show
cause directing the respondent to
show cause at a hearing before the
Special Referee why a final order
of suspension, censure, or disbar-
ment should not be made based on
the respondent’s criminal convic-
tion in Westchester County.

On January 23, 2024, the respon-
dent was sentenced to a period
of three years of probation, with
credit for one year served, a $500
fine, driver license revocation for
a period of six months, the installa-
tion of an ignition interlock device,
150 hours of community service,
which the respondent completed
prior to sentencing, and comple-
tion of the Impaired Drivers Pro-
gram.

At the hearing before the Special
Referee, the respondent testified
that he had always wanted to go
to law school and that he sought to
serve the public, having worked as
an Assistant District Attorney for
approximately nine years before

leaving for private practice. As to
his arrest, he was ashamed and
filled with regret regarding his
actions.

After the respondent’s arrest,
he began alcohol counseling and
was diagnosed with minor alcohol
use disorder. He was treated once
weekly from October 2021 through
October 2022, and despite complet-
ing treatment, the respondent still
sought weekly treatment with the
counselor. The respondent further
testified that he attended an alco-
hol accountability group, You Are
Accountable, and worked with a
counselor on goal setting and
implementation. The respondent
further sought treatment from a
psychiatrist, who diagnosed the
respondent with low-level anxiety
and prescribed him medication,
and the respondent continued to
seek treatment from that psychia-
trist.

After his arrest, the respondent
volunteered with a food pantry in
Port Chester for approximately a
year and a half, at which point he
joined the board of directors for
the organization that operated the
food pantry. The respondent, as
part of his sentence, was ordered
to perform 150 hours of community
service; however, by the end of the
first year of his interim probation,
he had completed 180 hours of ser-
vice with the food pantry.

The respondent testified that he
had not had a drink of alcohol since
the night of the incident and that
he no longer drank alcohol. The
respondent further testified that
this incident led to an investigation
by Child Protective Services, but
the ultimate result of that investiga-
tion was a “no finding.”

The respondent admitted that
while many of the actions he took
after his arrest were voluntary, he
was aware that the actions would
be favorable with respect to the
resolution of his criminal matter
and that his activities were report-
ed to the Westchester County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office in relation
to negotiating a plea agreement.
Further, the respondent admitted
that despite the field test report
from the night of the arrest indi-
cating that the respondent advised

the police he had had one drink,
the respondent in fact had had 3%
drinks.

The respondent submitted char-
acter letters and had witnesses tes-
tify on his behalf as to his good
character.

By report dated May 14, 2024,
the Special Referee found and
concluded that the respondent
had not demonstrated why a final
order of suspension, censure, or
disbarment should not be made
based on his criminal conviction.

The Grievance Committee now
moves to confirm the Special Ref-
eree’s report. The respondent
cross-moves to disaffirm the Spe-
cial Referee’s report and direct
the Grievance Committee to issue
a private admonition or, in the
alternative, to impose a sanction
no greater than a public censure.

Findings and Conclusion

We find that the Special Ref-
eree properly concluded that the
respondent failed to meet his bur-
den of establishing why this Court
should not issue a final order of
suspension, censure, or disbar-
ment based on his conviction of
Vehicle and Traffic Law §1192(3)
on January 24, 2023. In view of the
evidence adduced, the Grievance
Committee’s motion to confirm the
Special Referee’s report is granted.
The respondent’s cross-motion is
denied.

In determining an appropriate
measure of discipline, this Court
considered, inter alia, the respon-
dent’s history of civil service, his
remorse, the efforts made to rectify
the consequences of his convic-
tion, and the substantial character
evidence presented. Nevertheless,
the respondent made the decision
to drive while intoxicated, with
his minor daughter in the vehicle,
causing the respondent’s vehicle
to drift to the side of the road and
strike a tree, which then spun his
vehicle, causing it to strike a curb.

Under the totality of the circum-
stances, we find that the respon-
dent’s conduct warrants his sus-
pension from the practice of law
for a period of six months.

All concur.
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their own conduct. The court con-
cluded that “it makes sense” that
“Congress treats the payments of
tax and the imposition of penalties
differently.”

As the final piece, the court
returned to Bartenwerfer, and
reviewed the Supreme Court’s rea-
soning, namely the court’s reliance
on common law fraud principles
that establish “innocent people
are sometimes held liable for fraud
they did not personally commit.”

The Third Circuit rejected Mur-
rin’s argument that Bartenwerfer
was inapplicable to §6501(c)(1)
since Bartenwerfer had been held
liable for fraud committed by her
partner and “tax-return preparers
are not agents.”

Instead, the court found that
Bartenwerfer's approach to pas-
sive-voice phrases is more general
in that it “pulls the actor off the
stage,” regardless of the type of
fraud at issue.

The court further noted that
the Supreme Court’s last opinion
interpreting §6501(c)(1), Badaracco
v. Commissioner, 464 U.S. 386, 391
(1984), aligns with Bartenwerfer's
analysis, specifically that the stat-
ute of limitations “must receive a

strict construction in favor of the
government.”

BASR Partnership

In Murrin, the Third Circuit
acknowledged that the Federal
Circuit had concluded that the
extension of the limitations peri-
od pursuant to §6501(c)(1) is only
available when the taxpayer acted
with fraudulent intent.

In BASR Partnership, a family
partnership entered into a series
of transactions designed by a
lawyer to reduce the partners’
tax liabilities following the sale of
a printing business. Eleven years
later the IRS sent a final partner-
ship administrative adjustment
(FPAA) to the partnership, finding
that the transactions lacked eco-
nomic substance, and adjusted the
tax liabilities accordingly.

Unlike Murrin who opted to liti-
gate the assessment in Tax Court,
the taxpayers in BASR Partnership
paid the tax and sued for a refund
in the Court of Federal Claims. The
taxpayers then filed a motion for
summary judgment arguing that the
adjustments and increased tax liabil-
ity were untimely under §6501(a).

The IRS conceded that the tax-
payers lacked fraudulent intent but
argued that the lawyer had acted
with the requisite intent when he

recommended the structure of the
partnership. The court rejected
this argument and agreed with the
taxpayers that the lawyer’s fraud
was too remote to toll the statute
of limitations.

The IRS then appealed to the
Federal Circuit. With the notable
difference that the case predated

in the code, and unlike the Third
Circuit, concluded that these provi-
sions strongly suggest that the code
“confines the ‘intent to evade tax’
inquiry to the taxpayer’s intent.”
Finally, Chen addressed the Tax
Court’s contrary interpretation
in Allen v. Commissioner, 128 T.C.
37 (2007), which the Third Circuit

The court also looked at whether its interpretation was
congruous with other sections of the code, specifically the
fact that taxpayers are only subject to a civil fraud penalty

based on their own conduct.

Bartenwerfer's approach to passive
statutory language by eight years,
Judge Raymond Chen’s majority
opinion followed the same general
approach as the Third Circuit—look-
ing to the statutory text, context, and
precedent—but arrived at a different
interpretation of the statute.

Chen first examined the words
of §6501(c)(1), and unlike the Third
Circuit, reasoned that “silence
alone does not automatically com-
pel the conclusion” that Congress
envisioned that third party intent
could suspend the statute of limi-
tations.

Without finding a clear answer to
the question of whose intent mat-
ters in the statutory text, the court
looked to other fraud provisions

described as “well-trod ground.”
Chen pointed out that Allen did
not consider the larger statutory
scheme and distinguished that case
on the ground that it involved fraud
by the return-preparer, as opposed
to the lawyer who advised the tax-
payers in BASR Partnership, who
was one step removed from the
preparation of the fraudulent return.

Judge Kathleen M. O’'Malley con-
curred in Chen’s decision agreeing
that “it is the taxpayer (or possibly
his authorized agent) who must
have the requisite ‘intent to evade
tax,” and that the IRS’s assessment
was untimely.

Judge O’Malley, however, con-
cluded that the case was governed
by 26 U.S.C. §6229, which fixes

the limitations period for making
assessments attributable to part-
nership items.

In a dissenting opinion, Chief
Judge Sharon Prost found §6501(c)
(1) unambiguously “places no limits
on who must have the intent” and
disagreed with the majority’s analy-
sis of how the statute fits with other
fraud-related provisions of the code.

Rather, Prost argued that the
express references to “the peti-
tioner” or a “partner” in other pro-
visions show that Congress knew
how to limit intent if it so wished.

Conclusion

In a footnote in Murrin, the Third
Circuit noted that its treatment of
§6501(c)(1) aligned with the Sec-
ond Circuit’s decision in City Wide
Transit, Inc. v. Commissioner, 709
F.3d 102 (2d Cir. 2013).

In City Wide, however, an
accountant had filed fraudulent
tax returns on behalf of a client
to facilitate his embezzlement of
funds the client had allocated to
pay its tax liabilities, and the Tax
Court had rejected the commis-
sioner’s attempt to trigger §6501(c)
(1), finding that the accountant’s
actions did not support a finding
of fraudulent intent and instead
were an “incidental consequence”
of efforts to cover up his embezzle-

ment scheme. City Wide Transit, Inc.
v. Comm’r, 102 T.C.M. 542 (2011).
On appeal, the Second Circuit
described the question before it as
“very narrow” and rejected the Tax
Court’s focus on the “incidental”
nature of the accountant’s fraud
as “inappropriately substitut[ing]
motive for intent.”

Given the taxpayer’s concession
that §6501(c)(1) would apply if the
accountant had filed its returns
with the requisite intent, unlike the
Third Circuit in Murrin, the Second
Circuit did not have occasion to
analyze the statutory language.

Until the Supreme Court
addresses the split between the
Federal Circuit and the Third Cir-
cuit, practitioners representing
affected taxpayers should advise
their clients of the potential ben-
efits of paying the assessed tax and
challenging the IRS’s invocation of
§6501(c)(1) in the Court of Federal
Claims, as opposed to litigating in
the Tax Court.

Assuming the Federal Circuit
stands by its decision in BASR
Fartnership, litigating in that forum
offers taxpayers who can afford
to pay the assessment pending
a claim for a refund an opportu-
nity to avoid the harsh outcome
of an extended limitations period
based on their tax professional’s
misconduct.

Zone
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the door to broader reinterpreta-
tions of the doctrine.

The throughline across these
cases is judicial restraint. The zone
of danger doctrine is not designed
to reach every case of genuine
emotional harm.

It is a narrow, purpose-built
exception that rests on clear cri-
teria, physical danger, contempora-
neous observation, and close legal
kinship, not subjective emotional
bonds. This disciplined approach
has preserved the doctrine’s legiti-
macy, even in the face of changing
social norms.

Companion Animals:
Valued, but Still Property

To many New Yorkers, pets are
not just animals; they are com-
panions, confidants, and, in many
households, surrogate children.
Courts have acknowledged as
much in their rhetoric, recogniz-
ing that a pet is not just a thing
and occupies a special place in its
owner’s life.

New York law has been unequiv-
ocal: pets are classified as personal
property. Emotional damages aris-
ing from a pet’s injury or death
are not recoverable, even when
the circumstances prove to be
devastating.

The principle was clearly articu-
lated in Schrage v. Hatzlacha Cab
Corp., 13 A.D.3d 150 (2004) where
the First Department held that a
pet’s death caused by negligence
did not give rise to a claim for emo-
tional harm.

The court reaffirmed that a dog,
no matter how beloved, is prop-
erty, and the owner’s remedies are
limited to economic damages.

The same conclusion was
reached in Johnson v. Douglas, 187

Misc.2d 509 (2001), where the court
rejected emotional distress dam-
ages for the negligent destruction
of a dog. see also Young v. Delta
Air Lines, Inc., 78 A.D.2d 616 (1980)
(where the court reaffirmed that
New York law does not permit
recovery for mental suffering or
emotional disturbance as an ele-
ment of damages for the loss of
property, including pets).

Some trial courts have gestured
toward a more compassionate
view. In Corso v. Crawford Dog and
Cat Hospital, Inc., 97 Misc.2d 530
(1979), the court noted that a pet
is not simply an item of personal
property but occupies a special
place between a person and a piece
of property. In Travis v. Murray, 42
Misc.3d 447 (2013), a matrimonial
court declined to treat a dog as a
mere chattel in a divorce proceed-
ing.

These decisions are the excep-
tion, not the rule. They do not alter
the controlling doctrine in tort law.
In fact, Travis v. Murray was later
superseded by statute, reinforcing
the Legislature’s role in redefining
the legal status of animals, not the
judiciary’s.

The law is clear: emotional harm
caused by the loss or injury of a pet
is not compensable in tort unless
the plaintiff independently satis-
fies the narrow requirements of
the zone of danger doctrine.

That doctrine requires fear for
one’s own physical safety, not
merely grief over another’s death,
animal or human. While courts may
acknowledge the emotional toll of
losing a pet, they have repeatedly
declined to transform that recogni-
tion into a basis for legal recovery.

Why Expanding Zone of
Danger Recovery
Is Doctrinally Incoherent

Expanding New York’s zone of
danger doctrine to include emo-

tional distress over the death of
a pet would not merely stretch
existing precedent, it would rup-
ture the doctrine’s core structure.
The rule’s legitimacy has always
depended on its restraint.

It draws enforceable lines
between compensable and non-
compensable harm, not based on
emotional intensity, but on objec-
tive, administrable criteria. Adding
companion animals to the category
of immediate family would unmoor
the doctrine from its legal founda-

within the family unit. In Greene v.
Esplanade Venture Partnership, the
Court of Appeals allowed recovery
for a grandmother who witnessed
her granddaughter’s death, but
only after grounding the decision
in existing statutory recognition
of grandparental rights under the
Domestic Relations Law. Greene,
36 N.Y.3d.

The court took pains to clarify
that it was not opening the door
to broader expansion. Greene
underscores the court’s careful

However, the court’s suggestion that witnessing the death
of a dog may support a bystander claim under the zone

of danger rule disregards decades of New York precedent
limiting recovery to those who witness harm to immediate

family members.

tions and invite precisely the kind
of speculative, subjective claims it
was designed to avoid.

The trial court in DeBlase v. Hill
acknowledged that Nan DeBlase
feared for her own safety when her
son’s dog was struck and killed in
a crosswalk. That finding certainly
placed her within the zone of physi-
cal danger.

However, the court’s suggestion
that witnessing the death of a dog
may support a bystander claim
under the zone of danger rule dis-
regards decades of New York prec-
edent limiting recovery to those
who witness harm to immediate
family members.

It is precisely in close-call cases
like Trombetta v. Conkling, where
the plaintiff had been raised by the
decedent, or Thompson v. Dhaiti,
where the stepdaughter was finan-
cially and emotionally dependent
on the victim, that the Court of
Appeals and Appellate Divisions
have declined to extend the zone.

Pets, however cherished, do
not share a recognized legal status

approach; expansion is permitted
only when the class of claimants
already enjoys a legally defined
familial role.

The zone of danger doctrine has
never been a vehicle for compen-
sating grief alone. It is premised
on a narrow category of emotional
injuries rooted in the plaintiff’s own
physical peril.

As the court stated in Bovsun,
the tort compensates not simply
for the loss of another, but for the
emotional disturbance resulting
from a direct personal threat of
physical harm. Bovsun, 61 N.Y.2d
at 230. DeBlase reconfigures that
formula.

It centers on the emotional loss
of the pet, not the plaintiff’s fear for
her own safety. Although a subtle
shift, it remains radical.

It is the Legislature that has
created criminal protections for
animals, custody rights in divorce,
and estate planning options for pet
trusts. If New York wishes to recog-
nize a new category of emotional
harm tied to the loss of animals,

that is a question for the Legisla-
ture.

Parallel Legislative Restrain:
Grieving Families Act and
The Role of Statutes

New York has a long tradition of
grounding recovery for emotional
and wrongful death damages in
clear statutory frameworks. This
tradition underscores the judicia-
ry’s reluctance to expand emo-
tional distress recovery outside
well-defined legislative channels.

The Estates, Powers, and Trusts
Law (EPTL) confines wrongful
death recovery to the decedent’s
“distributees”, as defined by EPTL
§4-1.1, reflecting the state’s inheri-
tance chart. Damages are appor-
tioned among distributees based
on their pecuniary losses, not
emotional anguish. Stepchildren,
romantic partners, or even siblings
may be excluded entirely unless
they qualify under the statute.

Efforts to change that paradigm
have taken the form of proposed
legislation like the Grieving Fami-
lies Act. That Act seeks to expand
wrongful death recovery to include
non-economic losses, such as grief
and loss of companionship, and to
broaden the class of eligible plain-
tiffs to include domestic partners
and other close family members.

Despite passing both houses
of the legislature multiple times,
the bill has been vetoed due to
concerns over insurance costs,
litigation burdens, and ambiguous
definitional standards.

These legislative debates mirror
the same policy concerns animat-
ing the judiciary’s tight control
over the zone of danger doctrine:
the need to limit liability to a con-
trollable degree.

Just as courts have declined to
expand the class of zone of danger
plaintiffs beyond traditional family
relationships, the legislature has

been cautious in extending wrong-
ful death recovery beyond pecu-
niary loss and statutorily defined
distributees.

Importantly, while the Griev-
ing Families Act reflects an ongo-
ing policy conversation, there
is no comparable bill seeking to
expand the zone of danger doctrine
to include pets or other non-human
companions.

Judicial restraint in tort expan-
sion is not judicial coldness. It is
fidelity to the rule of law. Where
legislative bodies have hesitated
to act, courts should be even more
cautious about creating new cat-
egories of emotional harm.

Leave Change
To the Legislature

The emotional bond between
people and their pets is undeni-
able. New York’s zone of danger
doctrine confines recovery for
emotional distress to plaintiffs
who were physically endangered
and who witnessed the death or
injury of a narrowly defined class
of close family members.

Expanding that doctrine to
include pet owners would under-
mine decades of doctrinal consis-
tency.

The trial court’s decision in
DeBlase v. Hill may have been
well-intentioned, but it signals a
shift that the Court of Appeals has
resisted. The judiciary has drawn
the outer limits of bystander recov-
ery with extraordinary care.

That line should not be moved
based on emotional intuition. We
await to see what the Second Depart-
ment does on this matter. If New York
is to recognize emotional damages
for the death of a pet, it should do
so through clear, legislative action,
not through case-by-case judicial
improvisation. The zone of danger
doctrine was never meant to stretch.
It was meant to hold.

‘Flinton’
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outcome does not wipe away the
stain of an earlier Appointments
Clause offense nor does it obviate
the need for a different ALJ.

The New York tribunal con-
curred that Lucia did not autho-
rize halfway measures. Wherever
a previous judgment is “tainted
with an [A]ppointments [Clause]
violation,” opined Circuit Judge
Lee, nothing less than total relief
will suffice. Merits-based vacaturs
simply cannot surmount the diffi-
culty inherent in asking the same
adjudicator to consider the matter
as if she had not heard it before.
Flinton, supra, slip op. at 15-16
(internal citations and quotations
omitted).

Notwithstanding that the Sec-
ond Circuit made common cause
with the Ninth and Fourth, the pan-
el was eminently fair in expositing
the contrary view, as exemplified

by the Eleventh Circuit in Raper
v. Commissioner of Social Security,
89 F.4th 1261 (11th Cir. 2024), cert.
denied sub nom., Raper v. O’Malley,
__US.__,1458. Ct. 984 (2024).
There the southern tribunal ruled
that a merits-based vacatur of an
administrative decision effectively
stamps out an earlier Appoint-
ments Clause infraction.

The Eleventh Circuit’s rationale
was threefold: vacatur eradicates
the original decision; erasing the
prior judgment moots Lucia’s reme-
dial aim of encouraging constitu-
tional challenges; and reverting to
the same ALJ is equivalent to an
appellate remand to a trial court.
As such, nothing should forestall
the same official from presiding
over a second hearing, assuming,
of course, there has been an inter-
vening reappointment consonant
with Article II.

Flinton was unmoved. The Sec-
ond Circuit steadfastly maintained
that Lucia not only mandates a
hearing de novo before a properly

seated administrative law judge,
it likewise prohibits the original
adjudicator from hearing the con-
troversy for a second time. “There
would be no need for the second
component of the remedy if any
Appointments Clause violation

bunal was “not at liberty to create
one here.” Having “suffered an unal-
leviated Appointments Clause vio-
lation,” this plaintiff had the right
to a substitute ALJ.

For sake of completeness, the
Second Circuit characterized as

The Appointments Clause is constantly evolving, and we
look forward to the Supreme Court continuing in its never-
ending task of refining that vital guarantor of liberty.

were fully ameliorated by a ple-
nary hearing before any properly
appointed ALJ” (internal quotation
and citation omitted). In contradis-
tinction to its southernmost peer,
this appellate court declined to
interpret Lucia’s “proffered ratio-
nales as imposing preconditions”
for the application of particular
solutions.

In sum, Flinton concluded that
Lucia “did not carve out any excep-
tions” to its well-defined response
to Article Il violations, and this tri-

a “nonstarter” the government’s
assertion that reversion to the
identical hearing officer was per-
missible. While acknowledging
the adjudicator’s second decision
“did materially differ from his ear-
lier determination,” that was not
enough to assuage the panel’s
grave doubts that this same ALJ
had truly reconsidered the matter
anew.

Almost as an aside, the tribu-
nal took a final note of the Ninth
Circuit’s apparent willingness to

indulge in an “ad hoc exercise” of
quantifying any taint to a follow-on
decision rendered by a returning
adjudicator.

Disinclined to endorse any such
additional inquiry, the Second Cir-
cuit cast itself more in line with
the Fourth Circuit’s stance, agree-
ing that, even if the same apoin-
tee subsequently takes office in
a manner consistent with Article
II, there is irreversible contamina-
tion from the initial Appointments
Clause miscue.

For its coda, the appellate bench
reaffirmed that Lucia’s directives
control, most especially its com-
mand that the best relief for an
Article Il transgression is proceed-
ing anew before a fresh ALJ. Said
landmark makes no exemptions for
merits-based vacaturs, and “does
not invite ex post scrutiny” to deter-
mine if a hearing officer’s second
holding is “dissimilar enough...to
be sufficiently untainted” by the
initial decision.

Indeed, the Second Circuit found

persuasive the claimant’s allega-
tion that failing to refer a case to a
different administrative law judge
whenever there is a merits-based
vacatur, while awarding a new ALJ
to a litigant who had endured only
a constitutional infraction, would
cast dysfunction into the Supreme
Court’s well-crafted framework for
resolving Appointments Clause
controversies.

Flinton aptly illustrates that the
appellate courts are in discord
regarding the appropriate rem-
edy for an Appointments Clause
violation; high Court intervention
is therefore inevitable. Just as
Lucia gave impetus to the current
disharmony, we forecast that Ken-
nedy and Flinton both shall be the
progenitors of new constitutional
challenges predicated upon differ-
ent aspects of Article II. In sum, the
Appointments Clause is constantly
evolving, and we look forward to
the Supreme Court continuing in its
never-ending task of refining that
vital guarantor of liberty.

Pardons

« Continued from page 5
er indisputably “may be exercised
at any time after its commission,
either before legal proceedings are
taken, or during their pendency, or
after conviction and judgment.” Ex
Parte Garland, 71 U.S. 333 (1866).
Famously, President Ford pardoned
Richard Nixon prior to the filing
of any Watergate-related charges
against him.

Pardons also differ qualita-
tively from criminal cases. As
the Supreme Court has noted,

“[c]lemency proceedings are not
part of the trial — or even of the
adjudicatory process.

They do not determine the guilt
or innocence of the defendant
and are not intended primarily to
enhance the reliability of the trial
process. They are conducted by
the executive branch, independent
of direct appeal and collateral
relief...” Ohio Adult Parole Auth.
v. Woodard. 523 U.S. 272, 284 (1998).

Due to the political nature of the
process, at least one federal court
has ruled that counsel seeking a
pardon are acting principally as
lobbyists, not lawyers, and thus

their communications may not
be covered by the attorney-client
or work product privileges. See
In re Grand Jury Subpoenas Dated
March 9, 2001 , 179 F.Supp. 2d 270
(S.D.N.Y. 2001).

Conclusion

Given the absence of guidance in
almost every jurisdiction, a lawyer
contemplating a contingent fee for
seeking a pardon must tread very
carefully, especially in pre-convic-
tion or pre-indictment settings,
where it is much more likely that
abar ethics committee scrutinizing

the arrangement would consider
such work to be in relation to “a
criminal case.”

As the legal market for pardon
work continues to evolve, it is prob-
ably only a matter of time before a
court or ethics panel will confront
this issue.

Some will argue that contingent
fees would add to the appearance
of a pay-to-play culture that already
allegedly surrounds the pardon
process, and for that reason alone
should be banned in this context.

On the other hand, the conflict
of interest that Rule 1.5(d) is pri-
marily concerned with in criminal

cases simply does not apply in
most pardon applications, where
there are no longer any potentially
fraught decisions related to taking
a guilty plea, for instance.

And assuming the president (as
is most likely) does not grant the
pardon, the contingent client is no
worse off, from either a financial
or litigation standpoint, than the
status quo ante.

There is also a public policy
argument to consider. As the for-
mer DOJ Pardon Attorney recently
told Bloomberg in bemoaning the
present situation with pardons,
“it seems like ordinary people

who don’t have the resources to
hire a lobbyist or well-connected
lawyer and don’t have political con-
nections and access to the White
House front door are not being
considered for clemency at all.”

If that’s true, then allowing
contingent fee arrangements in
connection with pardon peti-
tions might benefit those less
privileged applicants (including
non-white collar offenders) who
would otherwise not be able to
afford to hire clemency counsel
out of pocket, especially to pursue
a cause that is always going to be
a legal longshot.
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Disciplinary Proceedings

Matter of Halton

« Continued from page 6
for this Court to impose such dis-
cipline upon the respondent as it
may deem just and proper. The
Grievance Committee notes that
the respondent has no disciplin-
ary history.

The respondent does not cross-
move or submit any response to
the Grievance Committee’s motion.

Findings and Conclusion

In view of the evidence adduced,
the Grievance Committee’s motion
to confirm the Special Referee’s
report is granted. Under the total-
ity of the circumstances, including
evidence that the respondent com-
pleted the terms of his sentencing,
engaged in therapy, has remained
sober, and has secured rewarding
non-legal employment, the respon-
dent is publicly censured for the
unlawful conduct that resulted
in his convictions of aggravated
driving while intoxicated and driv-
ing while intoxicated (see Matter
of Lovell, 232 AD3d 64; Matter of
Battaglia, 177 AD3d 16).

All concur.

— e min—

Matter of Andrew F. Plasse,
an attorney
and counselor-at-law

Motion No. 2022-06115

Appellate Division,
Second Department

Lasalle, PJ., Dillon, Duffy,
Barros, Christopher, JJ.

Decided: September 10, 2025

David W. Chandler, Brooklyn, NY
(Susan Korenberg of counsel), for
petitioner.

Michael S. Ross, New York, NY
(Eugene Gormakh of counsel), for
respondent.

—innenm—

Per curiam—The Grievance
Committee for the Second, Elev-
enth, and Thirteenth Judicial
Districts commenced a formal
disciplinary proceeding pursuant
to 22 NYCRR 1240.8 against the
respondent by serving and filing
a notice of petition and a verified
petition, both dated July 14, 2022.
The petition contains four charges
of professional misconduct. The
respondent served and filed an
answer dated August 29, 2022. By
decision and order on application
dated October 19, 2023, this Court,
pursuant to 22 NYCRR 1240.8(b)
(1), referred the matter to the Hon-
orable David B. Vaughan, as Spe-
cial Referee, to hear and report. In
a report dated July 22, 2024, the
Special Referee sustained the four
charges in the petition. By notice of
motion dated September 19, 2024,
the Grievance Committee moves
to confirm the Special Referee’s
report and to impose such disci-
pline upon the respondent as this
Court deems just and proper. In
response, the respondent submits
an affirmation in which he does
not oppose the Special Referee’s
findings but offers arguments in
mitigation and requests that the
discipline imposed be limited to
a six-month suspension.

The Petition

The petition alleges four charg-
es of professional misconduct
surrounding the respondent’s
escrow account. The respondent
maintained an attorney escrow
account at Capital One Bank
entitled “Andrew F. Plasse, IOLA
Attorney Trust Account” with an
account number ending in x-0369
(hereinafter the escrow account).

