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Brooklyn Dem. Green Light
Three Judicial Nominations
For Municipal Civil Court

Three new individuals are up for
election as judges in Brooklyn’s
Municipal Civil Court, following
nominations for the Brooklyn
Democratic Party.

The nominees are Judge
Juliet Howard and attorneys
Dagmar Gonzalez and Chidi
Eze. Party county committee
members voted in the candi-
dates on July 21.

The three slots in Brooklyn
were created under legislation
signed by New York State Gov-
ernor Kathy Hochul (D-NY) to
increase the number of judges
in the system and reduce case
backlog.

The trio will appear on the
ballot as nominees in November
for judgeships in the Brooklyn
Municipal Civil Court Districts
4,6, and 7. Those districts cover
neighborhoods including north
Brooklyn, Park Slope and Gowa-
nus.

Assemblymember Rodneyse
Bichotte Hermelyn, D-Brooklyn,
said the seats in this round of
legislation were designated for
criminal court judgeships, but
acknowledged that one candi-
date, Dagmar Gonzalez, would
be unable to serve on the crimi-
nal bench due to a conflict.

Gonzalez is the spouse of
Brooklyn District Attorney Eric
Gonzalez, and therefore would
be precluded from presiding
over any case involving her
husband’s office.

Appointments within specific
courts are determined by the
Office of Court Administration.

Bichotte said she expected
Gonzalez to be seated in family
or civil court.

Howard is currently a judge
in Brooklyn Housing Court,
appointed in 2021.

“The selection process was
conducted transparently and
democratically, enabling com-
munity members to partici-
pate by nominating three dis-
tinguished candidates for the
judiciary,” Bichotte Hermelyn
said in a statement.

—Emily Saul

Deal Watch: Bevy of Big Law
Firms Led Over $140B
In Deals in Past Week

This past week saw more than
$140 billion announced in deal
work, including an $85 billion
deal between Union Pacific and
Norfolk Southern brokered by

Covington & Burling; Skadden,
Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom;
Sidley Austin; and Wachtell,
Lipton, Rosen & Katz.

Adding to the deal value total
is Palo Alto Networks’ purchase
of CyberArk Software for $25 bil-
lion in a deal led by Wachtell,
Lipton, Rosen & Katz; Arnold &
Porter Kaye Scholer (for Palo
Alto) and Latham & Watkins
and the Meitar Law Office (for
CyberArk).

Given the (often repeated)
headwinds that dealmakers
have been facing in 2025, and
the fact that none of them seem
to have resolution as of yet (tar-
iffs, interest rates, inflation, geo-
political conflict, economic con-
fusion in the U.S.), one wonders
what, if anything, can stop big
deals, and lots of them, from
going through.

Brandon Van Dyke, who
co-led the Union Pacific deal
for Skadden along with Paul
Schnell, pointed to “increased
confidence” of dealmakers
pursuing transformative mega-
deals.

“While each transaction has
its own unique dynamics, the
strong prospects for the U.S.
economy, the robust equity
markets, the availability of
financing and the new adminis-
tration’s expected approach to
regulatory reviews are common
factors leading to an increased
level of confidence in pursuing
transformative transactions,”
he said via email.

While there’s still heightened
uncertainty over tariffs with
several countries, the general
expectation, and one that Van
Dyke holds, is that stability of
any kind is likely to be good for
transactions.

“Uncertainty around tariffs
can be a real headwind for deal-
making in some situations, as it
can undermine parties’ ability
to forecast,” he said via email.
“Once tariffs are cemented in
place, it will likely give rise to
planning assump-  » Page 4
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DECISIONS OF INTEREST

First Department

TRUSTS & ESTATES: Removal of execu-
tor from trust denied by court. Estate
of Naomi Wahrman, Surrogate’s Court,
New York.

CREDITORS' & DEBTOR'’S RIGHTS:
Failure to initiate plenary action
allows denial of motion. Nissan Motor
Acceptance Company LLC v. Adames,
Supreme Court, Bronx.