Charge one alleges that between
February 1, 2018, and March 25,
2019, the respondent deposited
settlement checks into the escrow
account, totaling $305,100.77, on
behalf of 14 clients. Between Sep-
tember 4, 2018, and May 23, 2019,
the respondent made disburse-
ments on behalf of these client
matters and the escrow account
balance repeatedly fell below what
he was required to maintain.

On December 11, 2018, the
respondent was required to be
holding at least $11,621.60 in the
escrow account. However, on that
day, the balance in the escrow
account had been depleted to
$8,689.16, creating a $2,932.44
deficiency.

On January 15, 2019, the respon-
dent was required to be holding
at least $25,037.47 in the escrow
account. However, on that day, the
balance in the escrow account had
been depleted to $21,782.54, creat-
ing a $3,254.93 deficiency.

On February 8, 2019, the respon-
dent was required to be holding
at least $15,656.43 in the escrow
account. However, on that day, the
balance in the escrow account had
been depleted to $6,251.50, creat-
ing a $9,404.93 deficiency.

On March 1, 2019, the respon-
dent was required to be holding
at least $24,378.51 in the escrow
account. However, on that day, the
balance in the escrow account had
been depleted to $7,945.13, creat-
ing a $16,433.38 deficiency.

On April 23, 2019, the respon-
dent was required to be holding
at least $72,980.40 in the escrow
account. However, on that day, the
balance in the escrow account had
been depleted to $63,113.26, creat-
ing a $9,867.14 deficiency.

On May 23, 2019, the respondent
was required to be holding at least
$6,710.23 in the escrow account.
However, on that day, the bal-
ance in the escrow account had
been depleted to $26.32, creating
a $6,683.91 deficiency.

Based on the above, the respon-
dent was charged with engaging in
a pattern and practice of misappro-
priating client funds entrusted to
him as a fiduciary, incident to his
practice of law, in violation of rule
1.15(a) of the Rules of Professional
Conduct (22 NYCRR 1200.0).

Charge two alleges that on March
4, 2019, the respondent deposited
a check into the escrow account
in the amount of $20,241.39, rep-
resenting an earned legal fee on
behalf of the respondent’s client,
Joseph Haggerty. On March 8, 2019,
the respondent deposited a check
into the escrow account in the
amount of $33,264.92, representing
an earned legal fee on behalf of the
respondent’s client, Odell Barks-
dale. Both checks were deposited
into the escrow account while the
respondent maintained client funds
on deposit. Based on the foregoing,
the respondent was charged with
commingling personal funds with
client funds in the escrow account
in violation of rule 1.15(a) of the
Rules of Professional Conduct.

Charge three alleges that
between December 14, 2018, and
May 20, 2019, the respondent rou-
tinely failed to promptly withdraw
earned legal fees from the escrow
account, while he maintained cli-
ent funds on deposit in the escrow
account. Based on the foregoing,
the respondent was charged with
commingling personal funds with
client funds in the escrow account
in violation of rule 1.15(a) of the
Rules of Professional Conduct.

Charge four alleges that the
respondent failed to maintain an
accurate ledger or similar record
for the escrow account showing
the source of all funds deposited
therein, the names of all persons
for whom the funds were held, the
amount of such funds, the descrip-
tion and amounts, and the names
of all persons to whom such funds
were disbursed. Based on the
foregoing, the respondent was
charged with failing to maintain the
required bookkeeping records for
the escrow account in violation of
rule 1.15(d) of the Rules of Profes-
sional Conduct.

The Hearing Record

A hearing was held on March
12, 2024. The Grievance Commit-
tee rested on eight exhibits entered
into evidence without objection
to prove its case in chief. The
respondent admitted to all of the
charges in the petition, testified on
his own behalf in mitigation, and
did not call any witnesses. The
respondent submitted 32 exhibits,
which included 13 character letters
in support of his good character
and reputation.

The respondent testified that he
opened his own practice in 1993
in Manhattan where he handled
workers’ compensation litigation,
prisoner litigation, and personal
injury cases. The respondent’s
office moved to a few different loca-
tions in Manhattan and eventually
to Flushing in 2015. By this point,
the respondent mostly was han-
dling cases involving incarcerated
individuals at Rikers Island, as well
as incarcerated individuals in state
prisons. Although the respondent
does not contest the allegations in
the petition, he offered a number of
exhibits in explanation and in miti-
gation as to each of the charges.

The respondent explained that
while he believes there is a minor
discrepancy in the petition regard-
ing the total amount of settlement
checks in the account, he does not
deny the charge of misappropria-
tion. The respondent testified that
he had written checks amounting
to more than he was holding on
deposit in the escrow account,
resulting in deficiencies ranging
from approximately $3,000 to
$16,000 over a six-month period
from December 2018 to May 2019.

The respondent explained that
in May 2019, he moved his resi-
dence, and that during the move
he lost his physical ledger books
and his office computer was bro-
ken. The respondent stated that he
had kept a running ledger through
QuickBooks on his computer since
2005. Once the respondent real-
ized that his handwritten escrow
ledger and computer ledger were
destroyed during his move in May
2019, he started a new ledger by
creating Microsoft Word docu-
ments for each client using his
Capital One banking application to

advise him how much was avail-
able in the escrow account. How-
ever, with his files destroyed, he
could not determine exactly how
much money belonged to each
client, so he recreated his ledgers
from memory for each client to
the best of his ability. These recre-
ated ledgers are what he provided
during the Grievance Committee’s
investigation. The respondent
acknowledged that there may be
some errors in his recreated led-
gers but stated that it was “not
[his] style, it has never been to
take money from [his] clients.”

The respondent stated that he
knew that the escrow account was
short “a few thousand, I am not
exactly sure,” that he was attempt-
ing to figure it out, and that he
was doing the best he could. The
respondent was not sure how the
deficiencies occurred and acknowl-
edged that any discrepancies were
due to bookkeeping errors on his
part.

The respondent stated that he
now understands the rule regard-
ing earned legal fees in the escrow
account, but asserted that, regard-
ing the two checks he deposited
into the escrow account referenced
in charge two, he was unsure
whether he would be obligated to
satisfy his clients’ liens from his
legal fees and, therefore, he kept
the money in the escrow account
until the liens were resolved. The
respondent stated that he under-
stood that leaving legal fees in the
escrow account for 60 days may
not be considered prompt, and he
apologized for his misinterpreta-
tion of the rule. The respondent
stated that he now removes legal
fees promptly in “quick incre-
ments” and no longer leaves
earned legal fees in the escrow
account.

Regarding the bookkeeping
records, the respondent stated
that he maintained handwritten
individual client ledgers with each
client having a separate page in
his ledger book. The respondent
stated he kept these records for
almost 20 years until he lost them
when he moved in May 2019. How-
ever, the misappropriation of cli-
ent funds charged in charge one
predated the respondent’s move
and the loss of his ledgers.

In addition to the 13 character
letters submitted, the respondent
also submitted evidence of his pro
bono work with incarcerated indi-
viduals, including a list of settle-
ments for pro bono cases that he
handled.

The Special Referee’s Report

In a report dated July 22, 2024,
the Special Referee sustained the
four charges of professional mis-
conduct in the petition, noting that,
prior to the hearing, the respon-
dent admitted to all of the charg-
es contained in the petition. The
Special Referee indicated that, in
mitigation, the respondent stated:
as to charge one, that his conduct
was not venal or malicious; as to
charge two, he had a good-faith
belief that the payments were not
earned legal fees as he believed
they were subject to liens; as to
charge three, since 2019, he has
promptly paid all earned legal fees;
and as to charge four, he lost all of
his files when he moved.

Findings and Conclusion

In view of the evidence adduced
at the hearing and the respondent’s
admissions, we find that the Special
Referee properly sustained the four
charges in the petition. Accord-
ingly, the Grievance Committee’s
motion to confirm the Special Ref-
eree’s report is granted. In deter-
mining an appropriate measure of
discipline, the respondent requests
that this Court limit the discipline
imposed to a six-month suspension
in view of the evidence offered in
mitigation including, inter alia, his
remorse, his lack of venality, the
evidence of his positive character,
his pro bono work, and the reme-
dial measures he has undertaken.
Notwithstanding the mitigation
advanced, the respondent failed to
honor his obligations as a fiduciary.
Moreover, this Court considers the
respondent’s prior disciplinary his-
tory, the respondent’s prior public
censure for, among other things,
failing to satisfy a judgment for
approximately three years and fail-
ing to retain funds for a lien after
acknowledging the lien (see Mat-
ter of Plasse, 17AD3d 33) , as well
as the respondent’s receipt of an
Admonition in 2000 and a Letter of
Advisement in 2020 for unrelated
professional misconduct, which is
an aggravating factor.

Under the totality of the circum-
stances, we find that the respon-
dent’s conduct warrants his sus-
pension from the practice of law
for a period of one year (see Matter
of Dave, 205 AD3d 70).

All concur.
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24/6747 Martinez v. Martinez

25/1238 H., Yorbis

25/941 Nationstar Mortgage v.
0’Connor

24/6949 Healy v. Kruger

24/4816(1) Yakuel v. NYC Taxi &
Limousine

24/3051(1) Yakuel v. NYC Taxi &
Limousine

22/4545 People v. Cameron Golphin

24/7200 Law Firm of Jennifer Zuch
v. Lemus

24/2127(3) HSBC Bank v. Wu

24/3517 Bonilla v. BPP St Owner

25/1784 M., Mylah

24/3512 Reclaim the Records v. City
of NY

24/4701 Contreras v. Parkash

24/5450 Peck v. Milbank LLP

23/3957 People v. Jonathan Luna

24/2985N Vasquez v. Bronx
Lebanon Hospital

24/7639N Sabr Chemicals v.
Northeast Chemicals

TUESDAY, OCT. 7

2P.M.

24/1273 People v. Ralph Berry

24/7332 Pacheco v. Georgetown
Eleventh

25/2566(1) E., Regla v. Dustin F.

25/2565(1) F, Regla v. Dustin F.

24/406(3) Astraea NYNY v. Ganley

24/5358 Peralta v. Hunter Roberts
Construction

24/474 People v. Mbarek Lafrem

25/665 Cortes v. Camplone

24/3492 Ramos v. City of NY

24/1882 Giangrande v. Gracie
Gardens Owners

24/4456 Funti v. Andrews

25/3545 Kapitus Servicing v.
Ragtime Gourmet

24/4647 382 McDonald v. NYC
Industrial Development

25/715 Lovett v. 2600 Seventh
Avenue

24/6530 Itzhak v. Briarwood
Insurance

22/1503 People v. Antoine Gee

25/596N Pritchett v. American Golf

24/5099(2)N Clares v. 600 West
183rd Street Realty

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 8

2P.M.

21/2052 People v. Prince Bryan

24/5854 Medina v. Medina

25/119H., Alisa v. Ayana B.

24/3632 Rosario v. Gentry Tenants

24/7807 Sendibel Trading v.
Petroleos de Venezuela

24/2919(1) Forster v. Bejjani

23/4560(1) Forster v. Bejjani

24/5706(1) Forster v. Bejjani

24/624 People v. Luis Ortiz

24/6063 S./C., Children

24/3926 Reyes v. 45 & 47
Wadsworth Ave.

25/2280(5) AT&T Mobility Holdings
v. Grupo Salinas

24/6498 Hereford Insurance v. 21
Century

24/6417 Pilapanta v. Hudson 888
Owner

24/5643 Perez v. Norman'’s Cay
Group

19/4061(1) People v. Raymond
Clarida

25/1214N Anandaraja v. Icahn
School of Medicine

23/6567(2)N Leslie Digital
Imaging v. Empower Information

THURSDAY, OCT. 9

2P.M.

19/5333 People v. Joshua Buchanan

24/5974 Diamond Films v. TV
Azteca

24/4578(1) S., Tabitha v. Kyle G.

25/2269 Espinal v. City of NY

24/7931 People of the State of NY v.
Sirius XM Radio

24/7651 Rahal v. Taormina

25/73 Innovative Securities v. OBEX
Securities

24/817 People v. Kenyatta Elvin

23/2464(3) Genna v. Klempner

25/1279 Kozeli v. Renali Realty

25/4319 M., Damineh v. Bedouin J.

24/3889 Verma v. NYC Dept of
Education

24/6401 Parker Colt Administration
v. One West Bank

24/7721 Ramirez v. 79-05/7/9
Jackson Heights

24/5787(2) 579 Fifth Avenue v.
Sargoy, Stein, Rosen

23/298(1) People v. Geoffrey Tracy

24/6130N Leslie J. Garfield & Co. v.
Evans

24/146N Muroff v. Heerdt

TUESDAY, OCT. 14

2 P.M.

19/1856 People v. Gary Jacques

24/4312 Jennings v. City of NY

24/7879T., Cynque

24/4251 De-Rivas v. Esplanade 99

24/2820(1) Glenmede Trust v.
Infinity Q Capital

24/1354(1) Glenmede Trust v.
Infinity Q Capital

25/3294 27th Street Property Owner
v. Karpati

24/1001 People v. Kahreem Perry

24/5218 Blanca Realty v. NYC Dept
of Buildings

25/222 Mejias v. Basch

24/6173 Ichapanta v. East Side
Home Stead

24/3243 City of NY v. Eisner

25/2621 Pacheco v. Catholic
Guardian Services

24/6309 Canales-Diaz v. City of NY

24/4731 Thomas v. Concourse
Rehabilitation

24/3388 People v. Glenn Pointdexter

23/1470(2)N Sherman v. Zampella

25/3633N EPAC Technologies v.
Interforum

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 15

2P.M.

23/5574 People v. Davon Best Kelly

25/2451 Rosenblatt v. Rosenblatt

24/71939 MUT., Children

24/1951 Cotroneo v. Van Wagner

25/1782(1) AMF Trust Ventures v.
i80 Group

25/1781(1) Hemingway Group v.
i80 Group

24/1808 People v. Albert Holguin

24/1511 Partners for Payment De
IIT'v. Crooks

24/7233 Academic Health v.
Ahluwalia

24/1758 Malave v. Kini

23/6499 134 Lexington v. Bhawani
Maa

25/28141cahn Partners v.
AllianceBernstein

24/6033 Bethpage Federal Credit
Union v. BR 52

23/4240 People v. Quintin
Rodriguez

24/3189 Lotrean v. 3M Company

24/6627 Cardenas v. NYC Housing
Authority

25/2624(2)N Panos v. Panos

24/6233N Taveras v. Tuck-it-Away
Associates

THURSDAY, OCT. 16

2P.M.

23/959 People v. Samuel Ortega

24/7468(2) Matter of Estate of
Kendall Granville Chen

24/6468 E., Lenoxx

24/6610 Felipe v. City of NY

24/2559(2) Herman v. Judlau
Contracting

24/6361(2) Judlau Contracting v.
City of NY

24/468 People v. Bulfrano Navarro

24/5790 Plumbers Local Union v.
NYC Dept of Buildings

25/3188 Bago v. La Brochette Inc.

25/520 Nicholas Industries v. Nasdi

24/4711 Bailey v. 2732 Bainbridge
Associates

24/6016 Deeton v. Ruckus 85 Corp.

24/4551 State of NY v. Kenneth W.

24/4087(2) Thorobird Grand v. M.
Melnick & Co.

2018 - 2398People v. Dwight Furet

24/4742 Epps v. Barfield Realty Corp

24/5472N Henry v. TAO Group

25/709N Metropolis Electric Corp.
v. Vector Building

TUESDAY, OCT. 21

2P.M.

22/2674 People v. Kevin Hawse

24/6303 Chante F. v. Miles-Gustave

24/1047T., Eric v. Jermaine R.

24/3342 Solano v. American United
Transportation

24/4737 Garanes v. NYC Dept of
Education

25/2467 Certain Underwriters at
Lloyd’s v. BASF Corporation

23/1982(1) People v. Anthony
Gonzalez

23/1200(1) People v. Anthony
Gonzalez

24/2963(2) Law Office of Cyrus
Joubin v. Manhattan District
Attorney’s Office

24/6015 Kelemen v. Duplication
Services

24/4247(1) Brown v. Hossain

25/3351 Fifth Partners v. Punch
House Flatiron

24/5261 Pena v. City of NY

24/2789 Moore v. Greystone
Properties

24/5962 Ramirez v. 255 W. 108th
Street Corp.

24/4548 DaSilva v. Super P57

22/4959 Madrid v. Mazur

25/4164N Coast Marine Company
v. Holland & Knight

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 22

2 P.M.

19/2288 People v. Gudberto
Melendez

25/3678 Elfand v. Adams

24/7874 M., Jerrell

25/3423 Tishman v. Himmel &
Meringoff

24/3534 Rondon v. 328 W. 44 Street

24/4804 470 4th Avenue Fee v.
Wesco Insurance

2017 - 1245People v. Pedro Vinent

23/5020 Healy v. Trinity Hudson

24/2724 Doe v. Yeshiva University

24/7464 InkMango v. Warren

24/3953 Christian v. NYC Dept of
Education

24/6629 Quach v. C & A Jerome
Realty

24/3578 Katz-Wisnudel v. Lower
Manhattan Dialysis

25/3017 Molina v. Chatham Towers

23/6305 People v. Shariff McBryde

25/362(3) Lash v. Modulaire
Holdings

25/1206N US Bank Trust NA v.
Santiago

24/6867(2)N Sire Spirits v. Beam
Suntory

THURSDAY, OCT. 23

2P.M.

21/3294 People v. Fernando
PonceDeLeon

24/7802 Patterson v. 786 East 182

24/7944K., Hind v. Faycal T.

25/2211Ward v. Times Square
Hotel

25/1508 Lutfieva v. Services for the
Aged

23/5403(3) Gelwan v. De Ratafia

24/1204(3) Gelwan v. De Ratafia

22/5448 People v. Sherman Walker

24/4091 Ellerbee v. 61 W. 62 Owners

25/2895 Olympic Galleria Co. v. Sitt

24/4398 Justicebacker v. Abeles

24/6041 Cruz v. 987 Amsterdam
Ave.

24/7017(1) U.S. Bank National
Association v. 687 King

23/952239 East 18th Owners v.
Wade

24/4546 Prete v. JJ Hoyt

25/3111N Archdiocese of NY v.
Century Indemnity

25/995N Lituma v. Liberty Coca-
Cola

APPELLATE
TERM

60 Centre Street
Room 401

10 A.M.

Commencing with the
September 2025 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)
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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 cap-
tion of each and the disposition
thereof as marked on the Room
130 calendars. The calendars in
use are a Paper Motions Calendar,
E-Filed Motions Calendar, and APB
(All Papers By)Calendar setting
a date for submission of a miss-
ing stipulation or motion paper.
With respect to motions filed with
Request for Judicial Intervention,
counsel in e-filed cases will be
notified by e-mail through NYSCEF
of the Justice to whom the case
has been assigned. In paper cases,
counsel should sign up for the
E-Track service to receive e-mail
notification of the assignment and
other developments and schedules
in their cases. Immediately fol-
lowing is a key that explains the
markings used by the Clerk in
Room 130.

Motion Calendar Key:

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

ARG—Scheduled for argument for
date and part indicated.

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

'WDN—Motion was withdrawn on
calendar call.

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

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

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

S—Stipulation.

C—Consent.

C MOTION—Adjourned to
Commercial Motion Part
Calendar.

FINAL—Adjournment date is final

60 CENTRE
STREET

Submissions Part
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

Submission

1100982/25 Holt v. Arons

2100808/25 Leon v. NYC Dept.
of Education High School For
Excellence And Innovation

3100519725 Miss Elegant v. Dr.
Arthur

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

Submission

1101437/24 Butler v. NYC

2101373/23 Emmanuel Omokha v.
2395 Fbd Dev. LLC

3 101373/23 Emmanuel Omokha v.
2395 Fbd Dev. LLC

4101373/23 Emmanuel Omokha v.
2395 Fbd Dev. LLC

5101373/23 Emmanuel Omokha v.
2395 Fbd Dev. LLC

6 100854/25 Ginns v. J.P. Morgan
Chase Bank NA

7100887/25 Oluwatoyin
Olufunmilayo v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

8100209/25 Pratt v. Desimon

9100051/25 Scott v. NYCHA

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

Submission

1100408/25 Bass v. McNeal
2100418/25 Ruiz v. Community
Access Inc

Paperless Judge Part
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

152480/25112 Equities LLC v.
Powell

655786/182 Girls Accy LLC v. Larrea

652059/2522 West 34th St. LLC C/o
Sol Goldman Investments LLC v.
Kim

155572/25601 West 180 St. NYC
LLC v. Rojas

650957/25 Able v. Harmonic Health
Inc.

651008/25Ag Light And Sound Inc.
v. Ez Festivals LLC Et Al

157963/21 Alves Do Nascimento v.
Topcat Rlty. Corp. Et Al

157832/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. St. Lukes Roosevelt Hosp.
Center A/o Rock Gomes

157833/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. St. Lukes Roosevelt Hosp.
Center A/o Rock Gomes

152284/25 An v. Universal Music
Group, Inc., Individually And
D/b/a Interscope Capitol Labels
Group Et Al

655151/23 Anderson v. Lubin

151263/21 Arthurs v. Haven Rooftop

655145/24 Atalaya Capital Mgt. Lp v.
Ballard

159250/25Baldor Specialty Foods v.
NYC Et Al

157655/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record LLC Et Al

157656/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record

156662/18 Blandon v. Petit-Frere

160532/20Block v. Uber
Technologies, Inc.

150436/17 Brito v. NYC

152037/20 Cardona v. E.E. Cruz &
Co., Inc.

151301/25 Cavalry Spv I v.
Tomlinson

651692/23 Crestwood Services LLC
v. Soleil Chartered Bank Et Al

160370/25 Finance Hldg. Co. v.
Farzam

153799/25First Flight Helicopters v.
NYC Et Al

160200/22 Flores v. Sylbert

161900/24 Fora Financial Advance
v. Tempe Precision Ltd Et Al

651392/25Frank Capezza v. Antika
Pizzeria, Inc.

162478/19Frolova v. Miller

450155/21 Global Merchant Cash,
Inc. v. Global Logistic And
Trading LLC D/b/a Global Logistic
And Trading Et Al

157110/25 Gonzalez v. Jrkb
Properties LLC Et Al

157807/19 Gordon v. NYC Et Al

159779/24 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Al-Rahma Physical Therapy

651445/23 Grain Belt Express Hldg.
LLC v. Invenergy Transmission
LLC Et Al

152177/23 Guaillas Jima v. 1571-
1573 Third Ave. LLC Et Al

154488/25 Hamilton Equity Group v.
Vzon Tech, Inc. Et Al

452302/23 Hernandez v. Franco

654730/25 Heun v. Friedman Llp

158406/23 Hook v. Coronel

652764/25 Hyposwiss Private Bank
Geneve Sa v. Jire4 LLC Et Al

161868/25in The Matter of The
Application of Moog Inc. Et Al v.
NYC Police Dept.

452301/25in The Matter of The
Application of The Metro.
Transportation Auth. Relative To
Acquiring Temporary Easements
in Real Prop. Required For The
Second Ave. Subway Project -
Phase 2 Block 1687 v. Na

153726/25Interfi LLC v. Sisco

850027/12Kats v. Agosto

100949/24Katz v. NYCHA
Preservation & Dev. Et Al

155242/25Kershaw v. Kershaw

650319/25Kuun Inc. v. Utica First
Ins. Co.

651072/23 Lexington Ins. Co. v.
Allstar Security & Consulting,
Inc.

653830/24 Ludwig Plus v.
Biz2credit, Inc.

805215/24 Madalinska v. Agnes
Radzio M.D. Et Al

100609/25Meirowitz v. Judy White
Esq.

151809/24 Mejia Gomez v.
Brookfield Properties One Wfc
Co. LLCEtAl

651357/25Mic General Ins. Corp. v.
Bachan

805229/23 Moore v. Mount Sinai
Hosp. Et Al

161484/17Nat. Alliance of New v.
Lim

652893/20New Deal Rity. LLC v. 684
Owners Corp.

653424/22NY Spine & Sport
Rehabilitation Medicine v. Jafaar

156102/20 Norton v. Brodsky
Organization Et Al

155270/24 NYCTL 1998-2 Trust
And The Bank of NY Mellon As
Collateral Agent And Custodian
v. Hodge

654287/25 Perez v. The Board
of Mgrs. of The Langston
Condominium Et Al

190324/20 Petro v. Aerco Int’l, Inc.

156048/25 Pittman v. Pandora
Media

652840725 Pryor Cashman Llp v.
Int'l Institute For The Brain

652252/24 Qian Rlty. LLC v. Global
Synergy Ventures LLC Et Al

156368/21R v. NYCHA

653874/24 Rebel Hosp.ity LLC Et Al
v. Sompo America Ins. Co.

155838/23 Richardson v. Bpp Pcv
Owner LLC

154025/24 Rivero v. Jones

154636/23 Rosler v. Mehra

151276/23 Ross v. Franco

805132/24 Sarmiento v. Mount
Sinai Hosp. Et Al

161066/19 Schacter v. Bolivar Apt.
Corp. Et Al

161603/23 Shtanhret v. Air Comfort
Refrigeration Corp. Et Al

651674/25Sig Rers C Mf 2023
Venture LLC v. Mj Group Hldgs.
LLCEtAl

160984/19 Simmons v. Odmann

654502/22 Slsjet Mgt. Corp. v.
Ichioka Ventures LLC Et Al

452566/22 Smith v. NYC Et Al

161051/21 Sokolov v. Trader Joes
East Inc. Et Al

157677/17Sosa v. NYC

155708/22 Soto v. Superpark Rity.

850218/25 Spectrum Mortgage
Hldgs. v. The Heirs At Large of
Mary Thompkins

654934/25 Staffing Group Hldgs. v.
Luxurban Hotels, Inc.

159566/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Sahadeo

654597/22 Storms v. Flat Rate
Movers

653392/23 Tedford’s Tenancy v.
Horizons Investors Corp. Et Al

152530/18 Teshabaeva v. Life
Quality Homecare

158982/25The Legal Aid Society
v. NYC Admin. For Children’s
Services Et Al

850075/23 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Agnol

100753/25Waheed v. Bui

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

652572/25131 & 137 7th Ave South
LLC v. Pt03 Inc. A/a/o Pt04 Inc. Et

Al

652806/24 15 West 55th St. Prop.
LLC v. Goldman

155589/251798 Third Ave.
Associates LLC v. Gallegos

654118/2543 Mott Rlty. Owner LLC
Et Al v. Global Bank Et Al

158776/2590 Downing Lp v. NYC Et
Al

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

654141/25Ace Group 11, Inc. v. All
State Const. R Us, Inc. Et Al

654888/24 Akf Inc v. Limitless
Wireless Inc. Et Al

190058/21 Alison Holtermann v.
Walgreen Eastern Co., Inc Et Al

152937/22 Alvarado v. NYC

655881/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Jose Cruz Et Al

655736/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Md Amit Hasan Nahid Et Al

157817/25Archila v. NYCHA Et Al

805198/16Arnold v. Blitz

152899/25Audientis v. Jpmorgan
Chase Bank

650840/25Azadian Group v.
Fanmail

850058/19Bank of NY Mellon v.
Schlossbach

151035/25 Battistotti v. NYC Et Al

152769/18 Becker v. 950 Third Ave.

654594/25 Beukelman v. Financial
Indus. Regulatory Auth., Inc. Et
Al

190005/25 Bowers v. Estee Lauder,
Inc., Et Al

159970/24 Bowman v. Edmund
Rice Christian Brothers North
America Congregation of
Christian Brothers Et Al

161077/24Brea v. NYC

154821/25Break Point Public
Affairs Inc. Et Al v. Sun

654715/25 Burk Interests v. Starr
Surplus Lines Ins. Co.

659498/24 Canaan Equity Partners
[T v. Verance Corp.

654284/23 Castle Village Owners
Corp. v. Girardi

450556/25NYC v. East 110
Candygrocery Corp

450447/25NYC v. East Burnside
King Deli Inc

450957/19NYC v. Fortusa Rlty.
Corp.

450954/25NYC Police Dept. v. Mega
Rentals LLC

160073/23 Clark Richard v. Werner
Enterprises, Inc. Et Al

650971/25 Cohen v. Dksj LLC Et Al

151974/23 Collazo v. Rezk

156738/24 Corbett v. NYC Dept. of
Finance

805039/13 Covell v. Staten Island
Univ.

151919/24 Cuartas v. Prep Kitchen

100670/25Davis v. James S. Oddo

155541/25Davis v. Estate of James
A. Barclay Et Al

654428/25 Davis v. Brandon J.
Broderick

190184/25 Desjardins v. Christian
Dior, Inc. Et Al

152249/22 Diaz v. Rector

156814/25Doe v. Zara USA, Inc. Et
Al

153998/25 Douglas Elliman Real
Estate v. Villanova Heights, Inc.
Et Al

161051/25Edwards v. NYC Police
Dept.

COURT NOTES

***THIS EVENT HAS BEEN
CANCELLED***

ADMINISTRATIVE BOARD FOR
THE OFFICES OF THE PUBLIC
ADMINISTRATOR

Meeting To Be Held on Monday, Sept. 22

Pursuant to the New York State Open Meetings Law
(Public Officers Law Article 7, §104) you are hereby
notified of the next meeting of the Administrative
Board for the Offices of the Public Administrators
(which is established pursuant to §1128 of the Sur-
rogate’s Court Procedure Act):

September 22, 2025
10:30 a.m.
New York City Bar Association
Hughes Room
42 West 44th Street
New York, NY 10036

INDIGENT LEGAL
SERVICES BOARD

Meeting To Be Held on Friday, Sept. 19

Notice is hereby given that the Indigent Legal Ser-
vices Board (ILSB) will be holding a regular meet-
ing on Friday, September 19, 2025, at 11:00 AM. The
meeting will be held at the Association of the Bar of
the City of New York, located at 42 West 44th Street,
New York, New York.

The meeting will also be available by videocon-
ference and recorded for public viewing. After the
meeting is over, ILS will post on its website (https://
www.ils.ny.gov/) an announcement about the meet-
ing with a link to a recording of it. Those interested
in attending can obtain instructions for the WebEx
meeting by emailing Liah Darlington (liah.darling-
ton@ils.ny.gov).

NEW YORK CIVIL COURT
Housing Part

Court Seeks Applicants for Housing Court Judge-
ships
Application Deadline is Nov. 6

Hon. Douglas Hoffman (Ret.), Chairperson of the
Advisory Council for the Housing Part of the Civil
Court of the City of New York, today announced that
the Advisory Council has begun the process of solicit-
ing applications for Housing Court Judge positions.

In order to encourage interest in applying and to
provide sufficient time for a full review of candidates,
applications will be accepted through November 6,
2025, at 5 p.m.

Housing Court Judges are appointed to five-year
terms. They are required to have been admitted to
the New York State Bar for at least five years, two
of which must have been in an active and relevant
practice. In addition, they must be qualified by train-
ing, interest, experience and judicial temperament
and knowledge of federal, state, and local housing
laws and programs. The present salary for Housing
Court Judge is $216,400 per year.

Persons interested in applying to become a Hous-
ing Court Judge may obtain a questionnaire from
the courts website, Advisory Council - NY Housing
I NYCOURTS.GOV . In as much as November 6, 2025,
has been established as the deadline date for submis-
sion of such applications, Judge Hoffman encourages
all applicants to obtain, complete and submit the
original questionnaire as soon as possible. Applica-
tions can be emailed to dcajnychousing@nycourts.
gov and the original mailed to the Office of the Deputy
Chief Administrative Judge Adam Silvera, 111 Centre
Street, Room 1240, New York, New York 10013.

Dated: September 9, 2025

THE BRONX COUNTY
Surrogate Court

Court is Accepting Applications for
Deputy Public Administrator

Application Deadline is Sept. 18

The Bronx County Surrogate, Hon. Nelida-Malave
Gonzalez, seeks applicants for the position of Deputy
Public Administrator. Under the general supervi-
sion of the Public Administrator, the incumbent is
responsible for the investigation, documentation,
and administration of estates of persons who die
intestate in the absence of readily accessible next-of-
kin, or estates assigned to the Public Administrator
by the Surrogate Court.

Graduation from a college or university with a
bachelor’s degree and three years of experience in
accounting, business management, investments,
finance, real estate, law degree or related fields is
preferred for candidates applying for the Deputy
Public Administrator Position.

Candidates should have knowledge of account-
keeping practices; familiarity with personal assets,
methods of determining value, and markets for their
disposal, as well as working knowledge of the laws
related to the work of the Public Administrator in
Bronx County. Incumbent must be bondable.

Interested persons may apply by submitting a cover
letter, stating their qualifications and their resume to:

Bronx County Public Administrator,
Danielle S. Powell

851 Grand Concourse, Room 336,
Bronx, NY 10451.

Applications must be received no later than Sep-
tember 18, 2025.

Starting salary: $139,567.00 Per year

An equal opportunity employer

NEW YORK STATE
COURT OF APPEALS

Deadline for Amicus Curiae Motions in
‘Matter of Seneca Meadows v. Town of Seneca
Falls’

The Court has calendared the appeal in Matter of
Seneca Meadows v Town of Seneca Falls (APL 2025-
00116) for argument on November 20, 2025. Appel-
lant’s brief is due by October 9, 2025. Respondents’
brief is due by October 30, 2025. Appellant’s reply
brief is due by November 6, 2025.

Motions for permission to file a brief amicus curiae
must be served personally or by overnight delivery
service no later than November 3, 2025 and noticed
for a return date no later than November 10, 2025.

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

%* ok ok ok ok

Notice to the Bar - August 2025 Appeals

The Clerk’s Office announces that briefing sched-
ules have been issued for the following appeals dur-
ing August 2025.

Docket information, briefing schedules, filings and
oral argument dates are or will be available through
the Court’s Public Access and Search System (Court-
PASS).

Nonparties seeking to appear as amicus curiae
should refer to Court of Appeals Rule of Practice
500.23.

Criminal Appeals by Leave Grant of Judges of
the Court of Appeals and Justices of the
Departments of the Appellate Division:

APL-2025-00144: People v. Harris (Jamien); 239
AD3d 1279; Crimes—Double Jeopardy—CPL 40.40—
Conduct Underlying Murder Charge Part of Same
Criminal Transaction as Conduct Underlying Previous
Charges for Firearm Possession

APL-2025-00145: People v. Lora (Miguelina); 236
AD3d 820; Crimes—Sentence—Probation—Consent
to Searches—Penal Law 65.10—For Conviction of
Aggravated DWI Probation Condition to Consent to
Search of Person, Vehicle and Abode

APL-2025-00147: People v. Mears (Stephen); 235
AD3d 779; Crimes—Endangering the Welfare of
Child—Does Defense of Justification Apply—Any
View of Evidence that Conduct Was Justified

APL-2025-00159: People v. Coggins (Tonie); 236
AD3d 608; Crimes—Evidence—Best Evidence Rule—
Admission of Testimony as to Contents of Surveil-
lance Video Footage

Civil Appeals Taken as of Right:

APL-2025-00140: Matter of B.F.; 239 AD3d 451; Par-
ent and Child—Abused or Neglected Child—Person
Legally Responsible—Functional Equivalent of Parent

APL-2025-00138: Brown v. Z-Live Inc.; 238 AD3d
658; Intoxicating Liquors—Dram Shop Act

APL-2025-00131 (Rule 500.11 Procedure): Mega
Beverage v. Mount Vernon; 239 AD3d 631; Plead-
ing—Amendment—Substitution of Cause of Action

Civil appeal on remand from Supreme Court of
the United States:

APL-2025-00157: Roman Catholic Diocese v. Harris;
S.Ct. (2025) 42 NY3d 213; Constitutional Law—Insur-
ance—Abortion—Religious Employer—Consideration
of Catholic Charities Bureau, Inc. v. Wisconsin Labor
& Industry Review Commn. 605 US (2025)

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT

Notice Regarding Change of Procedures
Related To
Filings Sealed Document in Criminal Matters

Pursuant to Administrative Order 2025-10, effective
August 8, 2025, the United States District Court for
the Eastern District of New York will no longer accept
sealed documents in CM/ECF in criminal matters.
Please see the Court’s web site www.nyed.uscourts.
gov for Administrative Order 2025-10 and instruc-
tions under the Attorney tab. Dated August 8, 2025,
by Brenna B. Mahoney, Clerk of Court.

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT

Position Available for Chief Counsel
To the District Court
(Supervisory Pro Se Law Clerk)

Location: 500 Pearl Street, New York

Class Level: JSP 15

Salary: $172,621-$195,200 (Based on qualifications
and experience)

Closing Date: Open Until Filled

Priority will be given to applications received by
Oct 3, 2025

Vacancy No: 25-12

Equal opportunity employer.

DESCRIPTION

The Chief Counsel manages one of the largest Pro
Se Litigation Offices in the Federal Judiciary. This
position reports directly to the Chief Judge of the
District Court, with policy guidance from the Court’s
Pro Se Committee, and oversees an office responsible
for assisting the District and Magistrate Judges with
their pro se docket, currently over 2200 pro se cases
courtwide.

POSITION OVERVIEW

The principal responsibilities of the Chief Counsel
are to lead the Office of Pro Se Litigation, which cur-
rently comprises 7 attorneys, and support the District
and Magistrate Judges of the Court in handling the
civil pro se docket. The Office of Pro Se Litigation
assists the Court in carrying out its statutory obli-
gations under 28 U.S.C. §1915(e)(2) and §1915A to
screen civil complaints filed by incarcerated people
and those with in forma pauperis status. These cases
are predominantly civil rights actions, including
employment discrimination actions, and petitions
for writs of habeas corpus. The Chief Counsel works
closely with the leadership team of the Clerk’s Office
to establish and maintain systems that are both effi-
cient and appropriately solicitous to pro se litigants.
This includes the preparation of manuals, guides, and
other memoranda for the benefit of pro se litigants
and chambers. The Chief Counsel co-runs the Pro
Bono Program, which connects pro se litigants in
need of counsel with volunteers from the SDNY bar.

The Chief Counsel reports to the Chief Judge on
legal matters in pro se cases on the Chief Judge’s
docket and internal management of the Office, and
also to the District Executive’s Office on operational
matters, and collaborates with the Pro Se Commit-
tee, a team of judges, on other internal initiatives. In
addition, the Chief Counsel maintains external rela-
tionships that support the SDNY’s pro se docket: the
Chief Counsel serves as a primary liaison to the Pro
Se Clinic, currently managed by the City Bar Justice
Center, which provides legal advice to pro se litigants,
and communicates with counterparts around the
country and the governing body at the Administrative
Office of the U.S. Courts to stay abreast of budgetary
developments and, where appropriate, to present
the position of the Office.

Court initiatives may require collaboration with
local stakeholders, including the offices of the United
States Attorney, the New York State Attorney General,
and the New York City Corporation Counsel, as well
as with the prisons and jails within the district. In
connection with the Pro Bono Program, the Chief
Counsel coordinates programs and events with the
private bar and participates in bar activities and
committees.

DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The Chief Counsel, under the direction of the Chief
Judge, is responsible for hiring, training, supervi-
sion, and general management of the staff attorneys,
which includes performance evaluation. The Chief
Counsel is responsible for ensuring that the Office’s
handling of its screening duties remains responsive

Continued on page 10
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153435/25 Tetrick v. Worlwide Plaza
Condominuim Et Al

154232/25 Teuber v. Oxio Corp Et Al

157623/25 Trucking Assoc. of NY Et
Alv. Metro. Transportation Auth.
Et Al

652760/25 Truist Securities, Inc. v.
Cv3 Financial Services

652874/25 Trustees of NYC Dist.
Council of Carpenters Pension
Fund v. Mnk Enterprises LLC Et

Al

655702/21 Urban Ecospaces, Inc. v.
Slsco

159566/25Vierno v. NYC Dept. of
Health & Mental Hygiene

152753/25Wang v. Marriott Int’l
Administrative Service Inc. Et Al

190118/24 Widercrantz v. Amchem
Prod.s,Inc.,  N/k/a Rhone
Poulenc Ag Co., N/k/a Bayer
Cropscience Inc Et Al

652121/25Yafa Signed Jewels LLC
v. Hunt

157089/22Yang v. Con Ed, Inc. Et Al

158008/25 Yorkville Advisors Global
v. Brand Engagement Network,
Inc.

805331/21 Youngerman v. The
Newyork-Presbyterian Hosp. Et
Al

655366/24 Zhao v. Lu
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

158180/24119 Baxter St. Cc LLC v.
Castro

651492/25156-166 Bowery L.P. v.
Reec 156 Bowery

850011/13 938 St. Nicholas Ave. v.
936-938 Cliffcrest Housing

653212/23A & L.444 LLC Et Al v.
Ankura Trust Co.

656042/23 Abbott Dpm v. Morera

156267/22 Alston v. 580 Lenox
Associates

155453/19Alvarez v. 20 West 64th
St. Associates

157254/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Horowitz

161765/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lee

155118/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lumpkin

159083/23 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v. Bar
Nothin Co LLC

159853/25 Aponte Carrillo v. Motor
Vehicle Accident Indemnification
Corp.

452941/23 Aristizabal v. Metro.
NYCTA Et Al

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

650111/25Asymchem, Inc. v. Entero
Therapeutics, Inc.

156617/24 Bachor v. Alan Ripka &
Associates

950032/19 Bakhrakh v. Elaine
Kaufman Cultural Center

152408/25Batka v. Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

157525/25Board of Mgrs. of The
180 West End Ave. Condominium
on Behalf of The Unit Owners v.
Shabshi LLC

154072/22 Brown v. The NYCHA
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The Tax Comm. of NYC

256593/16 Milton Boron v. The Tax
Comm.

262063/13NYC Dist.Council of
Carpenters v. The Tax Comm.

264947/200ne Eleven Third LLC v.
The Tax Comm. of NYC

251921/150sborne Tenants Corp. v.
Tax Comm. of The

654502/22 Slsjet Mgt. Corp. v.
Ichioka Ventures LLC Et Al

264186/16 The Carlton Regency
Corp. v. The Tax Comm. of NYC

251603/16 The John James
Condominium v. The Finance
Admin.

254152/05Third 28th LLC v. Tax
Comm. of The

256868/21Village East Commercial
LLC v. The Tax Comm. of NYC

261962/19W149 Rity. LLC v. The
Tax Comm. of NYC

262900/12Westerly Condominium
v. The Tax Comm.

260551/14Wolf 137 Corp. v. Tax
Comm. of The

Motion
651692/23 Crestwood Services LLC
v. Soleil Chartered Bank Et Al
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
653230/20 American Transit Ins. v.
Advanced Orthopaedics Pllc
653104/18 Long Isand City Laundry
v. Defina

Part 3

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

654784/23 Greylag Goose Leasing
1410 Designated Activity Co. Et
Alv. Chubb European Group Se
EtAl

655765/23 U.S. Fire Ins. Co. Et Al v.
Palin

655249/20Valley Nat. Bank v.
Tarzan Cab Corp.

Motion

654784/23 Greylag Goose Leasing
1410 Designated Activity Co. Et
Alv. Chubb European Group Se
EtAl

655765/23 U.S. Fire Ins. Co. Et Al v.
Palin

655249/20Valley Nat. Bank v.
Tarzan Cab Corp.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

659255/24 Jpmorgan Chase & Co.
Et Alv. Liberty Mutual Fire Ins.
Co. Et Al

651534/25 Khmel v. Vlasov

655931/20 Oldcastle Infrastructure,
Inc. v. Bronx Commons Builders

650018/24 Telco Insights v. Telco
Experts

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

652796/234 Central Plaza Holdings
v. Bertel Development

654398/24 Cppib Credit
Investments II Inc., Et Al v. Lions
Gate Entertainment Corp.

650061/25 Ghoulam v. Bentivoglio

654410725 Silver Point Finance v.
Venetos

154224/23 Tekiner Chelsea v.
Tekiner

653283/25Weinberg v. Meridian

Capital Group
Motion

652796/234 Central Plaza Holdings
v. Bertel Development

654398/24 Cppib Credit
Investments Il Inc., Et Al v. Lions
Gate Entertainment Corp.

154224/23 Tekiner Chelsea v.
Tekiner

Part 6

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

805431/23 Ahrens v. Paloma
Cristina Main

805400/20Anna Palermo v. Mount
Sinai Hosp.

805247/24 Antigua v. Kim

805357/23 Bevins v. Lee Md

805244/24 Borchert v. The Mount
Sinai Hosp. Et Al

805278/20Bui v. Reisacher

805342/22 Caldwell v. Marwin Md

805220723 Caramico v. Yu M.D.

805283/20 Carlos Lazo v. Florencia
K. Braier

805211/24De La Cruz v. Mount
Sinai Union Square

805194/15Endriss v. Barbara

805331/18Filacchione v. Marwin

805057/23 Gonnelly v. Khadem M.D.

805439723 Green v. Celzo-Vista Md

805329/22 Herrera v. Del Vecchio
M.D.

805049/22 Hickman v. NYC
NYCH&HC Corp. Et Al

152500/22 Jackson v. St. Luke’s
Roosevelt Hosp. Center D/b/a
Mount Sinai St. Luke’s Et Al

805316/20Kluger v. Hertz

805249/23 Laucella v. Sharma M.D.

805362/22 Lauria v. Mount Sinai
Beth Israel Et Al

805222/22 Leonard-Shailin v.
Pittman M.D.

805341/24 Levy v. Mens Health
Manhattan Et Al

805215/24 Madalinska v. Agnes
Radzio M.D. Et Al

805137/24 Martinez v. Tracey D.
Arnell

805421/20Meade v. Rosenblum
M.D.

805f1?;/22 Michalczuk v. Golfinos

M.D.

100519/25Miss Elegant v. Dr.
Arthur

805296/22 Morris v. NYU Langone
Hosp. Et Al

805080/20 O’Kicki v. Joyce Gerdis-
Karp

805376/23 Pastor-Castro v. Ascher-
Walsh M.D.

805302/23 Pessolano v. De Silva
M.D.

805221/19 Powers v. Arena

805211/20 Renfroe v. Warschauer

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

805249/16 Rojas v. Travers
Concannon

805132/24 Sarmiento v. Mount
Sinai Hosp. Et Al

805385/22 Sayegh v. Fruchter D.O.

805026/23 Sloan v. Kielbasa

805242/23 Steinfeld v. Kim M.D.

100201/24 Veronica v. N.Y.C.
NYCH&HC Corp.

805289/23 Watson v. Unis M.D.

805096/19Weidener v. Mansfield
M.D.

805421/23 Weiss v. Citi Md Et Al

805162/22 Yesner-Stichweh v.
Marwin

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

805007/21 Marifat v. Taranow
805050/25 Ruffin v. Long Island
Jewish Medical Center Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22
805025/21 Weiss v. Salgado

Part 7

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

652059/2522 West 34th St. LLC C/o
Sol Goldman Investments LLC v.
Kim

160370/25Finance Hldg. Co. v.
Farzam

100982/25Holt v. Arons

450245/19NYS Div. of v. Zara Rlty.
Hldg. Corp.

654597/22 Storms v. Flat Rate
Movers

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

161217/23708 Third Avenue
Holdings v. 710 Third Ave.
Partners LLC

162070/23 Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
The 740 Corp. Et Al

655881/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Jose Cruz Et Al

157762/24 Berger v. NYC

157462/23 Blce v. Devack & Chester

160932/24 Cifone v. 2686-2690
B'way. LLC C/o Flink &
Associates Et Al

155402/24 Daneshvar v. NY Univ.
EtAl

101373/23 Emmanuel Omokha v.
2395 Fbd Dev. LLC

153767/25Fuhr v. Smith

150239/25 Ghaznavi v. Equinox Sc
Upper West Side, Inc. Et Al

162086/24 Hopkins v. Genesis Y15
Owners LLC Et Al

452231/25in The Matter of The
Application of NYCTA As
Subrogee of Carlos Cachay
Badilio And April Carlisle v.
Hertz Vehicles LLC

155052/25Karp v. Zombie Muay
Thai

158772/24 Kearse v. Jpmorgan
Chase & Co. Et Al

160268/25Klepper v. 118 East 60th
Owners, Inc. Et Al

161003/22 Makarewicz Design
Ltd. D/b/a Mdl Solutions v. Jdp
Mechanical, Inc. Et Al

100209/25 Pratt v. Desimon

652680/23 Preece v. Charles

161777/24Reyes v. NYCTA Et Al

154594/24 Seitz v. United Parcel
Service, Inc. Et Al

153152/21 Simons III v. Kardi

154999/24 Smith v. Pattersonville
Solar Facility

159116/24 Tate v. Icer of 537 Lenox
Ave LLC Et Al

152513/25Todd v. Kafene, Inc.

655702/21 Urban Ecospaces, Inc. v.
Slsco

158008/25 Yorkville Advisors Global
v. Brand Engagement Network,
Inc.

159003/24 Zelenka v. NYCHA
(NYCHA)

Motion

160268/25Klepper v. 118 East 60th
Owners, Inc. Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

650868/20379 Park Avenue South
v. 373-381 Pas Associates

654427/25 Astor Retail Associates v.
The Alley Friends LLC Et Al

650030/19 Conesus Properties LLC
v. Photovillage Industries Inc.

653642/24 Gallery Apts. Co., L.P. v.
The Board of Mgrs. of The Petit
Verdot Condominium

651616/22 Kastel Renaissance
Interiors, Inc. v. Cholera

156413/25Madison Security Group,
Inc. v. Thomas

155343/25Martin v. Morningside
Heights Housing Corp.

654553/25Moses & Singer Llp v.
Emusic.Com, Inc.

654144/22 Nassar v. Cook

100418/25Ruiz v. Community
Access Inc

160614/24 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Personna

Motion

654427/25 Astor Retail Associates v.
The Alley Friends LLC Et Al

Court Calendars

Continued from page 9

to developments in the law, appropriately solicitous
to pro se litigants, and operationally manageable.
Day-to-day duties and responsibilities of this position
include reviewing the staff attorneys’ written work
and legal analysis, coordinating with Clerk’s Office
staff on operational matters relevant to the pro se
docket, and managing and promoting the Court’s
Pro Bono Program. Management of the Court’s Pro
Bono Program involves providing advice to chambers
on cases in need of counsel, frequent communica-
tion with the private bar, distribution of a monthly
newsletter that solicits assistance from volunteer
lawyers, and collaboration with bar associations.
Project management of internal initiatives requires
scheduling check-ins with participants and commu-
nicating developments to the relevant stakeholders.

REQUIRED QUALIFICATIONS

Applicants must possess a Juris Doctor degree
from a law school accredited by the American Bar
Association and be admitted to the bar in a federal
court of general jurisdiction. Applicants also must
have excellent academic credentials and superior
analytical, research, and writing skills with law review
or equivalent legal research experience. Competitive
applicants will have at least three years of post-law
school relevant legal experience such as working as
a pro se or death penalty law clerk or other experi-
ence in areas of legal work that come before the pro
se and death penalty law clerk programs, including
civil rights claims brought under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.
Applicants with significantly more experience are
preferred. All applicants should emphasize any super-
visory and/or managerial experience; experience

directing the workflow within an office; experience
reviewing professional legal staff work products; and
experience training law clerks or other professional
legal staff on standards of performance. Applicants
must possess a solid grounding in federal jurisdiction
and civil procedure. The Court seeks highly qualified
applicants with diverse backgrounds and experience.

APPLICATION PROCEDURE

To be considered for this position, applicants must
submit a cover letter, resume (including law school
class rank and/or percentile if available), law school
transcript, self-edited writing sample, and a list of at
least three professional references. Only applications
submitted via e-mail will be accepted. It is preferred
for the applications to be submitted in a single PDF
document, and for candidates to include the vacancy
number and position title in the subject field of the
e-mail containing the application. Applications sub-
mitted as zip files, cloud files and/or links will not
be accepted. Applications that do not conform to
the above procedures will not be considered. Only
candidates selected for the next step in the hiring
process will be contacted. Please submit your appli-
cation to: DEJobs@nysd.uscourts.gov.

Applicants must be U.S. citizens or lawful perma-
nent residents seeking U.S. citizenship. Employees
of the United States District Court are not included
in the government’s Civil Service classification and
are at-will employees. All employees are required to
adhere to the Code of Conduct for Judicial Employees.
The successful candidate for this position is subject
to a background check. This position is subject to
mandatory electronic funds transfer for payment

of net pay.

Part 9

Justice Linda M. Capitti
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3848
Room 355
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

365016/24 Barker v. Gruszczynski
300512/08 Connor v. Gould

Motion
300512/08 Connor v. Gould
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
365448/21 Pariente v. Pariente

Part 11

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

650794/23 Asp Watch Guard
& Patrol Inc. v. 17th St.
Entertainment II LLC Et Al

150436/17 Brito v. NYC

450155/21 Global Merchant Cash,
Inc. v. Global Logistic And
Trading LLC D/b/a Global Logistic
And Trading Et Al

154488/25Hamilton Equity Group v.
Vzon Tech, Inc. Et Al

156684/25 Harlem Smoke
Shop 1 Inc v. NYC Office of
Administrative Trials And
Hearings Et Al

654730/25 Heun v. Friedman Llp

651072/23 Lexington Ins. Co. v.
Allstar Security & Consulting,
Inc.

152894/23 Manda Int’l Corp. v. Jm
& A Const. Corp. Et Al

190324/20 Petro v. Aerco Int’l, Inc.

162327/14 Toktassynova v. Victor

Motion

650794723 Asp Watch Guard
& Patrol Inc. v. 17th St.
Entertainment II LLC Et Al

156684/25Harlem Smoke
Shop 1 Inc v. NYC Office of
Administrative Trials And
Hearings Et Al

152894/23 Manda Int’l Corp. v. Jm
& A Const. Corp. Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
161118/25Arteaga v. If Painting Et
Al

654284/23 Castle Village Owners
Corp. v. Girardi

452277/23 Comm'rs. of The State
Ins. Fund v. G General Const.
LLC

161051/25Edwards v. NYC Police
Dept.

153177/25 Great American Ins. Co.
A/s/o of Csc 2045 Madison LLC Et
Al'v. Romo Const. Corp.

159247/24 Supreme Co. I LLC
v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal Et Al

157623/25 Trucking Assoc. of NY Et
Al'v. Metro. Transportation Auth.
Et Al

654924/25 Under Technologies v.
Intergroup Mining Ltd. Et Al

Motion
161118/25Arteaga v. If Painting Et
Al

159247/24 Supreme Co. I LLC
v. NYS Div. of Housing And
Community Renewal Et Al
654924725 Under Technologies v.
Intergroup Mining Ltd. Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

159083/23 American Express Travel
Related Services Co., Inc. v. Bar
Nothin Co LLC

952052/23 Crawford v. Ratner

161329/25 Lakhi General
Contractor Inc. v. [hms LLC Dba
The Pierre Hotel Aka The Pierre

655551/23N47 Associates LLC v.
Jemsco Rlty. LLC

654611/25 Nouveau Elevator
Industries v. Cohen Brothers
Rity. Corp. Et Al

652684/23 Thomas v. Sorokin

158627/24Wheat v. Vichie

Motion

655551/23 N47 Associates LLC v.
Jemsco Rity. LLC

Part 12

Justice Leslie A. Stroth
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3273
Room 232

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

152284/25An v. Universal Music
Group, Inc., Individually And
D/b/a Interscope Capitol Labels
Group Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

152304723 Aliperta Jr v. Exactech,
Inc. Et Al

154104/24 Arevalo v. Korpenn LLC.
EtAl

154885/24 Artani v. America Multi-
Cinema

159970/24 Bowman v. Edmund
Rice Christian Brothers North
America Congregation of
Christian Brothers Et Al

161077/24Brea v. NYC

659868/24 Cushman & Wakefield,
Inc. v. Consulate General De
Monaco

155024/24 Juanarena Collantes v.
Willow Owner LLC Et Al

155631/24 Lombardo v. Morgan
Stanley 1585 B'way. LLC Et Al

161215/19 Martinez v. Bop One
North End LLC

152752/25New v. Columbia Univ. Et
Al

151012/24 Osayande v. 250 East
57th St.

154303/21 Rivas-Zapata v. Browne

151468/23 Stokolyas v. Acme
Intergalactic, Inc. Et Al

652351/24 Travelers Indemnity Co.
v. Ace American Ins. Co.