Second Department

EVIDENCE: Statement relevant to
diagnosis, treatment, admissible as
business record. Pilco v. 160 Dikeman
St.LLC, App. Div.

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW: Habeas
forfeiture unconstitutional; violates
Compensation Clause, separation of
powers. Poltorak v. Clarke, App.Div.

CRIMINAL LAW: Court’s failure to
make YO determination violated
statutory requirements for sentenc-
ing. People v. Steele, App. Div.

LANDLORD-TENANT: Personal juris-
diction conferred over respondent,
dismissal denied. Queens Fresh Mead-
ows LLC v. Walia., Civil Court, Queens.

LABOR LAW: Homeowner exemption
not lost when owner inspects prop-
erty during contract work. Campos v.
JRS General Contracting Inc., Supreme
Court, Nassau.

CIVIL PROCEDURE: Disqualification
of attorney denied; statements insuf-
ficient to warrant request. J.G.v.L.G,,
Supreme Court, Suffolk.

FAMILY LAW: Neglect petitions denied
as DSS failed to take remedial efforts
to resolve issues. A.T. v. C.C,, Family
Court, Westchester.

U.S. Courts

CIVIL PROCEDURE: TRO’s denial
in housing accommodation dis-
crimination action is explained.
Peters v. Cafton Towers Owners Corp.,
EDNY.

CIVIL PROCEDURE: Complaint’s
allegations do not support diversity
in foreclosure action. Avail | LLC v.
Shumway, WDNY.
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Lawyers for Ghislaine Maxwell
Oppose Release of Grand Jury
Minutes, Pointing Out Possible
Harm, Pending Litigation

BY EMILY SAUL

DEFENSE attorneys for Ghislaine
Maxwell on Tuesday urged a judge
not to unseal grand jury minutes
in her sex trafficking case, citing
both ongoing litigation and the
harm likely to befall their still-
living client.

“Jeffrey Epstein is dead,” opens
the filing in opposition to a motion
from the Justice Department to
unseal the testimony in Max-
well’s case. “Ghislaine Maxwell is
not. Whatever interest the public
may have in Epstein, that interest
cannot justify a broad intrusion
into grand jury secrecy in a case
where the defendant is alive, her
legal options are viable, and her
due process rights remain.”

Maxwell, 63, was tried and found
guilty of child sex trafficking charg-
es following the 2019 indictment
and death of Epstein, her onetime

FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS

Mugshot of Ghislaine Maxwell,
taken at the Metropolitan Detention
Center in Brooklyn

boyfriend. She appealed and her
case is currently pending before
the U.S. Supreme Court.

In their own motion, pros-
ecutors cite “intensified” public
interest, which comes after the
Trump Administration  » Page6

Dentons Global CEO Not Fazed by
Recent Legal Mega-Mergers

BY GAIL J. COHEN

WITH a footprint in 86 countries,
Dentons’ global CEO says the firm
is focused on deepening its existing
offerings rather than eyeing further
expansion.

Kate Barton, who is 10 months
into her role as head of the
6,000-lawyer firm, said Dentons
is developing a strategic plan for

Kate Barton of Dentons

what the firm will look like in 2030,
but for now, it is aiming to build
strength and deepen connections
in its existing offices.

In the wake of global mega-merg-
ers such as those creating A&O
Sherman and HSF Kramer, Barton

said Dentons remains unique in its
size and global coverage. The firm
can rapidly serve clients in mul-
tiple jurisdictions, as it has offices
in 35 more countries than its clos-
est competitor, and those member
firms are also “deeply embedded”
in local business communities, she
said.

“I think that’s what we're really
good at—galvanizing cross-border
teams quickly as issues emerge,”
she said in a wide-ranging interview
in the firm’s Toronto office.

Earlier this year, the firm
announced it would move into
the Turks & Caicos aligning with
Griffiths & Partners, and said it
had formed a tie-up with Pisut &
Partners in Thailand.

“We needed Thailand to com-
plete our ASEAN footprint, so we
really do have the seven major
countries in the ASEAN region,
and we have a huge presence in
Singapore,” Barton said.

The firm began focusing more on
Southeast Asia even before 2023,
when it ended its combination with
Dacheng Law Offices, the mainland
China arm of the firm. It inked Asia
combinations in the Philippines,
Vietnam and India.

Japan is one major market on
the radar, but there’s nothing
imminent there or planned in any
other regions, she said. ~ » Page4
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Paul Weiss Representing

Black Church
Against Proud Boys,

Risking Trump Ire

BY SULAIMAN ABDUR-RAHMAN

PAUL, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton &
Garrison is part of a team that
filed a lawsuit on Monday, repre-
senting an historic Black church
seeking collection of damages from
an upstate New York Proud Boys
chapter.

Serving as co-counsel for plain-
tiff Metropolitan African Methodist
Episcopal Church of Washington,
D.C., Paul Weiss in the trademark
infringement complaint alleges the
Hudson Valley Proud Boys chap-
ter is unlawfully using the “Proud
Boys” trademark, claiming the
alleged white supremacist group
desecrated the church’s “Black
Lives Matter” sign in December
2020.

The incident took place weeks
before co-defendant Williiam
Pepe—sued as president of the
Hudson Valley Proud Boys—was
part of a group that stormed the
U.S. Capitol on Jan. 6, 2021. It
was not clear from the complaint
whether Pepe was part of the inci-
dent at the AME church.

The representation may risk
drawing the renewed wrath of
President Donald Trump.

Trump pardoned Pepe shortly
after taking office for a second term

in January. The president later tar-
geted several Big Law firms with
punitive executive orders suspend-
ing their security clearances, limit-
ing their access to federal build-
ings and threatening the viability
of their business models because
of specific clients or causes they
represented in the past.

Trump withdrew an executive
order against Paul Weiss in March
after the firm dedicated $40 million
in pro bono legal services to causes
favored by the White House.

Paul Weiss and the White House
did not immediately respond to a
request for comment on whether
Paul Weiss’ current representation
of Metropolitan AME violates the
terms of their pro bono agreement
requiring the firm to support veter-
ans, combat antisemitism and back
“other mutually agreed projects.”

Former Paul Weiss partner
Jeannie Rhee represented Metro-
politan AME and filed a motion last
December seeking to collect dam-
ages from defendant Proud Boys
International LLC in the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia
related to the alleged Proud Boys
church attack.

Metropolitan AME filed a civil
lawsuit against PBlin January 2021
and won damages holding the
group liable for prop-  » Pageé6

New International Firm
Aims To Compete Stateside
With Favorable Rates

BY JOHN CAMPISI

BROADFIELD, an international
law firm created in 2024 through
a partnership between legacy U.K.
firm BDB Pitmans and Alvarez &
Marsal affiliate SHP Legal Services,
has opened an office in New York
City, marking the firm’s first foray
into the U.S. legal market.

The move is a significant step
in the firm’s strategic expansion,
with one leader stressing that the
firm will aim to compete in the
U.S. by offering Am Law 100 qual-
ity services at favorable rates. The
office will be home to a team of five
founding partners, whose expertise
spans labor and employment, cor-
porate transactions, mergers and
acquisitions, private equity, ven-
ture capital, strategic investments
and complex litigation.

Michael Volpe with Broadfield

The co-founding team mem-
bers are Michael Volpe, formerly
of Venable; Christopher Hagenbu-
ch, formerly of Dentons; Michael
O’'Brien and Adele Hogan, formerly
of finance-focused New York firm
Otterbourg; and Trev-  » Page4

LSAC Hit With Class Action Complaint Over Application Fees

BY CHRISTINE CHARNOSKY

THE Law School Admission Council
is facing a federal lawsuit on behalf
of law school applicants nation-
wide over application fees, alleg-
ing the organization has violated
federal antitrust law.

Linvel James Risner, identified as
a Georgia resident, filed the class
action complaint on Monday in
U.S. District Court in the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania, alleging
three counts of violating the Sher-
man Act, citing horizontal restraint
of trade in two counts and monopo-
lization in another, according to the
complaint.