150118/24 Walters v. Vertical
Industrial Park Associates

161713/23Webb v. 270 St. Nicholas
Lemor LLC Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

152399/25 Croghan v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

157732/20Laci v. 611 West 56th St.

151323/25 Steffan v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

Part 14

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

650522/24 American Southern
Home Ins. Co. A/s/o Green Ivy
Pine St. LLC And A/s/0 40 Wall St.
LLC v. Admore Air Conditioning
Corp. Et Al

157655/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record LLC Et Al

157656/22 Benfield Partners, Inc. v.
Home Record

652893/20New Deal Rity. LLC v. 684
Owners Corp.

653424/22NY Spine & Sport
Rehabilitation Medicine v. Jafaar

653392/23 Tedford’s Tenancy v.
Horizons Investors Corp. Et Al

151107/21Yoon v. L&L Hldg. Co.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

655078/23 Jarvis v. The G Service
Group

Motion
655078/23 Jarvis v. The G Service
Group
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
653890/22 Perkins Eastman

Architects v. White Plains Hosp.
Medical Center, Inc.

Part 15
Justice Jeanine R. Johnson
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4462
Room 116

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

306930/18 Peacock-Cole v. Peacock-
Cole
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
322417/21Mercado v. Mercado
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

300780/25Bailey v. Ramos
365457/22 Dixon v. Dixon
365196/24 Dodd v. Smith
300349/25 Fofana v. Kone
315633/14 Hatch v. Hatch
301273/24 Lorient v. Lorient
32118025 Pichardo v. Contreras

Part 17

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

150898/21 Locke v. Schindler
Elevator Corp. Et Al

Part 19
Justice Lisa A. Sokoloff
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3979
Room 540

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

161805/18 Campos v. Brown Harris
Stevens

150173/21 Davis v. Manhattan
Chelsea Market LLC Et Al

Part 20
ADR
Justice Deborah A. Kaplan
60 Centre Street

Phone 646-386-3300
Courtroom 422

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
150154/21Rios v. Con Ed Co.
15715722 Turner v. Gjeli

Part 24
Matrimonial Part

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

Part 26

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

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

322821/21Foster v. Foster
365136/24 Weinstein v. Farhadian
Weinstein
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
365148/21Panos v. Panos

Part 28
Justice Aija Tingling
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4372
Room 543

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

365802/23 Clark v. Rumble
365735/23 Dore-Almonor v. Almonor

320256/24King v. Kessler
321794/23 Min-Zarychto v. Zarychto
303349/07 Roscinski v. Rose
365785/23 Samlalsingh v. Springer

Motion
303349/07 Roscinski v. Rose
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
302840/23 Edwards v. Edwards—10
AM

321923/22 Sabin v. Louis-Jean

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

151263/21 Arthurs v. Haven Rooftop

159258/22 Maurasaca-Pallchisaca v.
Rotavele Elevator Const., Inc.

151809/24 Mejia Gomez v.
Brookfield Properties One Wfc
Co. LLC Et Al

452566/22 Smith v. NYC Et Al

159319/24 Solano v. Glassman
Dental Care

155708/22 Soto v. Superpark Rlty.

Motion

159258/22 Maurasaca-Pallchisaca v.
Rotavele Elevator Const., Inc.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

157365/22 Fama v. The American
Museum of Natural History Et Al
161323/23 Yacoob v. Prosegur
Security USA, Inc. Et Al
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

656042/23 Abbott Dpm v. Morera

156267/22 Alston v. 580 Lenox
Associates

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

154072/22Brown v. The NYCHA

155810/22 Salinas v. 424 West 33rd
St. LLC Et Al

161212/23 Stanicky v. Jc Hosp.ity
LLC D/b/a ‘the Surf Lodge’ Et Al

Part 34

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

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
154549/22 Sanguino v. Rxr 196
Willoughby Owner LLC Et Al
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
151180/23 Powell v. 300 8th Ave.
Food Corp.
159510/22 Rondon v. 200 Varick St.
De LLC Et Al
150829/23 Tolchinsky v. Castaneda

Part 37
IAS Part

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

656164/1963rd & 3rd NYC LLC v.
Advanced Contracting

805309/22 Bowens v. NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

805058/22 C.H. v. NYCH&HC Corp.

805319/21 Caraballo v. NYC
NYCH&HC Corp. Et Al

157914/22 Carrion v. 2089-91
Amsterdam Ave. Housing Dev.
Fund Corp. Et Al

656346/18 Davis v. Richmond
Capital Group

451825/23 Delacruz v. NYCH&HC
Corp. EtAl

159148/22El v. Lafayette Grand
Cafe & Bakery Et Al

80500220 Erskine Alfonza Spruill v.
NYCH&HC Corp. Et Al

805286/23 Fisher v. NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

80514924 1.K. v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp.

653830/24 Ludwig Plus v.
Biz2credit, Inc.

155981/22 Marcelino Bernardez v.
Freehold S.L. Ltd. Partnership Et
Al

805219/20Miles v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. EtAl

656493/23 New My Managment LLC
v. Wilmington Trust

650238/19 P&Hr Solutions v. Ram
Capital Funding

805096/22 Palaguachi v. Smilen

160156/21 Peralta v. Emerald 85-87
Vermilyea LLC Et Al

805078/24 Plasencia v. NYC
NYCH&HC Corp. Et Al

805038/23 Reyes v. Ding M.D.

805306/24 Swaby v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

805267/20 Thompson v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

805111/16 Townson v. NYCH&HC
And

155271/24W. v. NYCHA

805247/22Witte Jr. v. Manko M.D.

Motion
805111/16 Townson v. NYCH&HC
And
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

156738/24 Corbett v. NYC Dept. of
Finance

158885/22 Lopez v. Rpcp 72 Owner
LLC. Et Al

152788/15Mishkin v. Andrea

805034/22 Sobrino v. Metro. Hosp.
EtAl

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

805033/21 Campbell v. Carryl M.D.

153783/23 Guardiola v. 815 West
180th Group LLC

655475/24Indigo Secured High
Income Note v. Nitsberg

850285/14Khamisa S. M. Howira
As Administrator of The Estate v.
NYCH&HC

154053/23 Nationwide General Ins.
Co. As Subrogee of Mari Matsuo
And Simon Colley v. Systems
2000 Plumbing Services

Motion

805033/21 Campbell v. Carryl M.D.
153783/23 Guardiola v. 815 West
180th Group LLC

Part 39

Justice James G. Clynes
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3619

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

651188/1913 Harrison St.
Condominium v. Bleich

650957/25Able v. Harmonic Health
Inc.

154399/24 Hurtado v. Isham 521
LLC

153726/25Interfi LLC v. Sisco

100609/25Meirowitz v. Judy White
Esq.

154250/21 Pagano v. 335 Madison
Ave. LLC Et Al

161051/21 Sokolov v. Trader Joes
East Inc. Et Al

654379/24 Vallabhaneni v. Manna
Capital Solutions LLC Et Al

153137/23 Wyvill v. 305 West 16th
St. Owners Corp.

161241/20Young v. Jamestown 450
West 15th St. L.P. Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

654118/2543 Mott Rlty. Owner LLC
Et Al'v. Global Bank Et Al

652047/2579th St. Corp. v. 440 East
79th St. Owners Corp.

450556/25NYC v. East 110
Candygrocery Corp

155600/24 Estate of Lup Suet
Ngai (a/k/a Nancy Ngai) v. 98
Rivington Rlty. Corp. Et Al

151205/19Finklea v. Metro.
Commuter

161930/18 Licurgo-Villar v.
Samouha

160521/17 Naranjo v. 315 Hudson
LLC

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

156617/24 Bachor v. Alan Ripka &
Associates

156050/25 Capellini v. First
Manhattan Co. Et Al

156700/25 Schatz v. Schrager

150012/25 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Adagio
Chiropractic

160957/23 Super Pc Systems, Inc. v.
Angelo Grill Inc. Et Al

Part 43

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

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

654971/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. A Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC

654972/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. B Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC

654973/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. C Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC

650318/19 Donnelly v. Neumann

155143/18 Ellington Owners Corp.
v. 200 Bradhurst Developers LLC

653000/24 Gramercy Park House
Hldg. Inc. v. Doit Hosp.ity
Delaware LLC

650465/22 Lam Group Et Al v.
Anthony T. Rinaldi LLC D/b/a The
Rinaldi Group Et Al

655585/20 Lanaras v. Premium
Ocean

158095/22 Uki Freedom LLC
D/b/a Brasserie Saint Marc v.
Organization For The Defense of
Four Freedoms For Ukraine, Inc.

Motion

654971/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. A Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC

654972/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. B Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC

654973/251001 Expressway Drive
Bldg. C Solar LLC v. Wf Industrial
Xii LLC
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West 129

157287/20 Duchimaza v. Hp Linden
Blvd Housing

154087/20 Eshaghian v. Dorsey &
Whitney Llp

157393/19 German v. 333 Rector
Garage

150309/22 Guambana v. 1114 6th
Ave. Owner LLC

151425/20Joseph v. S.0.D.A. Const.

orp.

153593/21 Norton v. Ross
Procurement, Inc. Et Al

156102/20 Norton v. Brodsky
Organization Et Al

156368/21R v. NYCHA

152760/13 Residential Board of
Trump v. Kiti Int’l Corp.

159831/19 Rodriguez v. Bp Prods.
North America

155327/20 Singh v. Surfside
Investment Co. Et Al

151428/20 Sistla v. Cielo Ltd D/b/a
Cielo

151738/21 Suero v. Kings Tower
Deli Corp.

150094/16 Vallejo v. Skyline
Restoration Inc.

100329/16 Vidal v. M.TAA.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

151347/19 Hollenberg v. Cyc Fitness
Partners LLC

154515/20 Huper v. NYCHA Et Al

805171/21 Kannadan v. Munawar &
Andrews-Santillo

151701/20King v. Global
Experience Secialists

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

155453/19 Alvarez v. 20 West 64th
St. Associates

156893/19 Castillo-Diaz v. Etro
U.SA, Inc.

159954/20 Maccarone v. NY
Convention Center

156873/19 Mattsson v. Nyp Hldgs.,
Inc. D/b/a The

152423/18 Merced v. NYC

158891/20 Ruiz Arrega v. Bedford
Apts. Co. LLC

158605/16 East B'way. Mall Inc. v.
Chen

190038/24 Martin v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

190118/24Widercrantz v. Amchem
Prod.s,Inc.,  N/k/a Rhone
Poulenc Ag Co.,  N/k/a Bayer
Cropscience Inc Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

190082/22 Hardin v. Aerco Int’l, Inc.
EtAl

190208/23 Smith v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

Part 18

Justice Alexander M. Tisch
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3472
Room 104

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

652240/25 American Transit
Insurance Company v. North
Shore Family Chiropractic Pc

652208/25 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Safer Pharmacy Inc.

951130/21B. v. NYC

950181/21B. v. Archdiocese of NY

950211/20Bowen v. Church of Our
Saviour

950184721 Calicchio v. Archdiocese
of NY EtAl

950419/20 Chachkes v. Ramaz
School

950418/20 Christensen v.
Archdiocese of NY

951155/21 Colorundo v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese NY Et Al

950225/20Declercq v. NY And

951011/21Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
951098/21Doe v. Brothers of
The Christian Schools Dist. of
Eastern North America, Inc.

950206/21 Doe v. Roman Catholic
Archdiocese

450427/21F. v. Archdiocese of NY

950197/19 Fulton v. Catholic
Charities of The

950505/21G. v. NYC

101330/19 Gonzalez v. Spence-
Chapin

950145/19 Gosselin v. Archdiocese
of NY

950118/21 Hammond v. NYC Et Al

951271/21 Lannen v. Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

452824722 M. v. Edwin Gould Services
For Children And Families

950207/20P. v. NYC

950177/21R. v. NYC

950390/20 Ramirez v. Catholic
Charities of The

951460/21 Thompson Jr v. The
Rockefeller Univ. Hosp. Et Al

950190/19Wd v. Archdiocese of NY

Motion

652240/25 American Transit
Insurance Company v. North
Shore Family Chiropractic Pc

652208/25 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Safer Pharmacy Inc.

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

950032/19 Bakhrakh v. Elaine
Kaufman Cultural Center

Part 23

Justice Eric Schumacher
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Courtroom 304

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

190064/15Rahimi v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190362/18 Teric v. Air & Liquid
Systems

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

190058/21 Alison Holtermann v.
Walgreen Eastern Co., Inc Et Al

190005/25 Bowers v. Estee Lauder,
Inc., Et Al

190184/25 Desjardins v. Christian
Dior, Inc. Et Al

158605/16 East B'way. Mall Inc. v.
Chen

190038/24 Martin v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

190118/24Widercrantz v. Amchem
Prod.s,Inc.,  N/k/a Rhone
Poulenc Ag Co., N/k/a Bayer
Cropscience Inc Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

190082/22 Hardin v. Aerco Int’l, Inc.
EtAl

190208/23 Smith v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co Et Al

Part 29

Part 73R
Special Referee
Justice Diego Santiago
60 Centre Street
Room 354

Part 75R
Special Referee
Justice Stephen S. Burzio
60 Centre Street
Room 240

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

365207/22Marinac v. Marinac
365047/21 Rodriguez v. Rodriguez

Part 81R
Special Referee
Justice Lancelot B. Hewitt
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3680
Room 321

MONDAY, SEPT. 22
155924/20Board of Managers of

The 243 West 98 Condominium
v. Julie Goldberg

Part 84R
Special Referee
Justice Jeremy R. Feinberg
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3207
Room 641

Part 87R
Special Referee
Justice Joseph P. Burke
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5541
Room 238

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18
365543/22 Karnowski v.
Subramaniam
Part 88R
Special Referee
Justice Deborah E. Edelman
60 Centre Street
Room 158
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

151544/20 Can IV Packard Square
LLC v. Schubiner

650952/24 Marquez Post LLC v. Rtw
Retailwinds Acquisition LLC Et
Al

Part 89R
Special Referee
Justice Sue Ann Hoahng
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3676
Room 236

71 THOMAS
STREET

Part 13

Justice Eric Schumacher
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Courtroom 304

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

190064/15Rahimi v. Amchem
Prod.s, Inc.

190362/18 Teric v. Air & Liquid
Systems

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

190058/21 Alison Holtermann v.
Walgreen Eastern Co., Inc Et Al

190005/25Bowers v. Estee Lauder,
Inc., Et Al

190184/25 Desjardins v. Christian
Dior, Inc. Et Al

Justice Leticia M. Ramirez
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3016
Room 311

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

155838/23 Richardson v. Bpp Pcv
Owner LLC
151817/20Rosario Rivas v. Green
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

156814/25Doe v. Zara USA, Inc. Et
Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

162585/19Farber v. Ozedemir

155443/25Francavilla v. Staten
Island Plaza Ltd. Partnership Et
Al

Part 36
Justice Verna L. Saunders
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3733
Room 205

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

160080/20 Castillo v. Cannon Point
South
652252/20 Geronazzo-Alman v. King
Rose of Ny, Inc.
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

151540/25 Fairchild v. Beau Dietl &
Associates The Seaport NYC Et

100887/25 Oluwatoyin
Olufunmilayo v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

152408/25Batka v. Roman Catholic
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

Part 46

Justice Richard Latin
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3279
Room 210

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

152177/23 Guaillas Jima v. 1571-
1573 Third Ave. LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

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

151232/22 Hailegebriel v. Color
Factory NYC Et Al—10 A.M.

157249/19 Madera v. Jabar Rlty.
Corp.

155728/20 Movimiento Misionero
Mundial, Inc. v. Sobro Dev. Corp.
Et Al—12 Noon

160048/21 Pilon v. Mtglq Investors

155261/21Rico-Delgado v. NYC
Dept. of Transportation Et
Al—12:30 PM.

160547/17Woodson v. Convent 1
LLC—9:30 A.M.

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

160039/22 Artiles v. Macklowe
Properties Et Al—10:30 A.M.

150863/23 Chatham v. Susan
Sheehan Gallery, Inc. Et Al—11
AM.

162066/23 Eaton v. 608 Co.

160865/21 Fermin v. Lic Dev.
Owner—11:30 AM.

15481522 Martin v. Regus Et A—10
AM.

160834/21 Mendoza v. Celtic Services
Nyc, Inc. Et Al—10:30 A.M.

155712/22 Paguay v. Empire 326
Grand LLC—10 A.M.

154440/22 Paun v. 50
United Nations Plaza
Condominium—11:30 A.M.

153419/23 Remache v. Trinity
Hudson Hldgs.—9:30 A.M.

155701/22 Schwab v. 170 West End
Ave. Condominium—9:30 A.M.
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Part 55

Justice James D’Auguste
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3289
Room 103

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

151301/25 Cavalry Spv I v.
Tomlinson
100753/25Waheed v. Bui

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

654141/25Ace Group 11, Inc. v. All
State Const. R Us, Inc. Et Al

152235/17 Alfredo Santiago Locon
Yac v. Mah Rlty. LLC

153200/16 Ana Lanza v. Hrynenko

654594/25 Beukelman v. Financial
Indus. Regulatory Auth., Inc. Et
Al

154835/24 Bove v. Law Office of Joel
M. Gluck Et Al

450957/19NYC v. Fortusa Rlty.
Corp.

450600/23 Comm'rs. of The NYS
Ins. Fund v. Pinchecsky

150389/25 Duchi Ramirez v. Bpp
Pcv Owner LLC Et Al

151158/22 Jean-Charles v. NYC

157521/23 Margolin v. Fiaux

155043/24 Martell v. Mts NY Propco

151085/24 Martynenko v. 63
Madison Owner LLC

153267/24 Menendez v. One City
Block LLC Et Al

155629/25NY Civil Liberties Union
v. NYC Police Dept. Et Al

655168/25 Poirot v. Keshab Raj
Seadie

161117/25 Ramirez v. Police
Comm'r.

100184/25Ramos v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

100051/25 Scott v. NYCHA

451519225NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 204 East 60th St.

452148/25NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 799 Lexington
Ave.

152753/25Wang v. Marriott Int’l
Administrative Service Inc. Et Al

Motion

152235/17 Alfredo Santiago Locon
Yac v. Mah Rlty. LLC

153200/16 Ana Lanza v. Hrynenko

100184/25Ramos v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

451519/25NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 204 East 60th St.

452148/25NYC v. The Land And
Bldg. Known As 799 Lexington
Ave.

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

161765/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lee

651848/24 Reitler Kailas &
Rosenblatt Llp v. Upfront
Megatainment, Inc. Et Al

Part 58

Justice David B. Cohen
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-636-3347
Room 305

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

161868/25in The Matter of The
Application of Moog Inc. Et Al v.
NYC Police Dept.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

153452/25Estate of Laura Stein v.
Davidow Davidow Siegel & Stern
Lip Et Al

100854/25Ginns v. J.P. Morgan
Chase Bank N.A

160416/25 Melendez v. Heberger

451881/25People of The State of
NY v. Esurance Ins. Co. Et Al

153435/25 Tetrick v. Worlwide Plaza
Condominuim Et Al

159566/25Vierno v. NYC Dept. of
Health & Mental Hygiene

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

158936/24 Cates v. Rigney

160132/25Fisher v. NY Univ.

160227/19 Hartman v. Wvh Housing
Dev. Fund

155746/25 Taylor v. NYCHA Et Al

Part 56

Justice John J. Kelley
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-5281
Room 204

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

805264/24 Alaburda-Smith v.
Souweidane M.D.

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

805267/24 Clifford v. Weiner M.D.

805378/22 Hamczyk v. Riew M.D.

805041/20 Hylton v. Ham

805057/25 Lashley-Miller v. NYU
Langone Hosps. Et Al

805229/23 Moore v. Mount Sinai
Hosp. Et Al

805053/25 Myles v. Mark Dds

805066/25 Satin v. St. Luke’s
Roosevelt Hosp. Center

805219/24 Seales v. Morgenstern

Motion
805041/20 Hylton v. Ham
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

805198/16Arnold v. Blitz

805039/13 Covell v. Staten Island
Univ.

805397/21 Medina v. Licata M.D.

805049/21 Miller v. Remzi

805198/24 Scala v. Gupta

805331/21 Youngerman v. The
Newyork-Presbyterian Hosp. Et
Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

805088/25Alex Nnamani v. Afaneh
M.D.
805071/24Ying v. Chynn M.D.

111 CENTRE
STREET

Part 25
Guardianship

Justice Ilana J. Marcus
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5675
Room 1254

Part 35

Justice Phaedra F. Perry
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3016
Room 684

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

159841/25307-309 Hldgs. LLC v.
Chipman

159832/25307-309 Hldgs. LLC v.
Rush

655293/25 Citibank v. Atala

159779/24 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Al-Rahma Physical Therapy

159831/25 Gramercy 252 Owner
LLC v. The Gramercy Co.

652568/25 John’s Mountain LLC Et
Al'v. The Board of Mgrs. of The
Laurel Condominium Et Al

155242/25Kershaw v. Kershaw

653874/24 Rebel Hosp.ity LLC Et Al
v. Sompo America Ins. Co.

160182/25 Rosenblatt v. lannuzzi

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

157817/25Archila v. NYCHA Et Al

100869/25 Gilbert v. Von Der Burg

452214/25in The Matter of The
Application of NY Black Car
Operators’ Injury Compensation
Fund Inc. A/k/a NY Black Car
Fund As Subrogee of Shun Chen
v. NYC

152578/23 Johnson v. The Riverside
Church of NYC

651426/25 Newt-Tso II Spv v.
Michael E. Jones M.D.

155286/25 Roth & Roth v. NYCTA Et

Al
654220/25 S2bn Entertainment
Corp. v. Aniara Ltd Et Al
655366/24 Zhao v. Lu
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
653060/25 Fetman v. 5w Public
Relations LLC Et Al

655295/24 Glenn Agre Bergman &
Fuentes v. Siffin

150873/25Medina v. Jovin Demo
Inc. Et Al

151890/23 Sinclair v. Macy’s, Inc. Et
Al

Part 31

Court Calendars

Justice Kathleen C.
Waterman-Marshall
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4296
Room 623

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

157069/24 143-45 Wadsworth Ave.
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. v.
Oscar

159478/24 Agnant v. Sadie’s Ward
EtAl

452450/22 Comm’rs. of The State
Ins. Fund v. Exclusive Bldg. Corp.

654560/23 Liu v. Chang

651357/25Mic General Ins. Corp. v.
Bachan

156048/25 Pittman v. Pandora
Media

654232/24 Stelz v. Blue Sky Design,
Inc. Et Al—10 A M.

656521/23 The Bostany Law Firm
Pllc v. Superstar Hldgs., Inc. Et Al

656390/22 Velazquez Cuautle v.
Hudson Market 303 LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

152899/25 Audientis v. Jpmorgan
Chase Bank

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

158180/24119 Baxter St. Cc LLC v.
Castro

650213/23 Con Ed Co. of New York,
Inc. v. Burlington Ins. Co. Et Al

654480721 Strategic Funding
Source, Inc. v. Forecast Financial
Group LLC Et Al

16039924 The Cinicinnati Ins. Co.
As Subrogee of Scott Mosberg
And Alyssa Mosberg v. Systems
2000 Plumbing Services Inc.

32
Mortgage Foreclosure
Part

Justice Francis A. Kahn, III
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5607
Room 1127B

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

850027/12Kats v. Agosto

155270/24 NYCTL 1998-2 Trust
And The Bank of NY Mellon As
Collateral Agent And Custodian
v. Hodge

651674/25Sig Rers C Mf 2023
Venture LLC v. Mj Group Hldgs.
LLC EtAl

850218/25 Spectrum Mortgage
Hldgs. v. The Heirs At Large of
Mary Thompkins

850075/23 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. v. Agnol

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

850058/19Bank of NY Mellon v.
Schlossbach

155699/25Nolan Treanor Select
Floors v. U.E.S. Mgt. Et Al

158709/22NYCTL 2021-A Trust And
The Bank of NY Mellon v. Rim
Group Properties of NY II Corp
Et Al

158314/25 S&E Bridge & Scaffold
LLC v. Clerk of NY County

850210/24 Terracotta Nine v. Br 52
LLC Et Al

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

157525/25Board of Mgrs. of The
180 West End Ave. Condominium
on Behalf of The Unit Owners v.
Shabshi LLC

850279/19Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
East River Plaza LLC Et Al

850624/23 McLp Asset Co., Inc. v.
Lau

Part 38

Justice Ashlee Crawford
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3235
Room 1166

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

153427/20 Gurwitz v. Adironack Ins.
Exch.
452906/24 Sales v. Justiniano

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

151429/18 Hellman v. St. Tropez
Condominium

653053/23J & R Wyckoff Corp. v.
Seneca Ins. Co., Inc. Et Al

655377/21Kapitus Servicing, Inc. v.
Midwest Motoplex

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

160190/24 Hitz v. 171 Great Plains
LLC Et Al

Part 42

Justice Emily Morales-
Minerva
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3237
Room 574

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

651008/25A¢g Light And Sound Inc.
v. Ez Festivals LLC Et Al

655145/24 Atalaya Capital Mgt. Lp v.
Ballard

651584/25D.P. Group General
Contractors/developers Inc. v.
Shamas Contracting Co. Inc.

651415/24 Dalbir Singh &
Associates v. Singh

153799/25First Flight Helicopters v.
NYC Et Al

651392/25Frank Capezza v. Antika
Pizzeria, Inc.

155022/22 Frizalone v. Tishman
Const. Corp. of NY Et Al

650948/23 G/o Media, Inc. v. Mgid,
Inc.

651664/25Kossar v. 190 East 72nd
Corp. Et Al

156466/21Lin v. Hsbc Bank USA Et
Al

654287/25 Perez v. The Board
of Mgrs. of The Langston
Condominium Et Al

652252/24 Qian Rlty. LLC v. Global
Synergy Ventures LLC Et Al

654191/25 Sindhwani v. Nationstar
Mortgage LLC

654934/25 Staffing Group Hldgs. v.
Luxurban Hotels, Inc.

Motion

654191725 Sindhwani v. Nationstar
Mortgage LLC

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

652572/25131 & 137 Tth Ave South
LLC v. Pt03 Inc. A/a/o Pt04 Inc. Et
Al

450447/25NYC v. East Burnside
King Deli Inc

450954/25NYC Police Dept. v. Mega
Rentals LLC

153998/25Douglas Elliman Real
Estate v. Villanova Heights, Inc.
EtAl

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

651690724 Apos Us Mgt., Inc. v. Ns
Grand St. Mgt. Services Inc. Et Al

152546/25 Claude Kunstenaar v.
Ann Rathaus Drucker

159492/20Dd 11th Ave. v. Glazer

151700/25 Empower Fed. Credit
Union v. Abbott

652314/25Itria Ventures LLC v. R1
Solutions, Inc. Et Al

656301/20Md. v. Md.

652171/23 Morankar v. Centurion
Anesthesia

451430/20NYCHA v. Grini’s Harlem
Grill Inc.