Law School Admission Council headquarters in Newtown, PA

“LSAC—an ostensible not-for-
profit organization purportedly
committed to making legal educa-
tion ‘equitable and accessible’ for
all—has been wildly enriched by

LSAC’s anticompetitive conduct,
as have LSAC’s executives,” the
complaint states.

“We strongly disagree with the
assertions in this filing,” an LSAC

WIKIPEDIA

spokesperson told Law.com. “We
are committed to expanding access
to legal education and supporting
prospective students every step of
their journey to law school.”

According to the complaint,
more than 60,000 aspiring law
students submitted over 500,000
applications to law schools in 2025,
with most paying application fees
to schools that cost up to $105 per
school.

In addition to the schools’ fees,
even if students are applying with-
out using the Law School Admis-
sion Test (LSAT), they are required
to pay to use LSAC’s Credential
Assembly Service (CAS) to submit
applications to LSAC’s  » Page4

lawjobs.com

Stay compliant from the comfort of your own
home or office at CLECenter.com.
With new, accredited content updated daily,
seamless online tracking and 24/7 access,
CLECenter.com makes compliance easy.

Find the right position today.

Visit Lawjobs.com Your hiring partner

ALM.

Visit CLECenter.com

to click, listen, earn - anytime
or Call A CLE Counselor Today at (800) 348-0466

HOW COMPETITIVE
IS YOUR

FOOTPRINT BY

PRACTICES?

Ask Legal Compass:

at.alm.com/legalcompass

ALM. Intelligence

COURTESY PHOTO



2 | WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 6, 2025

Netn Pork Late Jouenal | NYLJ.COM

Xeto Work Latw Touenal Inside

Appellate Practice »3

Relief in the

‘Interest of Justice’

by Thomas R. Newman
and Steven J. Ahmuty, Jr.

Employment Law »3

Amendments to NY’s
Pay Frequency Mandates
For ‘Manual Workers’

by Nicholas J. Pappas

and Keerthi Manimaran

A Court Calendars

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

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

Outside Counsel »4

Disgorgement as a
Remedy for Unpaid Fees
In Family Court Cases
by David B. Saxe

and Jordan Messeri

A Today's Tip

View the special sections
online and download
today’s paper at the Law
Journal Download Center.
Only at nylj.com.

REAL ESTATETRENDS 25

Landlord-Tenant Law:

Do We Even Need a
Housing Court?

by Gary M. Rosenberg
and Bradley S. Silverbush

Realty Law Digest
by Scott E. Mollen

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

Riker Danzig Becomes
Latest New Jersey
Firm To Change
Headquarters

by Nicholas Malfitano

Perspective »6

Trump’s SLAPP Suits
Against the Media Win
Even When They Lose
by Bennett L. Gershman

Perspective »7

‘A Price on Safety’:
Fewer Penalties,
More Deaths in
New York City
Construction

by Jeff Korek

Supreme Court Will Consider Challenge to
Voting Rights Act Remedies

BY JIMMY HOOVER
WASHINGTON, D.C.

THE U.S. Supreme Court has sig-
naled it may further limit the force
of the 1965 Voting Rights Act by
potentially forbidding courts from
taking race into account to rem-
edy maps that dilute the power of
minority voters.

The signal came Friday in a dis-
pute over Louisiana’s congressio-
nal districts, which have been the
subject of extensive litigation since
the 2020 census revealed popula-
tion shifts in the Pelican State.

In a short order, the court asked
the parties to submit briefs on
whether the intentional creation
of a majority-Black or other minor-
ity districts violates the Fourteenth
and Fifteenth Amendments, which
ensure equal protection under the
law and bar racial discrimination
in voting, respectively.

The order seems to reveal an
important shift in the court’s focus
in the case, Louisiana v. Callais.

According to some election law
experts, the briefing request could
spell trouble for Section 2 of the
Voting Rights Act, under which
courts have long required states
to create additional majority-Black
districts to remedy voting maps

that dilute the power of minority
voters.”