653245/22 Patel v. The Board of
Mgrs. of The M At Beekman
Condominium Et Al

156226/22 Valentin Torres v.
NYCHA

Part 47

Justice Paul A. Goetz
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3743
Room 1021

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

152511/22A.F. Supply Corp. v. Fpg
Maiden Lane LLC Et Al

156600/24 Acharon v. Tantawan
Bloom, Inc. Et Al

161317/18 Allen v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Co. Et Al

157523/23 Allied Ins. Co. of America
As Subrogee of Astraea Mgt. Inc.
v. Bleecker Plaza Rity. Corp. Et Al

154128/24 Antoniou v. The Tjx
Companies, Inc. Et Al

154690/24 Arce v. Applejack Diner
EtAl

150027/24 Berisha v. 150 E 42 Rlty.
LLC Et Al

151719/24Bermeo v. First F & L
Rity. LLC Et Al

157297/24 Bushweller v. Wu

153138/25 Centurion 14b LLC v.
Borlakov

151926/24 Cruz v. NYCHA

151177/20D. v. NYCHA

654428/25 Davis v. Brandon J.
Broderick

158139/25 Debnam v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

150260/23 Devito v. Boston
Properties, Inc. Et Al

159488/24 Duckett-Holmes v.
Planned Parenthood of Greater
New York, Inc. Et Al

155696/23F. v. NYC Et Al

160622/23 Farrugia v. Pollack

162478/19Frolova v. Miller

161282/23 Gothner v. Metro-North
Commuter Railroard Co. Et Al

158575/19 Graham v. Laporte

650859/24 Grassi & Co., Cpas, P.C.
v. Drucker

150004/24 Guerrero Bedon v. Sci
Funeral Services of New York,
Inc. Et Al

161443/23 Herrera v. 181st
Washington Heights Associates
LLC

162330/23 Heyward v. Park-Serv

653788/24 Huang v. Li

155014/24Jones v. NYC Et Al

154657/24Knight v. 900 Eighth Ave.
Garage LLC Et Al

100808/25Leon v. NYC Dept. of
Education High School For
Excellence And Innovation

153337/24 Maloney v. Kel-Tech
Const. Inc. Et Al

156126/25Manca v. Liakas Law Pc

650480/25McKinsey & Co., Inc. Et
Alv. Nat. Union Fire Ins. Co. of
Pittsburgh

152699/24 Molina Sotelo v. 301 East
45th St. Condominium Et Al

159384/24 Molina v. NYCTA

162517/23 Morales Navas v.
Roosevelt Island Operating Corp.
EtAl

158071/24 Nascimento Silva v.
Judlau Contracting, Inc. Et Al

160716/23 Palaguachi v. Miklos
Real Estate LLC Et Al

154466/20Rich v. H & M Hennes &
Mauritz L.P.

150676/20 Rohlfing v. 75 St
Nicholas Pl.

156072/21 Rosenthal v. The Board
of Mgrs. of The Charleston
Condominium

158337/23 Salcedo v. William
Fashion Inc. Et Al

152491/24 Seights v. Hp Genesis
Y15 Housing Dev. Fund Co., Inc.
EtAl

153957/25 Soltis v. The Family
Court of The State of NY

160645/24 Sosa v. Island House
Tenants Corp. Et Al

152487/24 Storch v. Metro North
Commuter RR. D/b/a Mta Metro
North RR. Et Al

156461/24 Tyndal v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

160535/22Wright v. NYCHA Et Al

160438/23 Young v. Sutton East
Tennis Club Et Al

Motion

153138/25Centurion 14b LLC v.
Borlakov

654428/25 Davis v. Brandon J.
Broderick

158139/25Debnam v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

159488/24 Duckett-Holmes v.
Planned Parenthood of Greater
New York, Inc. Et Al

158575/19 Graham v. Laporte

156126/25Manca v. Liakas Law Pc

650480/25McKinsey & Co., Inc. Et
Alv. Nat. Union Fire Ins. Co. of
Pittsburgh

154466/20Rich v. H & M Hennes &
Mauritz L.P.

150676/20 Rohlfing v. 75 St
Nicholas Pl.

153957/25 Soltis v. The Family
Court of The State of NY

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

650840/25Azadian Group v.
Fanmail

101437/24Butler v. NYC

151919/24 Cuartas v. Prep Kitchen

654428/25 Davis v. Brandon J.
Broderick

154951/25Kiamie-Princess Marion
Rity. Corp. v. Rafano

157990/25 Liverpool v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al

160282/24 Phongvichith v. Leanna
Enterprise Inc. Et Al

652115/25 Rivera v. Play Bridge At
Sea Dream Vacations

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

651492/25156-166 Bowery L.P. v.
Reec 156 Bowery

155118/24 American Express Nat.
Bank v. Lumpkin

653184/25 Domani Consulting, Inc.
v. Highpoint Prop. Group

161552/24 Germosen v. Lopez

156710/24 Krawiecki v. Khorshad

452182/25 State of NY - Unified
Court System v. Civil Service
Employees Assoc., Inc., Local
1000, Afscme, Afl-Cio

161995/24 Wvh Housing Corp. v.
Hartman

Part 52
City Part

Justice Carol Sharpe
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3742
Room 1045

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

153620/17 Barker v. NYC
158606/19 Cesar v. NYC
151034/23 Ramirez Balbuena v.
NYC Et Al
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

151035/25 Battistotti v. NYC Et Al
157828/25Feit v. NYC Et Al
MONDAY, SEPT. 22
157449/23 Pena v. NYC
156652/24 Sofro v. 560 Seventh Ave.
Owner Primary LLC Et Al

Part 62
City Part

Justice Ariel D. Chesler
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 1127A

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

153341/23 Almanzar v. NYC Et Al

450743/22 Asad v. NYC Et Al

156384/18 Batista v. NYC

156244/19 Batista v. NYC

157586/18 Berlan v. City of New
York

451990/24 Bracy v. NYC Et Al

153281/22 Chong v. Brunei
Darussalam Mission To The
United Nations Et Al

157849/22 Conant v. NYC Et Al

157180/20 Cox-Douglas v. NYC

154880/15Cruz v. NYC

451063/20 Cruz v. NYC

158498/18 Dodard v. One 9 Three 9
Corp.

159357/22 Drake v. NYC Et Al

15985920 El Guazzar v. Green

160411/22Filler v. NYC

150472/21 Generlette v. Slate NY Et
Al

100954/19 Giurdanella v. NYC

154442/19 Gonzalez v. Con Ed Co.

100090/21 Hooks v. NYC

158574/21 Imbert v. Erbetta

153399/21K.D. An Infant By Her
Mother And Natural Guardian
Paula Dubose v. NYC Et Al

158865/22 Lin v. Fire Dept. of NYC
EtAl

156516/21 Malloy v. NYC Et Al

106710/10 Marcano v. NYC

153852/18 McGrier v. NYC

159901/25Mitchell v. Upstairs,
Downstairs of New York, Inc. Et
Al

160534/22Morse v. NYC Et Al

155974/22 Negron-Casierra v.
Frederick Douglass Community
Center Et Al

153683/19 Niagara Mohawk Power
v.NYC

155635/22 Niambele v. NYC Et Al

451638/21Nicolas v. Triborough
Bridge And Tunnel Auth. Et Al

156770/21 Orimogunje v. NYC Et Al

151049/21 Peikes v. NYC

158795/22 Peters v. NYC

156196/22 Phillips v. NYC Et Al

158094/19 Piro v. NYC

157613/17Reyes v. NYC

160494/22 Robinson v. 565 West
125th St. Housing Dev. Fund
Corp. Et Al

100165/25Roman v. NYC Et Al

150625/22 Rouse v. Con Ed Co. of
NY Inc. Et Al

155600/22 Sahebzada v. NYC Et Al

157677/17 Sosa v. NYC

150220/22 Staneski v. NYC

159253/22 Sutton v. NYCH&HC
Corp.

156173/20Vasques Rojas v.
Archdiocese of NY Et Al

161874/19Washington v. NYC Et Al

159462/18Wu v. NYC

152149/22 Wulf v. Quezada

154987/22 Zahoor v. NYC Et Al

154022/21Zanoni v. Clypeta Rlty.
Co., LLC EtAl

155958/23 Zweig v. NYC Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
152937/22 Alvarado v. NYC

161156/15 Livingston v. NYC
157089/22Yang v. Con Ed, Inc. Et Al

Integrated Domestic
Violence Part

Justice Tandra L. Dawson
100 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3868
Room 1604
FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
321435/25 Escobar v. [zumi
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

350024713 Olson v. Olson

Part 61

Justice Clott
Phone 646-386-4061
Fax 212-401-9266
100 Centre Street
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

Part 62

Justice M. Jackson
Phone 646-386-4062
Fax 212-401-9267
100 Centre Street
Room 1111, 9:30 A.M.

Part 63

Justice Hong
Phone 646-386-4063
111 Centre Street
Room 631, 9:30 A.M.

Part 66

Justice Pickholz
Phone 646-386-4066

Fax 212-401-9097

111 Centre Street
Room 1047, 9:30 A.M.

Part 71

Justice L. Ward
Phone 646-386-4071
Fax 212-401-9268
100 Centre Street
Room 1104, 9:30 A.M.

Part 72

Justice R. Stolz
Phone 646-386-4072
Fax 212-401-9269
100 Centre Street
Room 1123, 9:30 A.M.

Part 73

Justice Roberts
Phone 646-386-4073
Fax 212-401-9116
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

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.

Part 85

Justice Hayes
Phone 646-386-4085
Fax 212-401-9113
111 Centre Street
Room 1523, 9:30 A.M.

Part 92

Justice Mitchell
Phone 646-386-4092
Fax 212-295-4914
111 Centre Street
Room 1234, 9:30 A.M.

Part

Justice E. Biben
Phone 646-386-4093
111 Centre Street

CRIMINAL TERM Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.
Part Tap A Part 93
Justice Biben Justice Scherzer

Phone 646-386-4107 Phone 646-386-4093

100 Centre St. 100 Centre Street
Room 1100, 9:30 A.M. Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.
Part Tap B Part 95
Justice Statsinger Justice D.Conviser
Phone 646-346-4044 Phone 646-386-4095
100 Centre St. Fax 212-401-9137
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M. 111 Centre Street
Room 687, 9:30 A.M.
Part 22
N Ny Part 99
Justice Mennin Justice Burke
Phone 663861922 Phone 646-386-4099
Fax 212-295-4890
Fax 212-401-9270
111 Centre Street
Room 928, 9:30 A.M 100 Centre Street
s o Room 1530, 9:30 A.M.
Part 23 Part N-SCT
Justice N. Ross .

Phone 646-386-4023 Ph e B 4
Fax 212-295-4891 Fax 212-401-9272
100 Centre Street 100 Centre Street

Room 1307, 9:30 A.M. Room 218, 9:30 A.M.

Part 31 Part IDV
Justice D. Kiesel Justice Dawson

Phone 646-386-4031 Phone 646-386-3579
Fax 212-401-9260 Fax 212-884-8938
100 Centre Street 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.

Part JHO/Part 37

Justice Adlerberg
Phone 646-386-4037
100 Centre Street
Room 1600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 41

Justice Dwyer
Phone 646-386-4041
Fax 212-401-9262
100 Centre Street
Room 1116, 9:30 A.M.

Part 42

Justice Wiley
Phone 646-386-4042
Fax 212-401-9263
111 Centre Street
Room 733, 9:30 A.M.

Part 51

Justice Edwards
Phone 646-386-4051
Fax 212-401-9264
100 Centre Street
Room 1324, 9:30 A.M.

Part 52

Justice T. Farber
Phone 646-386-4052
Fax 212-401-9265
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 53

Justice Rodney
Phone 646-386-4053
100 Centre Street
Room 1247, 9:30 A.M.

Part 54

Justice Antignani
Phone 646-386-4054
111 Centre Street
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

Part 56

Justice Drysdale
Phone 646-386-4056
111 Centre Street
Room 724, 9:30 A.M.

Part 59

Justice J. Merchan
Phone 646-386-4059
Fax 212-295-4932
100 Centre Street
Room 1602, 9:30 A.M.

Room 1604, 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 submitted on the original
return date in Room 217.

* % %

MENTAL HYGIENE PART
Justice TBA

A Supreme Court calendar will
be called and Mental Hygiene
Hearings will be conducted virtu-
ally 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 virtu-
ally for the Community Assisted
Outpatient Treatment Calendar at
Bronx Supreme Court- Civil Term,
851 Grand Concourse, Bronx, NY
10451, Room TBA, every 2nd and
4th Friday of each month, com-
mencing at a time TBA.

MORTGAGE
FORECLOSURE SALES
Mortgage foreclosure sales in

the Supreme Court of the State of
New York, County of Bronx, are
conducted at the Bronx County
Courthouse, located at 851 Grand
Concourse, Courtroom 711, com-
mencing at 2:15 p.m.

Auction information is avail-
able at the following link: https:/
ww2.nycourts.gov/courts/12jd/
bronx/civil/civil_Foreclosure_
Information.shtml

Contact Information:

Email: bxforeclosure@nycourts.
gov
Phone: 718-618-1322.

Trial Assignment Part

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 711, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, SEPT. 17

25571/17 Acevedo v. Holland

24819/20 Afrahim v. Allende

801970/21 Akinocho v. Forest
Supply Inc.

814110/21Barrientos v. Key Food
Supermarket Et Al

809506/23 Casey v. William K. Chan
A/k/a Bill Kam Chan

25068/19 Castillo v. Creston Ave.

800842/22 Colon v. Azikiwe

25467/18 Dacosta v. Rodney

806931/22 Darkoaa v. 210
Associates

24126/19De Los Santos v. 1160
Cromwell Crown LLC And

303351/15 Dirkett-Johnson v.
Christian Cab Corp

22844/19Domenech De Taveras v.
Aac Cross County Mall LLC

800721/21 Guerrero v. Shamem

32252/20 Henriquez v. Villarojas

20118/19 Hyde v. Dacosta

813586/21Jimenez v. Rjs Industries

812878/23 Johnson v. Chen

22025/16 Khan v. NYC

817694/21Kyle McIntire v. Gethaun
Tibebu Et Al

805397/21 Liriano v. 1760-1770 LLC

25796/18 Lugo v. 1516 Beach Ave.
Rity. Corp

810465/22 Mercado v. Frazier

802048/21 Morales Mena v. M.H.J.
Motel Corp.

25547/20 Morehand v. Choi

22835/19 Orellana v. Hernandez

810991/22 Perales-Merino v. Sobro
Rlty.

34307/19 Pinkston v. Ecolab Inc

30507/18R. v. Carbonell

803401/23 Raysa M. Peralta v. St.
Patrick’s Home For The Aged
And Infirm D/b/a St. Patrick’s
Home Et Al

809211/21 Recinos v. Superior
Uniform Services

805309/21 Roseau v. Su D.D.S.

800626/23 Sabovic v. Hines

21636/17 Santana v. Rr Concourse
Rity. LLC

802663/21 Sasser v. Grafals

22882/14 Scott v. Logan Bus Co. Inc.

33476/20 Shamem v. Jackson

23047/20 Suarez v. Ean Hldgs. Et Al

800918/23 Tremont Rlty. of NY LLC
v. Luna

803855/22 Vega v. Santana

24510/15Vega v. NYCHA NYC Et Al

20114/19Wilford v. Bnv Homecare
Agency

809802/21 Williams v. NYCHA Et Al

ADR Part

Phone 718-618-3081
Room 701A

Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
Phone 718-618-1275
Room 710, 9:30 A.M.

WEDNESDAY, SEPT. 17
21039/11 Hairston v. Liberty
Behavioral
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18
300992/13 Jorge v. Mercedes
820736/24 Nayana Parekh v. Sophia

Guevara Aka Sophia N. Guevara
EtAl

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

807952/23 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Alava

Trial Assignment Part

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 711, 9:30 A.M.

ADR Part

Phone 718-618-3081
Room 701A

Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
Phone 718-618-1275
Room 710, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

300992/13 Jorge v. Mercedes

820736/24 Nayana Parekh v. Sophia
Guevara Aka Sophia N. Guevara
EtAl

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

807952/23 Govt. Employees Ins. Co.
v. Alava

Part 3

Justice Mitchell J. Danziger
Phone 718-618-1207
Room 707, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

301759/16 Burgos v. NYC
817710/22 Colberg v. NYC Dept. of
Education Et Al
808630/22 Cortes v. NYC
807087/22Edwards v. NYC Et Al
816517/23 Gonzalez v. NYC Et Al
177/25 Hurdle-Arana v. NYC
815390/25in The Matter of The
Application of Leonard Johnson
For Leave To Have Notice of
Claim Timely Served Nunc Pro
Tunc v. NYC Et Al
803954/22in The Matter of The
Claim of Leticia Frias v. NYC
Dept. of Education Et Al
26046/20 Jennings v. NYC Et Al
30459/19 Joquin v. NYC Et Al
817786/25L.S. v. NYC Et Al
807712/23 Lancaster v. NYC Et Al
23448/20 M. v. Dept. of Education
800795/21 Monterola v. 942 East
179 St.
813979/25Nieves v. NYC
804785/23 Owens v. Diego
Beekman Mutual Housing Assoc.
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al
815895/25 Phillips v. NYC Et Al
803644721 Quinonez v. NYC Et Al
29557/20 Richards v. NYC Et Al
31044720 Richards v. NYC Et Al
801143/24 Staton v. NYC Et Al
3323/25 Stewart v. NYC
32848/18 Thompson v. NYC Et Al
814774/22Wallace v. NYC Et Al

Part 4

Justice Andrew J. Cohen
Phone 718-618-1212
Room 413, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

818801/231296 Sheridan Ave.
Housing Dev. Fund Co., Inc.
D/b/a 1296 Sheridan Associates,
L.P.v. Serrata Couture Inc Et Al

26595/17 Bush v. 240 Park Ave.
South Owner Lp

25214/19De La Cruz v. Aquinas
High School

32830/18G. v. NYC

812141/23 Gomezfrias v. Sydney
Engel Associates L.P.

800201/24 Jimenez Perez v. Camilo

25357/18 Novaj v. Nysandy3 Nbp1l
LLC

21543/18 Perez De Felipe v. 1115
Jerome LLC

812102/25W. v. Whyte

812315/24Young v. Oquendo

Part 5

Justice Alison Y. Tuitt
Phone 718-618-1224
Room 415, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

30052/20 Bagaba v. Tpm
Management

28798/17 Dragaj v. Central Elevator,
Inc.

24314720 Frias Espinal v. Naim Rlty.
Corp.

33406/20 Gonzalez v. 333-35 East
209th St.

801919/21 Grullon v. 2153-9 LLC Et
Al

818833/22 Jackson v. Hghs
Contracting Ltd Et Al

815350/23 McGillan v. Vincent’s
Meat Market, Inc. Et Al

813182/21 Navarro v. 530
Associates LLC.

811140/22 Pichazaca v. Tered Rlty.
1737-39 Pilgrim LLC

807734/22Quero Garcia v. 2550 LLC
D

24726/16 Restrepo v. NYC
29234/19W. v. Ashley’s Defense

Part 6

Justice Laura G. Douglas
Phone 718-618-1246
Room 811, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

807613/24 Castillo v. Seventh Ave.
Hosp.ity LLC Et Al

818522/23 Doe v. The Roman
Catholic Archdiocese of NY Et Al

820993/24 Duran v. Ridge Hill Prop.
Owner LLC Et Al

812729/21 Graham v. NYCHA Et Al

815156/21 L.A. Forbes
Communications, Inc. v.
Constant Spring Restaurant, Inc.
EtAl

812327/23 Miah v. Outlar

803048/25 Oran-Mendez v. Jayswal

29771/18R. v. Aldi Inc.

821142/24 Rodriguez Quezada v.
Liberty Coca-Cola Beverages LLC
Et Al

33602/18 Wright v. NYC

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19
813713/22Incoronato v. Haber

Part 7

Justice Wilma Guzman
Phone 718-618-1288
Room 624, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

30400/20 Evans v. Kraus Maint. Inc.
818130/22 Oneil v. Lwp LLC

Part 8

Justice Bianka Perez
Phone 718-618-1205
Room 704, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

819278/23 Avila Lopez v. Consigli
Const. Co. Inc. Et Al

32208/20 Blackwood v. Chernin

816984/22 Brown v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

817223/24 Gomez Vicente v.
Laureano

22825/17Howard Jr. v. Ellis Wright

23420/18 Lopez v. Jerusalem
Furniture Co Inc

819725/23 Ortiz Rosales v.
Horsford-Sidberry

809144/22 Perez v. Celsius Re LLC

802768/24 Poma Otero v. Whitmore

807261/24 Rosario v. Echendu

808688/22 Rucker v. 949-959
Southern Blvd LLC Et Al

818894/22 San Infant By Her
Mother And Natural Guardian
Azuria Nesmith Et Al v. NYCHA

34314/18 Smith Jr v. Tyler’s Dimes
LLC

810318/24 Streeks-Stevenson v.
Onyebuchi Okoye

28772/19Vazquez v. 1114 Ward Ave.
LLC

Part 9/33

Justice Myrna Socorro
Phone 718-618-1625
Room 708, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

810474/25Antigua v. NYC Et Al
21970/20 Bedford v. NYC. Et Al
306592/14 Cartegena v. NYC
804675/25 Chavis v. Scott
804804/25 Clayton v. NYC Et Al
33987/20 Davis v. Pena
300139/19Douce v. NYC
80792125 Dunnell v. NYC Et Al
816904/25 Encarnacion v. NYCTA
818227/23 Figueroa-Sosa v. NYC Et
Al
812178/24 Gobin v. NYC Et Al
810417/21 Gordon v. NYC Et Al
801918/22 Hough v. NYC Et Al
805371/25in The Matter of The
Application of Robin Miller v.
Manhattan And Bronx Surface
NYCTA Et Al
2917/25Milan v. Lieutenant
Ramandeep S. Lehra in
His Individual And Official
Capacities
21623/20Mitchell v. NYCTA
35738/20Mulkeen v. NYC
811016/25 Pasley v. NYC Et Al
811066/23 Rickett v. NYC Et Al
802409/23 Rodriguez v. The NYCTA
EtAl
816140/21 Roman v. NYCTA Et Al
808347/25 Sanchez v. NYC Et Al
818306/23 Santana v. NYC Et Al
804975/24 Scarlett v. Pv Hldg. Corp.
EtAl
819119/22 Solano v. NYC Et Al
804286/25 Taffe v. NYC Et Al
33044/20 Thompson v. Ortiz
30452/19 Vargas v. NYCTA
34180/20 Williams v. NYC

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

23131/18 Arredondo v. Wasserstein
Enterprises L.L.C.

28020/18 Guevara Requejo v. 1818
Nadlan LLC

817641/22Villegas Alvia v. 1000
Westchester Ave. LLC

Part 13

Justice Patsy Gouldborne
Phone 718-618-1236
Room 401, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

30657/18 Afroz v. Cedarcroft LLC.
804421/23 Amegnizi v. Singh
816418/23 Aquino v. Rosario Global
Systems LLC Et Al
808831/22Balseca v. Hoffman
816315/21 Blanco v. Gonzalez
32619/19 Bragg v. American United
804841/23 Cabrera v. Nieves
812166/21 Candelaria v. Aurich
26576/20 Carrasco v. Shepherd
813987/23 Castillo v. Seemungal
802236/24 Cespedes Rodriguez v.
Quinde
31915/20 Challenger v. Villegas
801637/21 Colon v. Anjum
810710723 Copeland v. David Rosen
Bakery Supplies Inc Et Al
814152/23 Daboya v. Vendryes
33328/20 Davis v. Falciano
814388/21 Denton v. Walker

815982/23 Dinuovo v. Barbato
804802/23 Edwards v. Paxos
26109/19Floyd v. Charles M. Dwyer
Inc.
30087/19 Fofana v. Time Taxi, Inc.
817721/23 Garcia Valverde v.
Seemungal
23422/20 Hagins v. Choudhury
20797/19Hodge v. Jfml
808230/23 Khaled v. Prasad
300347/15Klaar v. Fedex Corp
812635/22 Linares v. William
812822/23 Linins v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al
30693/18 Maloon v. NYCTA
25843/20 Mejia v. Stevens
24213/20 Minchala v. Serulle
802725/22 Peart v. Charles
814314721 Polanco Severino v.
Genuth
31795/20 Progressive Casualty
Ins. Co. As Subrogee of Edward
Mackoul v. Lqt Transport LLC Et
Al

811609/23 Reyes v. Skyview
Heating & Air Conditioning Corp
EtAl

33513/18 Richards v. NYCTA

810911/22Richards v. Shalver

806971/22 Robinson v. Abba Taxi,
Inc. EtAl

811035/21 Samson v. Malu
Properties, Inc. Et Al

809130/23 Santana De La Cruz v.
Yambot

815257/21 Santana v. NYCTA Et Al

803764/21 Santillana v. Audubon
Prop. Group LLC And Et Al

809289/22 Santos v. Ovalle

34409/20 Scott v. American United

26489/19 Scott v. Abramson

803957/21 Shaw Jr. v. Dalimonte

808553/22 Singh v. Abu

300492/11 Smith v. NYC

804357/22 Sookdeo v. Ly

818686/23 Valerio v. Preferred
Beverages Distributors, Inc. Et Al

26339/19 Velasquez v. Parkash 2015
LLC

30538/20 Williams v. Mta NYC
Paratransit

811772/22Young v. Shleppers
Hldgs.

811349/23 Zheng v. Ishaq

Part 12

Justice Kim A. Wilson
Phone 718-618-1396
Room 414, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

3212/23 Aponte v. Nys Atty General
James

3212/23 Aponte v. NYS Atty General
James

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

810933/22 Jones v. College Equity
Fund, Inc.

818466/23 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. v.
Ramont Sharps

Part 14

Justice John A. Howard
Phone 718-618-1244
Room 607, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

812215/24 Akter v. Mt 1188 Grand
Concourse Et Al

814341/23 Alam v. Thardak

819560/24 Alcantara Cruz v.
Martinez

33159/19 Alvarez v. American
United

803405/22 Arzu Castillo v. Uber USA

800518/25Barnett v. Santoro

806676/23 Borden v. Nurse

816996/22 Brown v. Polanco-
Martinez

807756/22 Brown v. Polanco-
Martinez

809859/24 Carpio v. Vw Credit
Leasing Ltd Et Al

803367/22 Chavez v. Rasier-Ny

818106/22Ding v. Mta Bus Co. Et Al

807388/23 Dubin v. Hiltzik

812149/23 Echavarria v. Deluise

801199722 Fernandez v. Rigo Limo-
Auto

813433/25in The Matter of The
Claim of Starlene Rivers v. 2342
Ryer Hldgs. LLC

818143/22 Laguerre v. Pelinkovic

814184/24 Lawana Powe Taylor As
Mother And Natural Guardian
For B.P. An Infant Et Al v. Urban
Health Plan, Inc.

802671/24 Lopez v. Baker

802641/25Martinez v. Heredia

815951/22Medina v. Quality Tile
Corp. Et Al

810133/22Melendez v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al

804316/24 Nwachukwu v. Ciminera
Jr

817134/22 Perez v. Asamoah

813815/22 Peterson v. Davies

800027/22 Rivera v. Earthquake,
Inc. Et Al

809120/21 Rosa v. Donoghue

814088/23 Sanchez v. Nurse

809496/22 Vargas v. Osei

804509/23 Walker v. Pennyfeather

817194/22Washington v. Ciminera
Jr.

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

820534/23 Bekoe v. Goncalves
801852/22 Hill v. Borinquena
Private Car Service Et Al
815544/23 Pacheco v. Aurora

Express LLC Et Al
812130/23 Vasquez v. Casiano

Part 15 (MV)

Justice Ben R. Barbato
Phone 718-618-1395
Room 702, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

802657/23 Almonte-Cabrera v.
Ramos Pena

817382/22 Anderson v. Thomas

35913/20 Bueno v. Country-Wide
Ins. Co.

815654/22 Caussade v. Romero

814886/22 Guzman v. Mercedes

801545/24Inoa Almonte v. Glison
Limo Inc Et Al

815045/22 Lora-Benitez v. Ramos
Pena

30112/17McCullough v. Massa

819265/22 Socorro v. Glison Limo
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Meadows Farm LLC (W)

21/07217 Kelly-Newhouse v. Chase
Meadows Farm LLC (W)

21/08075 Kelly-Newhouse v. Chase
Meadows Farm LLC (W)

19/13081 Dwyer v. Montefiore New
Rochelle Hospital (W)

19/13083 Dwyer v. Montefiore New
Rochelle Hospital (W)

19/13084 Dwyer v. Montefiore New
Rochelle Hospital (W)

19/13085 Dwyer v. Montefiore New
Rochelle Hospital (W)

21/05838 Matter of Flushing Main
Street Improvements Project (Q)

22/05117 Kataeva v. Kataev (N)

23/07101 Greenpoint Mortgage
Funding, Inc. v. McFarlane (S)

24/01025 Greenpoint Mortgage
Funding, Inc. v. McFarlane (S)

24/08229 Berl v. CNH Operating,
LLC (K)

24/08230Berl v. CNH Operating,
LLC (K)

22/00757 Procopio v. Eichle (S)

24/09721 Hiraldo v. Sturman (Q)

24/07927 New Penn Financial, LLC
v. Dancy (N)

MONDAY, SEPT. 29
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Genovesi, J.P., Christopher,
Wan and Ventura, JJ.

22/06093 People v. Hernandez,
Emerson (S)

22/08407 People v. Hernandez,
Emerson (S)

23/05082 People v. Proffitt, Alex
Bovell (K)

23/05083 People v. Proffitt, Alex
Bovell (K)

22/09209 People v. Williams,
Michael (K)

22/09211 People v. Stevens, Kareem
(Y]

22/08444 People of State of New
York v. Echols (Q)

22/03726 People v. Portillo, Jose J.
(S)

23/02100 People v. Morgan, Tracee
(L)

21/00435 Matter of Shau Chung Hu
v. Lowbet Realty Corp. (K)

21/07641 Abdelhamed v. XYZ
Limousine, Inc. (K)

24/08963 Mangiarcina v. Ridgewood
69 LLC (Q)

24/08693 JPMorgan Chase Bank,
National Association v. Reinhold
)

24/05593 K. v. Viscardi Center, Inc.
)

24/05580 Everest Homes, Inc. v.
Justice (K)

20/07332 Dowdy v. Brooklyn
Hospital Center (K)

21/00673 Dowdy v. Brooklyn
Hospital Center (K)

24/10142 Wesa v. Consolidated Bus
Transit, Inc. (K)

24/04796 Cammarato v. 16 Admiral
Perry Plaza LLC (K)

24/00042 Bayview Loan Servicing
LLC v. Chechetkin (K)

25/01004 Hernandez v. City of New
York (K)

24/09041 Diesel Funding LLC v.
Build Retail Inc (K)

TUESDAY, SEPT. 30
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Iannacci, J.P., Miller,
Voutsinas and Golia, JJ.

24/02604 People of State of New
York v. Fink (S)
23/04564 People v. Bezabeh, Fasika

Q)

23/08328 People v. Romero, Byron
)

22/05816 People v. White, Elijah

Q

23/08332 People v. Sayles,
Lawrence (RI)

25/04349 People of State of New
York v. Stovall (Q)

20/03601 Bamonte v. Charatan (N)

22/00273 Dudley v. API Industries,
Inc. (RO)

20/03114 Petrosian v. B&A
Warehousing, Inc. (K)

21/02768 Petrosian v. B & A
Warehousing Inc. (K)

21/00527 Matter of The Cheryl
LaBella Hoppenstein 2005 Trust,
dated Oct. 10, (W)

22/04020 Matter of Cheryl LaBella
Hoppenstein 2005 Trust (W)

22/05493 Smilen Realty 155 LLC v.
Fedorova (K)

24/07030S. v. City of New York (K)

21/04761 Rojas v. 1700 First
Avenue, LLC (Q)

21/05228 Matter of Sahara
Construction Corp. v. New York
City Office of (Q)

21/08975 Thuro Metal Products,
Inc. v. Farber Industrial LLC (S)

21/04742 Matter of Goldstein v.
Village of Mamaroneck Board of
Ethics (W)

23/11794 Nationstar v. Lalman (K)

24/03795 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. Lalman (K)

23/12171 JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A. v. Turkov (RI)

WEDNESDAY, OCT. 1
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Dillon, J.P., Warhit,
Landicino and Hom, JJ.

23/05400 People v. Carcamo,

Tyquan (W)
24/04805 People v. Hough, Dwayne

Ny
22/10354 People v. Cedillo, Manuel

24/11083 People of the State of New
York v. Welch (W)

16/11897 Frankel v. 59 Sands Point,
LLC (N)

19/00491 Frankel v. 59 Sands Point
LLC (N)

21/00214 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. 31 Yates
Avenue Land Trust (D)

21/04499 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. 31 Yates
Avenue Land Trust (D)

20/09665 Borzilleri v. Borzilleri (S)

22/00387 Nationstar Mortgage LLC
v. Klamm (S)

24/04657 Matter of Barton v. New
York City Employees’ Retirement
System (K)

24/05309 Lemorrocco v.
Westchester County (W)

FRIDAY, OCT. 3
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Chambers, J.P., Dowling,
McCormack and Quirk, JJ.

21/05665 People v. Gaffar, Monier

()

24/00845 People v. Mata, Alexis
Felipe Sandoval (N)

24/03564 People of State of New
York v. Kumar (S)

18/06017 People v. Torres, Paul A.
S)

24/02718 People of State of New
York v. Gurdon (S)

23/05170 People v. H.
(Anonymous), Khalil (K)

23/05172 People v. H.
(Anonymous), Khalil (K)

25/01721 Matter of Lee v. Auguste
)

21/00414 Bruce v. Solny (K)

21/03789 Bruce v. Solny (K)

21/01996 Campisi v. Lutheran
Medical Center (K)

21/07369 RJK Auto Brokers, LLC v.
Dream Carz Inc. (N)

21/08779 Karp v. Madison Realty
Capital, L.P. (K)

24/08765Weiss v. Fran Corp. d/b/a
All Bright Electric (RO)

22/02496 Fuentes v. Simmons (W)

21/09050 Aronov v. Matvienko (Q)

24/06052 US Bank v. 972 Gates
Avenue (K)

21/09408 Bianco v. New York City
Health & Hospitals (K)

23/01872Bianco v. New York City
Health & Hospitals Corporation
)

23/05384 Bianco v. New York City
Health & Hospitals Corporation
(9]

24/10339 Landro v. Abadiotakis (K)

24/06734 Matter of Houlihan/
Lawrence, Inc. v. Katsoris (W)

MONDAY, OCT. 6
10 AM.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,
Ford, Wan and Love, JJ.

13/09403 People of State of New
York v. Blount (K)

22/06303 People v. Archibald, Kelan
()

22/06306 People v. Archibald, Kelan

(K)

24/02772 People v. Thrasher,
Bishmi D. (D)

23/01656 People v. Waymer,
Keyshawn (K)

21/04965 Mosca v. Lalezarian
Properties, LLC (Q)

21/04966 Mosca v. Lalezarian
Properties, LLC (Q)

24/09361 Kakuriev v. Baffone
Transportation, Inc. (Q)

21/06250 Shenzhen Qianhai
Shengshi Lijin Investment
Enterprise v. Maodong Xu (N)

22/03340 Shenzhen Qianhai
Shengshi Lijin Investment
Enterprise v. Maodong Xu (N)

22/03274 Shenzhen Qianhai
Shengshi Shengjin Investment
Enterprise v. Maodong Xu (N)

22/03275 Shenzhen Qianhai
Shengshi Shengjin Investment
Enterprise v. Maodong Xu (N)

21/04819 Board of Managers of the
51 Jay Street Condominium v.
201 Water Street (K)

24/11113 Board of Managers of 51
Jay Street Condominium v. 201
Water Street LLC (K)

23/08329 Garcia v. New York City
Transit Authority (K)

23/08477 Cruz v. Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (K)

23/08528 Rios v. New York City
Transit Authority (K)

22/00326 Johnson v. Cremoux (K)

22/01355D. v. Good Samaritan
Hospital Medical Center (K)

21/00965 Rosario v. Town of Mount
Kisco (W)

24/07666 Cruz v. 1159 Eastern
Parkway (K)

24/07997 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. ladevaia (N)

24/08486 Forgione v. Rivas (S)

TUESDAY, OCT. 7
10 A.M.

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

LaSalle, P.J., Connolly,
Ventura and Goldberg
Velazquez, JJ.
22/00219 People of State of New
York v. Evans (K)
22/06987 People v. Perez, Jesper
(RD
23/04568 People v. Moye, Terrell

Q

22/10264 People of State of New
York v. Correa (S)

19/06947 People v. Haigh, David
(K)

22/09865 Matter of Follman,
deceased (Q)

20/09782 JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A.v. Carl (S)

21/00027 JPMorgan Chase Bank,
N.A.v. Carl (S)

23/08162 JPMorgan Chase Bank,
National Association v. Carl (S)

21/06314 Hidalgo v. Darakchiev (S)

22/08251 Matter of Cangero v.
County of Nassau (N)

22/06208 Gorelick v. Suffolk County
Comptroller’s Office (S)

21/07162 Yadira Xiaohong Luo v.
Kyan Htwe Lee (K)

22/08061 Jaber v. Elayyan (RI)

22/09716 Jaber v. Elayyan (RI)

23/12320 Chrzan v. Malinowski (K)

23/10925 Watson v. Metropolitan
Transit Authority (K)

24/07421 Kirby v. Philbert (K)

24/00835 Hidalgo v. David
Contractor NY Inc. (Q)

24/12886 Diaz v. Jhedrian Logistics
Corp. (Q)

24/06401 Brener v. Queens
Boulevard Extended Care Facility
Corp. (K)

APPELLATE
TERM

2ND, 11TH and 13TH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ok ok

LONG ISLAND CITY, NY
Day Calendar
THURSDAY, SEPT. 18
9:30 A M.

Buggs, J.P., Ottley,
Quinones, JJ.
21/00718 People v. Jason King
22/00231 People v. Jason King
22/00787 People v. Karol Delarosa
23/00137 People v. Bryton Reeves
24/00410 People v. Dewan Tarek
23/00883 Dimitri E. El Nems v.
Kai Liu, Talal Y. Farqui, And
Bangladesh Auto Repairs, Inc.
24/00604 Robert Ellison v. Michael
D. Horn

24/00638 Balanced Channels
Acupuncture, P.C., aao Collin
Dasilva v. Usaa Casualty
Insurance Company

24/00780 Health Value Medical,
P.C. aao Ganesh Mahendra
v. Country-Wide Insurance
Company

24/00807 New York City Housing
Authority-Latimer Gardens
Houses v. Amanda Strobert; John
Doe And Jane Doe

24/01065 Lvnv Funding, LLC v.
Haliyma N. Barrow

25/00017 Lvnv Funding, LLC v.
Haliyma N. Barrow

25/00085 Dr. Alexander Berenblit,
M.d., aao Albert Floyde v. Country
Wide Insurance Company

25/00087 Air Plus Surgical Supply,
Inc., aao Terriel Vaden v. Country
Wide Insurance Company

25/00192 Melissa Hampton v.
Maujer, LLC And Danella Forcier

* ok

BROOKLYN, NY
Day Calendar

* kK

Dismissal Calendar
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

Buggs, J.P., Ottley,
Quinones, JJ.

The Following Cases
Have Been Scheduled By
The Clerk For Dismissal
For Lack of Prosecution.
Enlargements of Time
May Be Requested Either
Via Stipulation Between
The Parties, Or By Letter
Stating The Reason For Such
Request, Addressed To The
Clerk of the Court, With A
Copy Sent To The Parties To
The Appeal.

25/00664 People v. Rafael Marte

25/00665 People v. Rafael Marte

25/00666 People v. Rafael Marte

24/00445Wei Lin v. Bin Zheng

24/00782 Sanjeevani Patel v. The
Gardens At Forest Hills Owners
Corp. and Xue Lin

24/00806 Dajin Realty Inc. v.
Changhe Cheng, Aixiang Kong
and Lingxi Kong and Mr. Liu,
“John Doe” And/Or “Jane Doe”

24/01055 Eric Jiang v. Qian Qian
Hu

24/01301 Kyle Errison, Jameque
Moore and Jason Litzenberg
v. Latanya Pierce and Manny
Cohen and Department of
Housing Preservation and
Development

24/01302 Ehsan Khan v. Armando
Crespo, Shiela E. Figueroa, Alex
Henry, Julia Biko, Sued Herein
As “John” “Doe”, “Jane” “Doe”

24/01373 Mohamed Tibta v. 156 E.
21, LLC and Ammar Omar, “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

24/01394 Stelios Kraniotakis v.
South Shore Autoplex, LLC, d/b/a
South Shore Chrysler Dodge
Jeep Ram

25/00011 Aletha Wambach v.
Sequoya Potter and James Potter

25/00037 Sanford Equities Corp. v.
Robert M. Cushing and Noan-
Huey Wu

25/00043 Sanford Equities Corp. v.
Robert M. Cushing and Noan-
Huey Wu

25/00046Yim Fun Law v. Xing Li,
Inc.

25/00102 Grand Plus Supply, Inc.
aao Erica F. Hamilton v. Geico
Indemnity Company

25/00103 Best Care Pharmacy
of New York, Inc., aao Genel
A. Sanchez v. Progressive
Insurance Co.

25/00126 Matter of the Summary
Proceeding By The New
York State Commissioner of
Transportation, Agent For People
v. Bestway Carting, Inc., JFK
Long Term Parking, Inc., US
Auto Storage, LLC a/k/a Prime
Park JFK

25/00134 Gem Pawnbrokers Corp. v.
Charmaine Parrish and “John”
“Doe” and “Jane” “Doe”

25/00137 Accelerated Inventory
Management, Inc. v. Darren
Phillip

25/00148 Matter of the Application
of Isabel Lopez, Raul Lopez, and
Carmen Galindo v. for a pursuant
to article 7A of the Real Property
Actions and Proceedings Law,
Appointing A Court-Designated
Administrator For The Premises
Known As 374 Wallabout
Street, Brooklyn, Ny 11206 and
Department of

25/00153 Matter of the Summary
Proceeding By The New
York State Commissioner of
Transportation, Agent For People
v. Bestway Carting, Inc. and JFK
Long Term Parking, Inc. and US
Auto Storage, LLC a/k/a Prime
Park JFK

25/00158 Danny Marin v. Hcec
Equities, LLC, Everest Building
Management, and Mark Anthony
and Department of Housing
Preservation & Development

25/00159 Maurice Louis v. Geico
General Insurance

25/00166 16 Post Lane Ventures,
LLC v. Lakesha Monique Vega
and Daquon Bryant, Elijah
Bryant, Tamaya Bryant, Quron
Oliver, Janaya Bryant, Toby Vega,
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00167 Angelina Ramos v.
Marisol Guzman a/k/a Marisol
De La Rosa, Vagnes De La Rosa,
Rebecca Osorio and “John Doe
and Jada “Doe

25/00181Vanam Realty, LLC v.
Naseeb Amir Jones and “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00183 Sasha Cochrane v.
Wellington At Essex Park Condo
and Whispering Woods At
Latourette

25/00188 Capital One N.a. v.
Margaret Pulgarin and Done
Deal Service Corp.

25/00196 P.C.fic Medical Services,
P.C., aao Charles E. Smith v.
Country-Wide Insurance Co.

25/00203 Lucy Abosi v. Elizabeth
Pierre and Brian Pierre

25/00211 Nabeel Alsaede v. Ahmed
Elkount and Rabia Hdnance and
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00212 Burke Physical Therapy,
PC., aao Henley, Monasia v.
State Farm Mutual Automobile
Ins., Co.

25/00220 Pmv Realty, LLC v.
Chestney Kirby and “John Doe”
and “Jane Doe”

25/00231Venia Jean v. Jose Myrtha
Jean and Venance Jean

25/00232 JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.a. v. Dimitrios Papadimitriou

25/00233 Edward Chung v. Alice
Wong Manager Federal Standard
Abstract, Inc.

25/00235JP Morgan Chase Bank,
N.a. v. Dimitrios Papadimitriou

25/00241 Rhs 26, LLC v. Zhong Hua
Li

25/002511616 President Street
Associates, LLC v. Patricia J.
Edwards

25/00253 58/2664 Amboy
Realty, LLC v. Bimal Kulasekara
and Christine Avino Kulasekara,
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00263 Linden Estates, Inc. v.
Annette Hamilton and “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00268 Medical Supply of Ny
Services, Inc., aao Derrick
Mcdonald v. Electric Insurance

0.

25/00269 Medical Supply of Ny
Services, Inc., aao Devon
Mcdonald v. Electric Insurance
Co.

25/00270Isian Owens v. J. Massi
Realty, LLC

25/00271 Robert Shurman v. Maria
Fallacaro and John Doe and Jane
Doe

25/00272 Phileman St. Germain v.
Brian Morales

25/00283 Silver Oak Realty Group,
Inc. v. Zeng Zhong Huang

25/00285 Gurmeet Kaur v. Emdad
Construction Co. and “Xyz
Corp.”, “John Doe” and “Jane
Doe”

25/00296 Yanyu Liu d/b/a Shengyu
A, Inc. v. Nader Khedr

25/00366 Mohammed Abul Hashem
v. Tali Wahed and Savitri Singh,
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe” and
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00372 Gideon Raviv v. Con
Edison

25/00382 Lemena Holdings, LLC
v. Wo Kee Noodle, Inc and Xyz
Corp.

25/00398 Impacct Preservation, LLC
v. Florentina Joseph

25/00402 Jesalu, LLC v. Ishac
Maximous

25/00404 Dov Land Usa, LLC v.
Carrie Henrichson and “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00427 Burke Physical Therapy,
P.C., aao Hughes, Sasha v. State
Farm Mutual Automobile Ins. Co.

25/00430 Marshall Kesten, LLC v.
Essential Kitchen, Inc.

25/00436 Mohammed Abul Hashem
v. Savitri Singh, Seid Laftah,
“John Doe” and Yamina Jaafi,
Sued Herein As Jane Doe #1

25/00442 Nostrand Group, LLC v.
Yakov Huebner, “John” “Doe”
and “Jane” “Doe”

25/00443 Glen-Marie David v.
Drucilla Mcleod and Department
of Housing Preservation and
Development of the City of New
York

25/0044784 E 52, LLC v. Jamie
Morris and “John Doe” and
“Jane Doe”

25/00460 Kimberly Jenkins v.
Wioletta Gradzki and Kazimierz
Gradzki

25/00476 Matter of the Summary
Proceeding By The New
York State Commissioner of
Transportation, As Agent For
People v. Bestway Carting, Inc.,
JFK Long Term Parking, Inc.,
and US Auto Storage, LLC, A/K/A
Prime Park, LLC

25/00490 Healthwise Medical
Associates, P.C., aao Guy, Jean
Michel v. Permanent General
Assurance Corporation

25/00491 Headlam Medical
Professional Corporation aao
Hernandez, Christopher v. Hertz
Vehicles, LLC

25/00492 Exf Physical Therapy, Pc,
aao Mary, Scotland v. Nationwide
Insurance Company

25/00493 Ach Chiropractic, P.C.,
aao Pierre, Polynice v. Hereford
Insurance Company

25/00496 First Spine Chiropractic
of Ny, Pc, aao Faustino, Ramirez
v. Unitrin Advantage Insurance
Company

25/00497 Longevity Medical Supply,
Inc., aao Jones, Belinda v. State
Farm Mutual Automobile Ins.,
Co.

25/00499 Joel Fried v. Isabel Lopez
and Raul Lopez and John Doe
and Jane Doe

25/00545 Oceanwood, LLC v.
Kenneth Fabian, Lucas Waller
Keogh, Jed R. Kronfeld, “John
Doe” And/Or “Jane Doe”

25/00567 Burke Physical Therapy,
P.C., aao Johnson, Serena
Simone v. State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co

25/00568272 Himrod Street Bh,
LLC v. Abdullah Elgabrowny

25/00579 Margaret Chaplin v.
Harvey Garrett, Jr.

25/00582 Joe Central Brooklyn, LLC
v. Yolanda Johnson

25/00614197 St. Marks Ave. LLC v.
Bernadette Gideon and “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00645 Matter of the Application
of the Commissioner of the
Department of Housing
Preservation and Development
of the City of New York v. For A
Judgment, Pursuant To Article
7A of the Real Property Actions
and Proceedings Law, Appointing
A Court-Designated Administrtor
For The Premises Known As: 327

25/0065581 Pearl Street, LLC v.
Scott Miller and Lisa Nuttall and
Igor Videgain, “John Doe” And/
Or “Jane Doe”

25/00656 Shafai Acupuncture, P.C.,
aao Moise, Yves v. State Farm
Mutual Insurance, Co.

25/00657 Metropolitan Dme, Corp.,
aao Garcia-Gonzalez, Victor v.
State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company

25/00658 Rise Physical Therapy,
P.C., aao Benjamin, Nathaniel v.
State Farm Mutual Automobile
Insurance Company

25/00659 Donato D’agosto v.
Marcelle Dahdan and Michelle
Aoun

25/00678 Union Street Flats, LLC v.
Danequa Small, “John” “Doe”,
“Jane” “Doe”

25/00699 Carroll Flats, LLC v. Tasha
King and “John” “Doe”, “Jane”
“Doe”

25/00705 Jefferson Estate LLC. v.
Monique Shoop

25/00726 347 Lincoln Realty, LLC v.
Tonya Hickson

25/00727 Wilmington Trust
National Association, Not In
Its Individual Capacity, But
Solely As Trustee of Mfra Trust
15/1v. Fabius Delfus and Derrick
Brown, Demetrius Delfus,
Allison A. Galloway, Germain
Delfeus, Ruhan Noel Mcdonald,
Sherley Darius, and Abbigail
Brown and “John Doe” and
“Jane Doe”

25/00728 Boulevard Together
Master Tenant, LLC v. Jessica
Clarke, “John Doe” And/Or “Jane
Doe”

25/00737 Rashan R. Beswick v.
Boodlal Surwbaillie

25/00739 Brooklyn Housing
Preservation, L.P. v. Nimah
Walker and “Jane” “Doe”
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25/00740 Boulevard Together
Master Tenant, LLC v. Brian
Felix, “John Doe” a/k/a Carl
Felix, “Jane Doe”

25/00751 Luis Alcala v. Metropolitan
Transit Authority (Mta) (Legal
Dept.)

25/00770 Mohamed Tibta v. 156 E.
21, LLC and Ammar Omar and
“John Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/00772 Veronica Cromwell and
Tommie Johnson and Nancy
Smith and Jerome Brown v. Az
400 Herkimer Street LLC and
Amarbin Ahmed and Department
of Housing Preservation and
Development

25/00773 Brownsville Associates v.
Rosemarie Garrison and Jerome
C. Cutherie, Deshon D. Garrison,
Amel G. Garrison and J. Doe

25/00775459 Chauncy LLC v.
Natanya Hamilton

25/00780Fi General Construciton
Co. v. Trevor Bartley

25/00797 Howard Venue Associates
v. Jose Colon-Fernandez

25/00808 Luis Alcala v. Bay Laundry
Deport

25/00809 Derrica D. Kearney v. Paul
Notice

25/00864 Alicia R. Ferguson v. Paris
Alexandra

25/00896 Anukware Ketosugbo
Md, Pc aao Monique Espinal v.
Affirmative Direct Insurance
Company

25/01297 Luis Alcala v. Laundry
King

25/01350 Department of Housing
Preservation and Development
v. Kenneth Banks and Seyed A.
Moussavi and 22 Hawthorne
Street, LLC

25/01373 Us Levin Grp Corp. v.
Kristine Ekman

25/01374Weifei Lu v. Fu Ping Jiang

25/01375 Alexandria Kennedy v.
Victor J. Capobianco and Josiah
Frazier

25/01377 Lloyd Nwankwo v. v. 853
Empire Boulevard Associates
and Property Services, LLC

25/013851lona Itskov v. Bay
Decorators, Inc. and Ken Gams

25/01386 1338 Prospect LLC v.
Franklyn Stephen and Denese
Stephen, Michael Stephen,
Katherine Stephen, Rosita
Cunningham, Andrea Reid,
Shannon Reid, Crystal Reid a/k/a
Krystal A. Reid, Bryant Service,
Joshua A. Service, Christina C.
Rembert, Visma M. King, “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/01388 1338 Prospect LLC v.
Franklyn Stephen and Denese
Stephen, Michael Stephen,
Katherine Stephen, Rosita
Cunningham, Andrea Reid,
Shannon Reid, Crystal Reid a/k/a
Krystal A. Reid, Bryant Service,
Joshua A. Service, Christina C.
Rembert, Visma M. King, “John
Doe” and “Jane Doe”

25/01398

Kings
County

SUPREME COURT

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

All Justices, assigned parts and
courtrooms are listed herein prior
to the assignments of Justices for
the specified actions.

Please see the Justices’
information sheets for further
instruction regarding Uniform IAS
practices and procedures.

Part Assignments/RJI

Intake Part

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1592
Room 282

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

528745/241669 Union St LLC Et Al
v. Ny Tower Capital Llc

513351/25Acosta v. Furtado Morais

505084/25 Allstate Vehicle And
Prop. Ins. Co. As Subrogee of
Joshua Sheldon v. Smookler

520399/25 Amirkhanashvili v.
Bessonov

512613/25Angel v. Wyckoff Heights
Medical Center Et Al

501794725 Attentive Home Care
Agency, Inc. v. Polovets

515604/24 Ault-Baker v. Radiant
Solar, Inc.

529448/21Bank of America N.A. v.
Greer

99/24 Booker v. Simmons

530323/24Boss v. Weber Jr.

502036/25Brisk v. D & F Travel Inc.
EtAl

500554/24 Cadman Plaza North,
Inc. v. Botkin

506010/25Camara v. Icer of 139 Tsb
St. LLC Et Al

535146/24 Chowdhury v. Election
Comm. of Chittagong Assoc. of
North America

517884725 Cruz Coronado v. Careful
Bus Service, Inc. And Et Al

532289/24D. v. Budding Star LLC

523159/23 Daniels v. Barik

514850/25Dorner v. Holder

512842/25Duarte v. Cm 1535
Underecliff LLC

524678/25Duncan v. Ean Hldgs.

510466/22 Emanuel v. Prospect
Acquisition I
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511879/19McLaurin v. Walcott

502770/18 Michael v. Pariente
Cohen

535167/22Miller v. Singh

534889/22Nunez v. Serrano

511062/18 Pashkova v. Teran

523193/21Pearson v. Freddies
Service, Inc. Et Al

525644/23 Plaia v. Larancuent

523936/20 Pyzh v. Forest Electric
Corp. Et Al

516596/19Ramirez v. 36 Linden
Rity. LLC

517041/19Rivera v. Veliu

504069/21Robinson v. Mata

504284/21Robinson v. Roccos
Tacos & Tequila Bar Et Al

531129/22 Rosario v. Silvershore
Properties 112 LLC Et Al

505375/17 Ruiz v. NYS Urban

513411/22 Saccente v. Carvajal

500369/22 Saintina v. Chen Thai
Basil, Inc.

505783/21 Seeley v. Pinnock

503101/20 Shahidurzzaman v.
Warner

511118/22 Stiel v. Gotowicki

508026/17 Stone v. Bgflatlands LLC

518235/20 Szarapow v. Rock Park
Associates LLC

507871/22 Thomas v. Fried

510124/23 Thompson v. Superior
Limo. Service Inc. Et Al

518487/22 Tijerino v. Teri Nichols
Int’l Food Merchants

503255/23 Trojanowski v. Minaya
Fernandez

512007/22 Uzhca v. Multani Const.
USA Corp

528577/21Voltaire v. Action Carting
Environmental Services, Inc. Et

Al
511445/17W.H.L An Infant By His v.
Li

i

4452/15 Walker v. Resorts World
Casino NYC

523122/21Whitt v. Rutland Nursing
Home, Inc. Et Al

505866/21 Williams v. NYCHA

513255/21 Williams v. Samaritan
Daytop Village, Inc. Et Al

502486/21 Zabava v. Moonbeam
Gateway Marina LLC Et Al

Motion

528552/22 Adams v. Joissaint
531129722 Rosario v. Silvershore
Properties 112 LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

501389/22 Abreu-Abreu v. 3051
Fulton LLC.

512982/23 Addison v. 2123 Spencer
P1. Prop. Mgt.

523920/22 Al Shatebi v. Denny

537833/22 Aladin v. Kensington Ins.
Co.

511349/21 Atkinson v. NYCHA Et Al

501295/21Baron v. Nat. Grid USA
Service Co., Inc. Et Al

535935/22 Begum v. Silver

537894/22 Bennett v. Citi General
Hardware, Inc.

522512/22C. v. Malaiev Rafael’s
Barber Shop Inc Et Al

519868/20 Candlin v. Motor Vehicle
Accident

506654/23 Castillo Ortiz v. Sanchez
Salazar

517734/23 Castle v. R&X Properties
LLC Et Al

506460723 Charles v. Lenox Hldg.
LLC

526503/19 Christina Calixte v.
NYCH&HC And

520172/20 Codrington v. Hu

509301/23 Colon v. 66 South 2nd St.

517720/22 Corcino v. Salson
Logistics Inc. Et Al

504596/20 Cuello v. Longdon

518491/19 Cwalina v. Congregation
Beth Elohim

512829/22 Davy v. Luong

521195/22 Dundas v. Nelson

506906/22 Espinal v. 1240 Hancock
LLC Et Al

520037/18 Esquilin v. Amistad Mgt.
Corp.

506153/19Ferrera v. 160 Henry St.
Corp.

507435/21Florentino v. 1223
Bushwick LLC

525971/22 Gelfand v. Lincoln
Co-Operative Apts., Inc. Et Al

507679/22Gill v. Camisa Jr

518014/21 Gomez v. Corcino

522631/22 Hagberg v. 442
Willoughby Condominium Assoc.

509434/24 Hall v. Derisse

527146/21Harris v. Allied Xxx LLC
EtAl

510696/20Javier v. Deck
Jamaica-43 LLC

510991/19 Jean-Baptiste v. Major
Leasing

529784/21Jhugdeo v. Singh

511125/22 Joseph Jr v. Bryant

507182/21Julien v. Gertrude
Andrews Family Trust U/t/a
Dated 7/8/2015 Et Al

519948/21 Khamraev v. Shore
Haven Apts. LLC Et Al

501713/21Kun v. Nestle Waters
North America Inc. Et Al

519827/22 Labato v. Ogunlade

511976/20 Lam v. Lachqar

514876/22 Lamey v. Remica Prop.
Group Corp. Et Al

524430/22 Lebovic v. NYC Et Al

511092/25 Levy v. Figueroa

506018/21 Lopez-Martinez v. 635
Bushwick LLC

513360/23 Lorenzo v. Capus

526720/22 Louis v. Aloisio

519249/22 Lukianovich v. Kent Qi
Tan Et Al

500201/22 Luong v. Ramierez

525315/21 M. v. Rashid

533555/22 Mardokh v. Williams

500194721 Markardt v. Feliciano

513420/23 Marrett v. Renaissance
Equity Hidgs. LLC B Et Al

523521/23 Matiashvili v. Top Value
Home Improvement Inc. Et Al

528300/21 McKenzie v. NYC Et Al

521703/19Mejia Rojo v. Bijjan

510264/22Melara v. Civic Sherman
LLC Et Al

52141920 Mendez v. NYCHA Et Al

51097921 Mendez v. Ullah

509314722 Mescain v. 500 West
190th St. LLC Et Al

517647/21 Mitcham v. Koanda

508589/20 Mitchell v. Domino’s
Pizza Et Al

500869/22Momplaisir v. La Rana
Meat Corp. Et Al

537682/22Mousa v. Antonios

520917/23 0’ Neill v. O’Neill

513925/19Olivera v. Smith

503033/21Orloski v. Mohamed

524345/19 Paris v. Rigo Li-Auto

503913/18 Pearson-Colter v.
Pearson

536634/22 Penievina v. Hernandez

502458/20 Peralta v. Perspective Inc

529039/22 Phillip v. Caribe Funeral
Home Inc. Et Al

513838/21 Poleon v. Home Depot
U.SA., Inc.

515897/19Rivera v. Cottone

524707/23 Rosado v. Br Affordable
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al

519654/19 Samuel v. Merline Z
Jamaica, Inc.

526519/22 Santiago v. Leon

504649/21 Serra Mejia v. 85 Jay St.
(bklyn.)

510180/22 Shaw v. Wilson

512891/18 Stanford v. U-Haul LLC

507752/23 Strazulla v. Harway
Terrace, Inc.

503092/19 Stuart v. Green Leasing
Inc.

511780/23 Sutton v. Haq

525000/23 Svalov v. Ficchi

532067/22 Szczepanski v. Djalo

523310/23 Taylor v. Menasherov

510080/17 Temple v. F&G Meat, Inc.

527789/22 Titre v. Melgar Cruz

517968/21 Toribio v. 1936 Bath Ave.
LLC

506645/22 Vanriel v. 75 Lenox Rlty.

516881/22Vido v. Khan

521390/22Wall v. American United
Transportation Inc. Et Al

530562/21 Wallace v. Rigo Limo
Auto

525974/22Wan v. Karim

501520/24Warren v. Virginia Pearl
Cliff

524467/17White v. Crown Heights
Center For

514252/23 Williams v. Lincoln Pl.
Properties LLC Et Al

531151/22Yousef v. Dana

500311/23 Zahr v. Williams

509468/23 Zhou v. Huang
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504259/19 Abdul-Wahhab v. P&W
Elevators Mod

516345/17 Abrishami v. Sigma Rlty.
Associates LLC

500220/23 Alexanidis v. Crest
Transportation Services, Inc. Et
Al

500017/18 Annan v. Newman

534782/22 Apolinario v. 248
McKibben Rlty.

515972/17 Araoz v. Mpw Funding
LLC

514961/20 Armor v. 501 Emr LLC

506891/22 Baboolal v. Elizer

501879/20 Barrera-Romero v. Wythe
Hidgs. LLC

525392/21Bastin v. Waldman

515926/20 Bayoumy v. N.A.C. Steel
Structures, Inc D/b/a Steel
Structures, Inc.

516326/18 Bissette v. Fox 18 Rity.

531298/21Bonilla Velasquez v.
Evangelical Ebenezer Church,
Inc.

501535/19Bonilla v. 1595 B'way.
LLC

525693/24Borrelli v. The Bklyn.
Union Gas Co. D/b/a Nat. Grid Et
Al

510755/20Borshch v. Rogatsky
529120/23 Brown v. NYCHA Et Al
522729/18 Burton v. Sea Crest
Acquisition 1
535666/23 Cabeza v. 22 Melrose
LLC Et Al
509751/17 Cardwood v. McLean
506287/21 Carter v. Serniabat
535131/22 Chavez v. Help Sutter A
Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et Al
507705/14 Chernyshova v. 24 Seven
Water And Sewer Corp
503769/22 Cole v. Williams
531665/22 Coronel v. Veloz Livery
Rental Inc. Et Al
502082/19 Czerniec v. Mar-Sal
Plumbing & Heating
527825/23 Debrosse v. Carrington
505075/20 Devda v. Brown
514033/19Diaz v. Perl
505576/22 Dixon v. BKklyn.
Supermarket LLC Et Al
504014/21 Djalilov v. Gracia
521254/19Doe v. Associated
Ym-Ywhas of Greater Ny, Inc. Et.
AL
515933/19 Dorson v. Williams
520443/20 Dusauzay v. Delgado
503295/21 Ebner v. Nat. Grid USA
Service Co., Inc. Et Al
509005/22 Edgar-Thomas v. Long
M.D.

527401/22 Faber v. The Bklyn.
Union Gas Co. D/b/a Nat. Grid
NY EtAl

521072/18 Fanucci Lee v. Empire
Paratransit Corp

512675/22 Fares v. Rch3 Nominee
LLC Et Al

509458/23 Ferrante v. Church of St.
Margaret Mary Et Al

514090723 Florentino v. Ali

521043/22 Fryar v. Gianfia Corp. Et

Al

529280/22 Garcia Cruz v. 1504 Jeff
LLC Et Al

518815/19 Garcia v. NYC

505576/21 Garcia v. Cactus 814
Jamaica

505963/22 Garvin v. Zhou

520743/18 Garwood v. Panev

501648/19 Gigauri v. One Hudson
Yards Owner LLC

524861/17 Giresi v. Keyspan Corp.

508380/23 Goff v. Rong

537389/22 Gomez v. Espejo

524625/18 Grimaldi v. 4202 13 Ave

514812/20 Guidice v. Paqui

530090721 Guivas v. New Style
Contractors, Inc.

501494/23 Hosan v. Patel

505422/21 Kornienko v. NYC Et Al

529400/21 Krzysztofik v. M&A
Projects Restoration, Inc. Et Al

505120/21 Laguna v. Amp Hldgs.
LLC And Et Al

519562/23 Levine v. Bklyn. Union
Gas Co. D/b/a Nat. Grid NY

518762/20 Liang v. Blue Hills Fuels

518655/19 London v. Brookdale
Univ.

510961/24 Lopez v. A & C Yang LLC

521317/22 Lopidas v. Punter

507662/20 Manchimov v. 186n6
Owner LLC Et Al

520340/23Mann v. Liu

505589/21 Marrero Cruz v. 1159
Eastern Pkwy. LLC Et Al

523021/19McLaurin v. Skanska
USA Civil Northeast, Inc. Et Al

520708/21 Melendez v. NYC

521325/20 Mendieta Guaman v.
Quadrum Group Et Al

533632/22Mills v. Love

500756/21 Navarro v. Li & Liang
714 Inc.

503334/22 Nicolich v. Dione

3860/19 Oluwo v. Mikhail

520251/210rtega v. Montauk
Manor Et Al

503187/210rtiz v. Con Ed Co. of
New York, Inc. Et Al

525329/21 Patterson v. Vornado Two
Penn Prop.

526247/21Perez v. 9 Dekalb Fee
Owner

507183/20 Petz v. Valdez-Aguero

535152/22 Pires Da Silva v.
Abrahams

517323/22 Pompetti v. Knight

523213/19 Pompey v. 232 East 18th
St.

521183/22 Queiroga De Souza v.
Leeding Builders Group LLC Et
Al

528709/22 Ramos v. Delerimar Rlty.
Corp.

511794/22 Raouf v. Formula 3
Bklyn. Inc., Et Al

510657/22 Robles v. Bueno-Montoya

502034/19 Romero v. Slce Group
LLC

504248/22 Rosario v. West 135th St.
634 Rity. LLC Et Al

7080715 Schneider v. NYC

505988/17 Shebeko v. Macy’s Retail
Hldgs., Inc.

515256/20 Sims v. Rowell

507713/22 Singh v. Kasham

509776/22 Tomala v. West Dev. B
LLC Et Al

505121/14Wein v. East Side 11th &
28th

507513/21Williams v. Con Ed Co. of
NY

515360/18 Williams v. Stillwater
Prop. & Ins. Co.,920 Pacific
St.,Llc,Prestige Const.,Llc,Design
N Safety Inc.,Triangle
Enterprises Nyc, Inc.,924 Pacific
St., LLC And Karson Structures
LLC

511047/19Yraola Moreno v. Drk
Prospect PI. LLC

523827/20 Zazdravnaya v. Bklyn.
Union Gas D/b/a Nat. Grid Et Al

Non-Jury
Trial Readiness
Part

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774
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516365/20Al-Rowmeim v. Alazwear

520016/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Express Recovery Inc

519976/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Prompt Medical Spine
Care

505904/23 Dml Capital Mortgage
Fund v. Investor’s Genie LLC Et
Al

504452/22 G2 Funding LLC v. Meir
Bernstein LLC Et Al

518486/18 Gm Contractors Plus
Corp. v. Edge Framers And
Interiors

507676/23 Gould v. Bklyn. Union
Gas Co. D/b/a Nat. Grid NY Et Al

519449/21 Hersko v. Hersko

519526/23 Jgr Services Inc. v. Coast
Bldg. Mgt. Services LLC Et Al

865/06 Lopez v. Martinez

509711/18 Lowy v. Goldburd

509804/24 Luna v. NYC Et Al

500539/20 Radharani Properties
LLC v. 1499 Fulton Rity. LLC Et Al

502545/23 Rosenblum v. Cb 60 LLC
Et Al

525717/24 Stathakos v. Chudhary

515182/18 Surya Capital 11 N. Elliot
v. Royal Gardens 641 LLC

510153/24 U.S. Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Jade Sunshine LLC

51247524 U.S. Bank Trust Co. v.
1376 St. Johns Pl

505875/23 U.S. Bank Trust Nat.
Assoc. As Trustee of Cabana
Series V Trust v. 268 Dean LLC
EtAl

517128/24West Terminal v. Chen

3025/12 Wilmington Savings Fund
v. Bennett

529556/22 Wilmington Savings
Fund Society v. 105a Hull LLC Et
Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

511042/25Ace Funding Source
LLC v. Authentic Contracting
Solutions LLC Et Al

513428/25 Carloha, Inc. v. Gao

516846/25 Finnie v. Mamarizayev

507479/191conix Inc. v. Oem Group
Inc

527544/25 Premium Merchant
Funding 26 v. Dynamic Pain &
Wellness

509583/22 The Board of Mgrs. of
The Marcy Villa Condominium v.
594 Marcy Villa LLC Et Al

527089/25Wertzberger v. Lefkowitz

MONDAY, SEPT. 22

523024/17 Alpine Ready Mix LLC v.
Green Ready Mix LLC
529829/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Orthopaedics
506710/22 Amg Leasing LLC v.
Javaid
505275/15Bank of America v.
Guillaume
516208/25Birchwood Funding v.
Legacy Distribution Group LLC
EtAl
536765/22 Cleckley v. Ellis
506642/14 Dranovsky v. Bukh
512142/16Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Chowdhury
509684/23 Intralinks, Inc. v. Werner
Media Partners LLC
24589/12 Jpmorgan Chase Bank v.
Akhtar
524468/17 Lost Tree Rlty. LLC v.
Titus
3630/16 Testa v. Michael Testa And
Sandro Testa
City Trial
Readiness Part
Justice Donald S. Kurtz
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1596
Courtroom 480, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

526743/23B. v. NYCTA Et Al
517943/22 Baldwin v. NYCTA Et Al
526033/20 Carruthers v. NYCTA Et
Al
507044/20 Chadburn v. NYC Et Al
510246/21Eykher v. NYCTA
520434/20 Graham v. NYC Et Al
534281/22 Grant v. The NYCTA Et Al
525393/18 Guadalupe Camano v.
NYC
534393/22 Guerrier v. NYCTA Et Al
501279/18 Guzman v. NYC
517146/20 Holloway v. NYCTA Et Al
515610/25in The Matter of The
Petition of Peachtree Settlement
Funding v. Pacific Life And
Annuity Co. Et Al
522768/18 Joseph v. NYCTA
511401/19Kirby v. Philbert
520409/19 Lee Wong v. NYCTA
531802/22 Luna v. NYCTA Et Al
510368/18 Munoz v. NYCTA
500557/24 Rossi v. NYC Et Al
508871/21 Sanisidro v. Metro.
Transportation Auth. Et Al
508586/18 Saraceni v. NYCTA
504914720 Teresina Fasano v. NYC
500565/21 Thomas v. Shepard
517549/19Young v. NYCTA

Motion
525764/21 Adinolfi v. NYC
MONDAY, SEPT. 22

522854/18 Bynoe v. NYC
525170/19Cepeda v. NYC
507250/19 Champagne v. NYC
507595/21Eaddy v. NYC Et Al
535339/22 George v. NYC Et Al
504641/23 Haviland v. NYC Et Al
5627/15Hill v. NYC
509244/19Kan v. NYC
512465/16 Peterson v. NYC
525844723 Pierre-Louis v. Arber
508238/21 Stein v. NYC Et Al

Central
Compliance Part

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1626
Courtroom 282

THURSDAY, SEPT. 18

526259/23 Abdullaev v. Church of
The Ascension Et Al

515794/24 Albizu v. Domino A LLC
Et Al

517574/24 Allyn v. Messiheddine

523334/24 Alphonse v. Lanzo

501883/24 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Scob LLC A/a/o Melissa
Moore

515048/23 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. William L. King

507719/24 Antoine v. Belfort

505964/24 Barden v. Renaissance
Equity Hldgs. LLC D Et Al

517250/24 Bazile v. Msk130 LLC Et

Al

516196/24 Beda v. 1244 Ocean
Pkwy. Associates

522578/23 Betances v. Amazon
Logistics, Inc. Et Al

520859/23 Birnhack-Friedman v.
Mm Prod.s, Inc. Et Al

511469/24 Bleich v. Hughes-Hogan

525642/24 Boney v. Gateway
Shoprite Associates

509847/24 Brace v. Felix

520354/24 Brown v. Fenyves M.D.

511717/24 Budhoo-Maddicks v.
Fabrizio

535635/23 Cabanilla Chacho v.
Cudney

532102/23 Capital Eight v. Moflehi

514327/24 Channell v. Ramirez

509961/23 Chen v. Huang

519708/23 Chernobylskiy v. Charles

506038/24 Clifford v. Avalon Gold
LLC Et Al

503680/24 Collado v. Monton
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LIQUOR LICENSES

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a license,
number NA-0524-25-01441,
for beer, cider, liquor, and
wine has been applied for
by the undersigned* to sell
beer, cider, liquor, and wine
at retail in a restaurant/bar
under the Alcoholic Bever-
age Control Law at 435 E
153rd St, Bronx, New York
10455 for on premises con-
sumption. *(El Chicano
Sports Bar Corp.) 435 E
153rd St, Bronx, New York

10455)
12414 s11-Th s18
OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a license,
number pending, has been
applied for by Foodance the
Living Room by Cesare Van-
geli Corp to sell beer, wine,
and liquor at retail in a tav-
ern under the Alcoholic
Beverage Control Law at 690
10th Ave, New York, NY
10019 for on-premises con-

sumption.
14159 s11-Th s18

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a license
with Application ID: NA-
0240-25-105217, for Dbeer,
wine & cider has been ap-
plied for by the under-
signed to sell beer, wine &
cider at retail in a restau-
rant under the Alcoholic
Beverage Control Law at
2817-19 Broadway New
York, NY 10025 for on
premlses consumption, The
company's name is Kim &
Bao Trading LLC dba Nai
Brother Sauerkraut Fish.
14134 s11-Th s18

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
125305 has been applied for
by Compass Group USA, Inc
serving beer, wine, liquor,
mead, and cider to be sold
at retail for on premises
consumption in a Catering
Establishment for the

premises located at 120

Park Ave Fl 22 New York

NY 10017.

14152 s11-Th s18
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
124446 has been applied for
by Compass Group USA, Inc
serving beer, wine, liquor,
mead, and cider to be sold
at retail for on premises
consumption in a Catering
Establishment for the
premises located at 731 Lex-
ington Ave FL 6 & 7 New
York NY 10022.

14153 s11-Th s18
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
126320 has been applied for
by Compass Group USA, Inc
serving beer, wine, liquor,
mead, and cider to be sold
at retail for on premises
consumption in a Catering
Establishment for the
premises located at 731 Lex-
ington Ave FL 28 New York
NY 10022.

14154 s11-Th s18

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation ID: NA-0340-25-
127058 has been applied for
by KJUN BUKU Inc. serving
beer, wine, cider, mead and
liquor to be sold at retail
for on premises consump-
tion in a restaurant, for the
premises located at 334 Lex-
ington Ave New York NY
10016-0907.
14148 s11-Th s18

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

CHERYL KRAVATZ, ESQ.,
PLLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/05/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the PLLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
PLLC, 16 Maplewood Drive,
Plainview, NY 11803. Pur-
pose: For the practice of the
profession of Law.

12992 aul4-Th s18

MUBARAK LAW PLLC, a
Prof. LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 07/22/2025.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Omar Hussein Mubarak, 80
Broad St., 5th Floor, NY, NY
10004. Purpose: To Practice
The Profession Of Law.

13028 aul4-Th s18

THE LAW OFFICE OF
FEILEN AND KATZ, PLLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 06/03/25. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of the PLLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
PLLC, 928 Broadway, Suite
1000, New York, NY 10010.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
13578 au28-Th o2

OTICE OF FORMATION

of OPISO Studio Archi-
tecture PLLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/10/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against PLLC to PO
Box 88, Cooper Station, 93
4th Ave, NY, NY 10276. P/B/A:
444 Manhattan Ave, Unit 1N,
NY, NY 10026. Purpose: any

lawful act.
12982 Aul4 Th S18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Mind Share Therapy
LCSW, PLLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 8/14/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against PLLC to 363
West 30th St, Apt 2D, New
York, NY 10001. Purpose: any

lawful act.
13883 S04 Th 009

BODY LOGIC MASSAGE
THERAPY PLLC, a Prof.
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 09/03/2025 Of-
fice loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The PLLC, 252 East Park Av-
enue, Long Beach, NY 11561.
Purpose: To Practice The
Profession Of Massage Ther-

apy.
14183 s11-Th 016

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation 1D: NA-0340-25-
127868 has been applied for
by GEO Hospitality East Inc.
serving beer, wine, cider,
mead and liquor to be sold
at retail for on premises
consumption in a restau-
rant, for the premises lo-
cated at 1712 2nd Ave New
York NY 10128-3273.
14150 s11-Th s18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of LEE MENTAL
HEALTH COUNSELING
SERVICES, PLLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 9/3/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against PLLC to 400
Central Park West, Apt 2G,
New York, NY 10025. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
14435 S18 Th 023

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

49 HARBORVIEW WEST
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/08/2025. Of-
fice loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 162
Cedar Ave, Hewlett, NY
11557. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
12995 aul4-Th s18

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Restaurant Wine
License, NYS Application
ID: NA-0240-25-127764 has
been applied for by Tachi-
339 W 44 LLC serving beer,
wine, cider and mead to be
sold at vretail for on
premises consumption in a
restaurant, for the premises
located at 339 W 44th St
West Store New York NY

BENNY'S BURGERS LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 08/11/2025. Office
loc: NY County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 165 West End Ave,
Apt 15N, NY, NY 10023. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

13046 aul4-Th s18

10036.
14151 s11-Th s18
OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a Tavern
Wine License, NYS Applica-
tion ID NA-0267-25-127136
has been applied for by BK
Dumpling UES LLC d/b/a
Brooklyn Dumpling Shop to
sell beer, wine, mead and
cider at retail in a Tavern.
For on premises consump-
tion under the ABC law lo-
cated at 453 East 78th Street
New York NY 10075.
14147 s11-Th s18

ELCORE SOLUTIONS LLC,
Art. of Org. filed with SSNY
7/25/25. NY office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to: c/o The LLC, 146
Hunter Ridge Rd., Massape-
qua, NY, 11758,. Any lawful
act or activity.

12994 aul4-Th s18

FINAL STEP LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/08/2025. Office loc: Westch-
ester County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 21 Bonaventure Av-

enue, Ardsley, NY 10502.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

12996 aul4-Th s18

#1 Global Legal Job Site

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF KINGS
DEUTSCHE BANK NA-
TIONAL TRUST COMPANY,
AS INDENTURE
TRUSTEE, ON BEHALF OF
THE HOLDERS OF THE
AAMES MORTGAGE IN-
VESTMENT TRUST 2006-1,
MORTGAGE BACKED
NOTES, Plaintiff AGAINST
MAGALIE PHILANTROPE,
ET AL., Defendant(s) Pur-
suant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered March 3, 2014, I, the
undersigned Referee will
sell at public auction at the

Kings County Supreme
Court, in Room 224, 360
Adams Street, Brooklyn,

New York 11201 on Septem-
ber 25, 2025 at 2:30 PM,
premises known as 3728
Lyme Avenue, Brooklyn, NY
11224. All that certain plot
piece or parcel of land, with
the buildings and improve-
ments erected, situate, lying
and being in the Borough of
Brooklyn, County of Kings,
City and State of New York,
Block: 7000 Lot: 21. Approxi-
mate amount of judgment
$526,002.10 plus interest and
costs. Premises will be sold
subject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index
#13056/2011. Roger Siegel,
Esq., Referee FEIN, SUCH
& CRANE, LLP 28 East

Main Street, Suite 1800
Rochester, NY 14614 SP-
SJN335 86725

13239 au28-Th s18

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT NEW

YORK COUNTY U.S.
BANK NA, SUCCESSOR
TRUSTEE TO BANK OF
AMERICA, NA SUCCESSOR
INTEREST TO LASALLE
BANK NA AS TRUSTEE,
ON BEHALF OF THE
HOLDERS OF THE WAMU
MORTGAGE PASS-
THROUGH CERTIFICATES
SERIES 2007-OA4 TRUST,
Plaintiff against YOUNG IL
LEE, et al Defendant(s) At-
torney for Plaintiff(s) Fein
Such & Crane, LLP, 28 East
Main Street, Suite 1800,
Rochester, NY 14614. Pur-
suant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale en-
tered February 4, 2021, I
will sell at public auction to
the highest bidder at Room
130, Supreme Court, 60 Cen-
tre Street, NY, NY 10007 on
October 22, 2025 at 2:15 PM.
Premises known as 200
Chambers Street, Unit 3L,
New York, NY 10007. Block
142 Lot 1309. All that certain
lot, piece or parcel of land,
51tuate lying and being in
the Borough of Manhattan,
City and State of New York,
Approximate Amount of
Judgment is $695,757.59 plus
interest, fees, and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index No
110626/2009. The foreclosure
sale will be conducted in
accordance with 1st Judi-
cial District's Covid-19 Poli-
cies and foreclosure auction
rules. The Referee shall en-
force any rules in place re-
garding facial coverings and
social distancing. Referee
will only accept a certified
bank check made payable to
the referee. Matthew D.
Hunter III, Esq., Referee
File # SPSNY303
14107 s18-Th 09

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

otice of Formation of

Layer Wave, LLC. Arti-
cles of Organization filed
with the SSNY on 7/30/2025.
Office location: Westchester
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom processes against it
may be served and SSNY
should mail a copy of process
to 222 Purchase St, #209, Rye,
NY 10580. Purpose is to en.
gage in any and all business

activities permitted under
NYS laws
12986 Aul4 Th S18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MARTIN WELLNESS
SOLUTIONS LIMITED LIA-
BILITY COMPANY. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 4/15/2025.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 18
East 127th St, #1, New York,
NY 10035. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
12267 Aul4d Th S18

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Bria Cheri LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
5/30/2025. 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 #135373,
NY, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
13329 Au21 Th S25

PROVISIONAL PLANNED
FUNDS LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
08/29/2025. 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, 306 Glen
Cove Road, Carle Place, NY
11514. Purpose: Any Lawful

NOTICE OF
POSTPONEMENT SALE
DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF
NEW YORK

DF1, LLC; Plaintiff v

ALBERT VERWAYNE,
SR.; et al.; Defendants. At-
torney for Plaintiff: Hasbani
& Light, P.C.,, 450 7th Ave,
Suite 1901, New York, NY
10123; (212) 643-6677 Pur-
suant to judgment of fore-
closure and sale granted
herein on 05/19/2025, I will
sell at Public Auction to the
highest bidder in the Dis-
trict Court for the Eastern
District of New York, 225
Cadman Plaza East, Brook-
lyn, NY 11201 on September
26, 2025, at 10:30 PM (Previ-
ously scheduled for Septem-
ber 18, 2025 at 1:00 PM)
Premises known as 799 Al-
bany Avenue, Brooklyn,
New York, 11203 Block: 4862
Lot: 51 All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
County of Kings, City and
State of New York. As more
particularly described in
the judgment of foreclosure
and sale. Sold subject to the
terms and conditions con-
tained in said judgment and
terms of sale. Approximate
amount of judgment:
$155,454.90, plus interest
and costs. CIVIL DOCKET
FOR CASE #: 1:24-cv-05584-
BMC
14457 s18-Th-1t
NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE

OF A COOPERATIVE

APARTMENT

LEASE TAKE NOTICE:

by virtue of default
under Loan Security Agree-
ment, and other Security
Documents executed to
CITIBANK, N.A., c/o Cenlar,
FSB with an address of 425
Phillips Boulevard, Ewing,
New Jersey and a phone
number of (800) 223-6527, as
lender, the Auctioneer, will
sell at public auction, with
reserve, on October 15, 2025,
at the Portico outside of the
New York County Court-
house, 60 Centre Street,
New York, NY 10007, com-
mencing at 1:30 p.m., 118
shares of the capital stock
of Hillview Owners Corp. (a
Cooperative Housing Corpo-
ration), issued in the name
of Nora M. Carmichael, and
all right, title and interest
in a Proprietary Lease to
Apt.12B2, located at 345
145th ST W a/k/a 345 W.
145th Street, NEW YORK,
NY 10031-5323. The
Debtor(s) are entitled to an
accounting of the unpaid in-
debtedness secured by the
above- referenced Shares of
Stock and Proprietary
Lease at no cost to the
Debtor(s), which may be re-
quested by calling Roach &
Lin, P.C. at (516) 938-3100.
Sale held to enforce rights
of CITIBANK, N.A., as
Lender, who reserves the
right to bid. Ten percent
(10%) Bank/Certified check
payable to the Escrowee,
Roach & Lin, P.C,, as attor-
neys for CITIBANK, N.A.
Balance due at closing
within thirty (30) days. The
Cooperative Apartments
will be sold "AS IS", and
possession is to be obtained
by the purchaser(s). Dated:
September 4, 2025 ROACH
& LIN, P.C. (ESCROWEE)
Attorneys for CITIBANK,
N.A. 6851 Jericho Turnpike,
Suite 185 Syosset, NY 11791

(516) 938-3100
14362 518-Th 02

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

Palisade Acquisition III, LLC
filed Arts. of Org. with the
Sect'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 4/1/2025. Office: Bronx
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served and shall
mail process to: The LLC, 225
Crossways Park Dr, Wood-
bury, NY 11797. Purpose: any
lawful act.
13902

s4-Th 09

PPN Associates LLC filed
Arts. of Org. with the Sect'y
of State of NY (SSNY) on
6/12/2025.  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: The LLC, 368
Ocean Ave, Lynbrook, NY
11563. Purpose: any lawful

act.
13901 s4-Th 09

PRIMEROS NORTH AMER-
ICA LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 07/24/25.
Office: New York County.
SSNY designated as agent of
the LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to the LLC, c/o David
M. Glanstein, Esq., Glanstein
LLP, 711 Third Avenue, 17th

Floor, New York, NY 10017.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
13748 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of SHINE SANG LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
12/30/2024. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Northwest Registered
Agent LLC, 418 Broadway Ste
N, Albany, NY 12207. P/B/A:
337 W 30th St, NY, NY 10001.

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, NYCTL 1998-2

TRUST, AND THE BANK
OF NEW YORK MELLON
AS COLLATERAL AGENT
AND CUSTODIAN FOR
THE NYCTL 1998-2 TRUST,
Plaintiff, vs. ARVIN G. AM-
ATORIO AS HEIR AND DIS-
TRIBUTEE OF THE ES-
TATE OF EZER B. GONZA-
LES AND AS EXECUTOR
OF THE ESTATE OF EZER
B. GONZALES, ET AL., De-
fendant(s). Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure
and Sale dated June 6, 2025
and duly entered on June
10, 2025, 1, the undersigned
Referee will sell at public
auction at Room 130 of the
New York County Court-
house, 60 Centre Street,
New York, NY 10007 on Oc-
tober 8, 2025 at 2:15 p.m.,
premises known as 459 West
153rd Street, New York, NY
10031. 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 of Manhattan,
County of New York, City
and State of New York,
Block 2068 and Lot 8. Ap-
proximate amount of judg-
ment is $47,608.54 plus in-
terest and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Index #157754/2019. Robert
A. Abrams, Esq., Referee
Bronster, LLP, 156 West 56th
Street, Suite 703, New York,
New York 10019, Attorneys
for Plaintiff

13492 s4-Th s25

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

BRONX COUNTY KIAVI
FUNDING, INC. Plaintiff
against WESTCHESTER
3148 LLC, et al Defendant(s)
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Kel-
ley Kronenberg, 111 Broad-
way, Suite 1205, New York,
NY 10006, (800) 484-4381.
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale en-
tered July 8, 2025, I will sell
at public auction to the
highest bidder at the Bronx
County Courthouse, Court-
room 711 at 851 Grand Con-
course, Bronx, New York on
September 29, 2025 at 2:15
PM. Premises known as 3148
Westchester Avenue, Bronx,
New York 10461. Block 4237
Lot 5. All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of the
Bronx, City and State of
New York. Approximate
Amount of Judgment is
$1,180,540.58 plus interest,
fees, and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Index No 802064/2023E. The
foreclosure sale will be con-
ducted in accordance with
12th  Judicial District's
Covid-19 Policies and the
Bronx County foreclosure
auction rules. The Referee
shall enforce any rules in
place regarding facial cov-
erings and social distanc-
ing. Sergio Marquez, Esq.,
Referee File # 02208261
13241 au28-Th s18

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

PAPER PLASTIC SUPPLY
ONE LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 08/28/25.
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, 189 Pe-
ters Avenue, East Meadow,
NY 11554. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

14440 s18-Th 023

PAPER PLASTIC SUPPLY
ONE LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 08/28/25.
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, 189 Pe-
ters Avenue, East Meadow,
NY 11554. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.
14442 $18-Th 023

TIMELESS FITNESS LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/16/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Burleigh Horan, 59 Meadow-
brook Rd, Syosset, NY 11791.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

14461 518-Th 023

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of NEW YORKERS FOR
HARNESS RACING LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
8/28/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 450 Lexington Avenue,
#1022, New York, NY 10163.
Purpose: any lawful act.
14132 S11 Th 016

OTICE OF FORMATION

of THE RED KNOT PRO-
DUCTIONS LLC. Art/Org
filed 8/26/25. Ofc loc Nassau
County. SSNY designated for
sve/proc & shall mail to 108-
14 72ND 2ND FLOOR, FOR-
EST HILL, NY 11375. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
13658 s11-Th o016

MANSFIELD WOODSON
LLC Articles of Org. filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 8/8/25.
Office in NY Co. SSNY desig.
agent of LLC whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to 158 Bank St.,
Apt. 2A, NY, NY 10014, which
is also the principal business
location. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

3018 auld4-Th s18

NA MARA THREADS 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, 137 15th Avenue, Sea
Cliff, NY 11579. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.
3232 au2l1-Th s25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of EJ RUSH ENTER-
PRISES L.L.C. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/15/2025. 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 #613936, New
York, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:
any lawful act.

14388 S18 Th 023
OTICE OF FORMATION
of Elana Consulting,

LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/30/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 350 E 65th St, Apt 7, New
York, NY 10065. Purpose: any

lawful act.
14429 S18 Th 023

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Lumiere Ventures
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/7/2025. 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 #286226,
New York, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
14414 S18 Th 023

CSP ROSLYN LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
09/02/25. 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, 1011
Third Avenue, New York, NY
10065. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
14073 s11-Th 016

FRGTMENOT LLC Art. Of

g. Filed Sec. of State of NY
9/8/2025 Off. Loc. : Nassau
Co. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served & shall mail
proc.: 129 Verbena Ave., Flo-
ral Park, NY 11001, USA.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.

14136 s11-Th 016
JNPRO PAINTING SER-
VICES, LLC, Arts. of Org.

filed with the SSNY on
09/09/2025. 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: Josue A Alvarado
Navarrete, 90 Sunset Dr.,
Hempstead, NY 11550. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

82 s11-Th o016

12D STUDIO LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/17/25. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 141 E.
3rd Street, 12D, New York,
NY 10009. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
13579 au28-Th 02

1 ANCHORAGE WAY 710
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/18/25. 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, 1 Anchorage Way, #710,
Freeport, NY 11520. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

13576 au28-Th o2

AGENT OF LAUGHTER
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/12/25. 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, 412 East Shore Road,
Kings Point, NY 11024. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

13575 au28-Th 02

ANTIGUA ROAD LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 09/30/24. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, c/o
Michael Tornabe, 112 Clay-
ton Avenue, East Atlantic
Beach, NY 11561. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

13567 au28-Th 02

C&R 120 J ENTERPRISES
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/05/25. 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, 42-40 Bell Boulevard,
Suite 601, Bayside, NY 11361.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
13573 au28-Th 02

GALAS EVEN 44TH ST. LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 03/07/25. 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, 2415 Jerusalem Avenue,
Suite 106, Bellmore, NY
11710. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
au28-Th o2

155 W 68th Property LLC
filed 8/28/25. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. for process &
shall mail to: 15 Broad St,
#3422, NY, NY 10005. Purp:
any lawful.
14135 s12-Th 016

L & S 3497 LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
02/19/25. 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, 280 Eu-
clid Street, Valley Stream,
NY 11580. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
3572 au28-Th o2

3046 BURNS AVENUE LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/17/2025. 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, 236 1st Avenue,
Massapequa Park, NY 11762,
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-

pose.
14470 s18-Th 023

67 Wicks Path LLC filed w/
SSNY 8/20/25. Off. in Nassau
Co. Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 138 Lib-
erty Ave, Mineola, NY 11501.
Any lawful purpose.

13380 Aug28 th Oct2

WE BRIGHTEN AI LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/16/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 50 Merrick Rd., Ste
203, Rockville Centre, NY
11570. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
14463 s18-Th 023

464 WEST 44 TH STREET
UNIT 2A, LLC Art. Of Org.
Filed Sec. of State of NY
9/16/2025. Off. Loc.. Nassau
Co. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served & shall mail
proc.: c/o The Foote Firm,
PLLC, 1225 Franklin Avenue,
Suite 325, Garden City, NY
11530, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

14475 $18-Th 023

OTICE OF FORMATION

Kamford VDC 2026 LLC.
Art. Of Org. Filed Sec. of
State of NY on 08/11/2025. Off.
Loc.: NASSAU Co. SSNY des-
ignated as agent upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY to mail copy of
process to The LLC, 17
Barstow Rd, STE 206, Great
Neck, NY 11021. Purpose:
Any lawful act or activity.
12985 Aul4d Th S18

FARMACIA VIVA LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/10/2025. Office loc:
Bronx County. SSNY has
been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 5 Schanck Drive,
Edison, NJ 08820. Purpose:

MAVERA ROOFING LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 05/29/25. Office:
Bronx County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 746 Calhoun Avenue,
Bronx, NY 10465. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

14443 $18-Th 023

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ERIN MCCASKILL
STORYWORK COACHING
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/28/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 447 Broadway 2nd Fl. -
#3000, New York, NY 10013.
P/B/A: 233 E 96th St, 6F, New
York, NY 10128. Purpose any

lawful act.
12987 Aul4 Th S18

ES PH4B LLC Articles of
Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 8/25/25. Office in NY
Co. SSNY desig. agent of LLC
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Nuverse, 152
West 57th St., 21st Fl., NY,
NY 10019. Purpose: Any law-

OTICE OF FORMATION

OF GEOECONAI LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
7/3/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 110 West 90th Street, Apt
3G, New York, NY 10024. Pur-

Purpose. Purpose: any lawful act. Any Lawful Purpose. ful purpose. ose: any lawful act.
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LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

KALIGO LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/08/25. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LL.C upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 57
McKinley Avenue, Albertson,
NY 11507. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
aul4-Th s18

Olive LB LLC filed w/ SSNY

8/12/25. Off. in Nassau Co.

Process served to SSNY -

desig. as agt. of LLC &

mailed to the LLC, 517 Mon-
roe Blvd, Unit 3, Long Beach,

NY 11561. Any lawful pur-

pose.

13124 Aug21 th Sept25
OTICE OF FORMATION
of SOFT RUSH STUDIO

LLC. Arts of Org filed with

Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)

on 3/31/2025. Office location:

NY County. SSNY designated

as agent upon whom process

may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 110 W 90th St, Apt 3B, New

York, NY 10024. Purpose: any

lawful act.

12478 Au21 Th S25
OTICE OF FORMATION
of THE DOCUMENTARY

HELPLINE LLC. Arts of Org

filed with Secy. of State of

NY (SSNY) on 7/18/2025. Of-

fice location: NY County.

SSNY designated as agent

upon whom process may be

served and shall mail copy of

process against LLC to 545 E

12th St Apt 2B, New York, NY

10009. Purpose: any lawful

act.
13251 Au21 Th S25

otice of Formations of

Ouch Magazine LLC.
Filed with Sec. Of NY State,
8/6/2025. SSNY serves as des-
ignated agent Location: NY
County, whom process may
be served and mail copy
process against the LLC to
1178 B'way #1333, NYC, NY
11{0({01. Purposes Only Lawful

ct.

13215 Au21 Th S25

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 843 E 227 STREET
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/26/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Hope Danville-Quinlan,
106 W 117 St, #5E, New York,
NY 10026. P/B/A: 843 E 227 St,
Bronx, NY 10466. Purpose:

any lawful act.
13219 Au28 Th 002

OTICE OF FORMATION

of EL REY VENTURES
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/17/2024. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 136 Madison Ave, Manhat-
tan, NY 10016. Purpose: any

lawful act.
13608 Au28 Th 002

OTICE OF FORMATION

of TWIN PROP CRE-
ATIVE LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 8/1/2025. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 500
West End Avenue, Apt 12A,
New York, NY 10024. Pur-
pose: to engage in any lawful
act or activity.
13922 S04 Th 009

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 1975 PAMELA COURT
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/11/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 1625 East 33rd
Street, Brooklyn, NY 11234.
Purpose: any lawful act.

13456 S11 Th 016
OTICE OF FORMATION
f DIGITALX

o
CONCIERGE LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 5/27/2025.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 169
Madison Ave, Ste 15833, New
York, NY 10016. R/A: Zen
Business Inc., 41 State St, Ste
112, Albany, NY 12207. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

14149 S11 Th 016

OTICE OF FORMATION

of INDIGO MACAW LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
7/19/2025. 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 #542307,
New York, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
14145 S11 Th 016

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Memo The Band LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
5/27/2025. 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: Zenbusiness Inc., 41
State St, Ste 112, Albany, NY
12207. Purpose: any lawful

act.
S11 Th 016

14095

OTICE OF FORMATION

of PHILLY VENTURES
HOLDING LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 9/11/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 156A
East 83rd Street, New York,
NY 10028. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
14415 S18 Th 023

OTICE OF FORMATION

of OPSMYTH LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
3/26/2025. 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 #711057,
New York, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
13527 Au28 Th 002

175 E BWAY 7A LLC, Art. of
Org. filed with SSNY 8-19-
2022. Office Location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC for service
of process. SSNY shall mail a
copy of any process to, c/o
C/O Robinson Brog Leinwand
Greene Genovese & Gluck
PC. Attn: Leonard B.
Nathanson, 875 Third Ave., 9
TH FL, NY, NY, 10022. Pur-
pose: Any lawful act or activ-

ity.
13907 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RIVETING STRATE-
GIES, LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 8/14/2025. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to c/o
Nuco Filings Corp., 200 Blvd
of the Americas, Ste 104B,
Lakewood, NJ 08701. Pur-
pose: any lawful purpose.
13452 Au28 Th 002

420 LONG ISLAND LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 09/02/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Larry Miller, 23 Pearl St.,
Valley Stream, NY 11581.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-

pose.
13909 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Z&L 66, LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 6/22/2025.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 235 W
56th St, Apt 29G, New York,
NY 10019. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
13106 Au28 Th 002

ELEVATION MARKETING,
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/14/2025. Of-
fice loc: NY County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 447 Broadway, 2nd
Floor, #1752, NY, NY 10013.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

13886 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of AUTEUR DE VERITE
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 3/10/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 136 W 129th St, Apt 3F,
New York, NY 10027. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
13904 S04 Th 009

G NAIM 40TH LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
08/29/2025. 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: Shahin Naim, 2
Cow Ln, Great Neck, NY
11024. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

13889 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of HAPPY KIND MEDIA
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/3/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 447 Broadway, 2nd FL -
#3000, New York, NY 10013.
P/B/A: 276 Fifth Ave, Ste 704
PMB 70152, New York, NY
10(t)01. Purpose: any lawful

act.
13657 S04 Th 009

G NAIM TR UW 40TH LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 08/29/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Shahin Naim, 2 Cow Ln,
Great Neck, NY 11024. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

13888 s4-Th 09

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Jessica & The Muze
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/31/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Jessica Godwin, 3333
Broadway, D16G, New York,
NY 10031. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
13882 S04 Th 009

LE CAFE PAM LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of NY
5/22/2025. Off. Loc. : Bronx Co.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served & shall mail proc.: c/o
342 Services LLC, 342 E.
204th Street, Bronx, NY
10467-4706, USA. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

13744 s4-Th 09

otice of Formation of

Speed Networking, LLC.
Articles of Organization filed
with SSNY on 12/09/2024. Of-
fice Location: Westchester
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be

served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Elina
Skripochnik, 29 Coutant

Drive, New Rochelle, New
York 10804. Purpose: any law-

ful purpose.
13414 S04 Th 009

MN 40TH LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
08/29/2025. 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, 6
Hamptworth Drive, Great
Neck, NY 11024. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

13891 s4-Th 09

TODE HALL PRODUCTIONS
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 08/15/2025. Of-
fice loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 100
Garvies Point Road, Apt 1344
, Glen Cove, NY 11542. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

13892 s4-Th 09

A 1 WINGS & SEAFOOD
LLC, Articles of Org. filed
with the NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 09/12/2025. Office in
Bronx Co. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 3240 3RD AVE
BRONX NY 10451. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
14416 S18 Th 023

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ALTOGETHER
IMPACT LLC. Application
for authority filed with NY
Secy of State (SSNY) on
4/26/2024. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in DE on
4/3/2024. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to R/A: Corporation
Service Company, 251 Little
Falls Dr, Wilmington, DE
19808. P/B/A: 2218 Broadway,
#218, New York, NY 10024.
Cert. of Formation filed with
DE Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activity.
12984 Aul4 Th S18

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BENCHMARK
250 LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 08/26/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
07/16/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC 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. DE
addr. of LLC: c/o CSC, 251 Lit-
tle Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. 3, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
13632 Aug28 th Oct2

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 99 HUDSON 15-
17, LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 09/10/25. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
09/02/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Corporation
Service Co. (CSC), 80 State
St., Albany, NY 12207-2543.
DE addr. of LLC: CSC, 251
Little Falls Dr., Wilmington,
DE 19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St. - Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
14413 Sept18 th Oct23

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Lanco Pole
Buildings, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
8/29/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC registered in
PA: 3/14/16. 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 F1.,, NY, NY 10168. PA
and principal business ad-
dress: 52A 0ld Leacock Rd.,
Ronks, PA 17572. Cert. of
Reg. filed with PA Sec. of the
Commonwealth, 401 North
St., Harrisburg, PA 17120.
Purpose: all lawful purposes.
14420 Septl8 th Oct23

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of You Re Under-
writing LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State: 8/5/25.
NYS fict. name: You Re Un-
derwriting Solutions LLC. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. bus. addr.: 142 W. 57th
St., 11th Fl, NY, NY 10019.
LLC formed in DE: 7/29/25.
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 Fl1.,, NY, NY 10168. DE
addr. 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: any law-

ful activity.
Sept18 th Oct23

SDN 40TH LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
08/29/2025. 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: Samy Naim, 18
Split Rock Drive, Great
Neck, NY 11024. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

1389 s4-Th 09

otice of formation of 10

Covert Street LLC, a do-
mestic LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Sec. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 05/13/2025. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY is designated as agent
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 10 Covert
Street, Port Washington, NY
11050. Purpose: Any lawful

act.
14006 S11 Th 016

SOLAIRE 8K LLC filed Arts.
of Org. with the Sect'y of
State of NY (SSNY) on
5/27/2025.  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 Albanese
Organization, Inc., 1001
Franklin Ave, Ste 300, Gar-
den City, NY 11530. Purpose:
any lawful act.

399 s4-Th 09

CE 140 CROSBY, LLC APP.
for Auth. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 8/22/25. LLC
was organized in DE on
1/31/25. Office in NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent of LLC
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY to mail copy of
process to c/o Capstone Equi-
ties, 545 Fifth Ave., Ste. 1209,
NY, NY 10017. Required off:
800 North State St., Ste. 304,
Dover, DE 19901. Cert. Of Org.
filed with SSDE, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
13921 s4-Th 09
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Court Calendars

Kings
County

Court Calendars
Continued
From Page 14

501677/24 Cornejo Carnero v. Qbdk
Huron

531523/23 Cox v. Yanke M.D.

534501/23 Crick v. Yy At Your Service LLC
EtAl

506869/24 Cruz v. 1640 Flatbush Oz
Owners

515750/24Dashun v. Dca 1

511689/24 Delmas v. Lebron

524575/23 Demertzidis v. Khan

513813/22 Diaz v. Amazon Inc. Et Al

528836/23 Espinoza v. 575 Albany LLC Et

Al

518883/24 Espinoza v. Precision Builders
USAInc Et Al

519980/24 Faison v. Mejia

514151/24Fei v. 4 East 46th St. LLC

508383/24 Fermin v. Indigo Williamsburg
Hm LLC

508384/24 Fermin v. Indigo Williamsburg
Hm LLC Et Al

516725/24 Ferrer v. Lucky Panda 99 Cents
Inc. Et Al

502314/24 Garcia v. Michaels Towing &
Recovery Et Al

513806/24 Garcia v. Nunez

533187/23 Gaskin v. Ullah

506595/24 Gonzalez v. The Board of Mgrs.
of The 17 Battery Pl. Condominium Et
Al

514134/24 Gopaul Hernandez v. New Nail
Salon Inc

500153/24 Gorecki v. Rangda Prod.ions
Inc.

514297/24 Gorodetskaya v. Alexander
Plotkin Dpm Et Al

506975/22 Hall v. Fitzgerald

513403/24Herrera Sanchez v. Realiable
Developers LLC Et Al

519713/24 Hfh Capital v. Sugarcoat
Midtown Inc. Et Al

519955/24 Higgins v. Hajiyeva

516382/24Housing Trust Fund Corp. v.
Bif Rlty. LLC Et Al

502486/24 Housing Trust Fund Corp. v.
Haiqa Int’l LLC Et Al

502333/24 Huang v. Fanny Nails I Inc Et

Al

501138/20 Hunter v. The Brookdale Hosp.
Medical Center

518409/241.W. v. Logan Bus Co, Inc. Et Al

503524/24 1akobashvili v. Camera Jr.

529029/23 Joyner v. McLean

515482/24 Karasik v. Levin

519224/24 Kimble v. Sea Crest
Acquisition

519930720 Levy v. Concord Nursing
Home, Inc. Et Al

524152/24 Lian v. Mustafa

512239/24 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co. A/s/o
625 W 55 LLC And 625 W 55 LLC v.
Bravo Art Handling Inc. Et Al

511337/24 Liranzo v. United Parcel
Service, Inc. D/b/a Ups Et Al

508429/24 Lowe v. Birnbaum

523932/23 Mahmoud v. Kurovskaya R.N.

532328/23 Mantello v. Skyworx
Contracting Inc. Et Al

510509/16 Marine Bulkheading, Inc. v.
Ibex Const. Co.

502733/24 Mendieta Mendieta v.
Northeast Specialist Group LLC Et Al

516005/24 Miranda v. Dugan

509173/24 Modebadze v. Chalom

510957/23 Morales v. Refresh Mental
Health, Inc. Et Al

513308/24 Muzafarov v. The Trustees of
Columbia Univ. in NYC Et Al

514020/24 Muzaffar v. Uber Technologies,
Inc. Et Al

502277/21Ns194 v. Prophete

511447/24 0’Connor v. Suffolk Const. Co.
Et Al

520528/24 Odwin v. Jean

504832/24 Paese v. Apple Md

504992/24 Palacios v. Smith

512679/24 Polanco v. Clark

520301/22 Polin Inzhin As Administrator
of The Estate of Sofya Chernov v.
Americare Et Al

537611/23 Price v. Averett

517221/24 Pugliese v. Saunders Ajc LLC
Et Al

516080/24 Quiles v. Throop Corners
Community LLC Et Al

506133/24Quinones v. NY Presbyterian

500093/18R. v. Powell

518968/23 Reyes Gonzalez v. North 1st
Apts. LLC Et Al

515139/24 Rivera v. Tavakol

515902/24 Rodriguez v. Bashir

525676/24 Scarsdale Dev. LLC v. Bk Floor
Supply Inc. Et Al

503576/24 Scott v. Icer of 444 Ralph Ave
LLC Et Al

533042/23 Seda v. Colon

508586/24 Sirleaf v. Milo 34 Corp. D/b/a
Anemos Et Al

512468/24 Smith v. Safeco Const. Corp.
EtAl

519644/23 Songol v. Tf 1118 Fulton Jv LLC
Et Al

505064/24 U.S. Bank Trust Nat. Assoc. v.
Coleman II

506655/24 Vankerckhove v. Domino A
LLC Et Al

519480/24 Vasquez Rodriguez v. S & K
Distribution

516898/23 Vera v. NYC Et Al

513098/24 Vokhidov v. Murotkulov

517958/24 Weinstock v. Weinstock

513547/24Wersan v. Silverlining
Interiors, Inc. Et Al

517658/24Wu v. Thi

509466/24 Yepes Orjuela v. McJp Hldg.

501403/23 Zabala Fajardo v. Dynamic
Dev. And Const. LLC Et Al

516925/24 Zamor v. Traube Marush &
Plawes M.D.

517310/24 Zhinin v. McGowan Builders,
Inc. Et Al

505416/24 Zuniga Orellana v. Allstate
Acquisitions LLC. Et Al

Motion

517841/22 Afram v. Lee

516508/23 Arbisser v. Roth

507555/20Arias Baez v. Bak

504374/21Batista v. Saleh

520178/22Betsida Perez v. Jag Services
Inc. Et Al

505227/22Blake v. Deloatch

505872/23 Brown v. 240 Crown LLC Et Al

512203/22Burke v. Smith

519635/24 Charity Neighborhood Baptist
Cathedral Church v. NYC Human
Resources Admin.

522230/21 Cheryl Leacock v. Euclides R.
Santos Et Al

521812/21Chesney v. NYC NYCH&HC
Corp. Et Al

500673/25 Cochran v. Batchelor

503162/18 Desantis v. Reuther Trucking
Corp.

519674/23 Dhaiti v. Scretchen

507052/25Doe v. Bhai

507005/18 Drawhorne v. Adebayo

512809/24 Duran v. Amkie

521739/18 Ettedgui v. Coney Island Ave.

512026/23 Felipe Antonio v. Ramjit

510424/19Fields v. Con Ed, Inc.

511503/24 Galley v. Hewitt As The Sole
Trustee

506333/20 Genao v. Beni Transmission
Auto

530356/21 Gorelik v. Kemularia

509029/24 Gruber Krush v. American
United Transportation, Inc. And Et Al

504030/23 Haughton v. Kerr

534957/23 Herrera v. Happy Day Transit
Inc Et Al

505571/23 Humberto Hernandez v. 365
Union Bpc Partners LLC Et Al

522614/211. P. v. Snyder Car Service Inc.
Et Al

329/25 Jocelyn v. Hyundai Plaza Repair

554/21 Johnson v. Geico

509605/18 Johnson v. Somerman

425/24K.B. v. NYC Et Al

516190/20Karim v. Wilson

516223/22Karon v. Sgrnc LLC Et Al

528916/21Kett v. Pride Healthcare LLC Et
Al

511312/21King v. Nvc Group Inc. Et Al

516533/18 Livingstone v. Palmer

510353/19Lorenz v. 317 Third St.
Housing

509248/21 Martinez v. NYCTA

514205/18 McKay v. Blackman

535873/22Medina v. Spenceran, Inc. Et Al

528464/22 Mitchell v. 130 Adelphi
Housing

530007/21 Montero v. Pick Quick Foods,
Inc. Et Al

520083/22Mushkudiani v. A & S Chair
Rental Co., Inc. Et Al

500609/13 Nanda v. 605 Third Ave. Fee
LLC

527584/21 Natl Tire Whis/carroll Tire v.
Tires 13

530387/21 Preger v. Home Health Mgt.
Services, Inc. Et Al

503892/24 Premium Merchant Funding
26 v. Joel A Lorona Sole Prop Dba
General Roof & Paint Services Et Al

517849/23 Rosario Ayala v. Ferrara Bros.
Bldg. Materials Corp. Et Al

504209/24 Sellersfunding Int’l Portfolio
Ltd. v. Cloudfarm

509950/21 Simmons v. Plaza Rlty.

518631/22 Songster v. 180 E. Rity. Corp.
EtAl

16908/12 Stokes v. Geico Ins. Co.

512030/22 Teneda v. Gonzalez

513634/21 Torres Ferran v. 144 B'way.
Associates

524161/21 Tourovets v. Mermaid Meat
Corp. Et Al

506647/22Wilkins v. Prime Third Ave.
Rity. LLC Et Al

511366/20Williams v. Frank S. Folk

509300/24 Zafrani v. Superstar
Transportation Inc Et Al

FRIDAY, SEPT. 19

Motion

508136/24 Andrade Morquecho v. Hardo
Metal Trading Co., LLC

502398/21Aucapina Tinizhanay v. 639
Foster Ave. Rlty. LLC Et Al

502399/22 Bajrovic v. The Victoria
Condominium

510649/22 Belus v. 3602j Owners Corp. Et
Al

529765/22Berrios v. Ramalhete

534626/22Bilgin v. Tamburello

513517/24Bolling v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.

511204/24 Caceres Encarnacion v.
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