That question is a big one,” said
Wilfred Codrington III, an election-
law professor at Cardozo Law. “It’s
posing whether Section 2 of the
VRA is inconsistent with the Con-
stitution itself.”

Without the ability of courts
to consider race, it will be all but
impossible for them to remedy Vot-
ing Rights Act violations, Codring-
ton said.

“Section 2 is all but gone at that
point,” he added.

The court’s briefing order came
just days short of the 60th anni-
versary of President Lyndon B.
John’s signing of the landmark
legislation on Aug. 6, 1965, which
was attended by civil rights icons
Martin Luther King Jr. and Rosa
Parks.

In recent years, the Supreme
Court has narrowed or, in some
cases, overturned aspects of
the law. In 2013, for example,
the high court’s conservative
majority struck down Section 5’s
requirement that states with a
history of voting discrimination
obtain preclearance of changes
to their voting laws by the federal
government.

In March, the court considered
Louisiana’s appeal to resuscitate

the latest version of its congres-
sional map after it was struck down
as an uhnconstitutional racial ger-
rymander by a lower federal court.
The lower court had agreed with
a group of non-Black voters that
the map violated the Equal Protec-
tion Clause because of its inclusion
of an odd, snake-shaped second
majority-Black district.

Louisiana argued to the high
court that it had “good reasons”
to adopt the map, which was codi-
fied by the Republican legislature
as S.B. 8. Namely, a different federal
court had found that an earlier map
containing just one Black district
likely violated Section 2 of the Vot-
ing Rights Act.

The state argued it had a “com-
pelling interest” in complying
with the earlier court’s proposal
to remedy its original violation of
the VRA. Louisiana also denied that
race was the predominant factor in
how it drew its new map, insisting
that S.B.8 was also the product of
political considerations to protect
favored Republican incumbents
such as House Speaker Mike John-
son and Majority Leader Steve
Scalise.

On the final decision day of the
October 2024 term, the Supreme
Court announced that the justices
would hear “reargument” in the

Louisiana voters and civil rights advocates demonstrate outside the U.S.
Supreme Court in Washington, D.C,, earlier this year. The justices may limit the
ability of courts to take race into account when trying to remedy under-repre-

sentation by minority voters.

case next term, with “additional
questions to be addressed in sup-
plemental briefing.”

The court’s briefing order Friday
said the parties should file addi-
tional papers to directly address
the question of whether courts
can order the drawing of addi-
tional majority-minority districts,
or whether the intentional creation
of such a district “violates the Four-
teenth or Fifteenth Amendments to
the U.S. Constitution.”

In doing so, the court refer-
enced the arguments advanced
by the non-Black plaintiffs suing
over the new map. Specifically,
Phillip Callais and other plaintiffs
had argued there is no compel-

ling government interest to jus-
tify “race-based” redistricting,
and cited the Supreme Court’s
landmark 2023 decision overturn-
ing race-conscious college admis-
sions processes in Students for Fair
Admissions Inc. v. Harvard.

Friday’s order may well repre-
sent a dramatic turn in the fate
of Section 2 after the Supreme
Court largely affirmed its existing
precedents interpreting the stat-
ute in its 2023 decision Allen v.
Milligan.

The Supreme Court in that case
upheld a lower court’s determina-
tion that Alabama likely violated
Section 2 by diluting the power
of Black voters. But Justice Brett

JEMAL COUNTESS/GETTY IMAGES VIA BLOOMBERG

Kavanaugh wrote a concurrence
inviting future constitutional chal-
lenges to race-based voting rem-
edies predicated on the argument
they are no longer necessary.

This “temporal argument,” as
Kavanaugh described it, harkens to
the Supreme Court’s Shelby County
v. Holder decision invalidating Sec-
tion 5’s preclearance requirement
and the court’s SFFA v. Harvard
decision ending affirmative action
in college admissions.

Taking up the justice’s invitation,
Louisiana has argued in a separate
voting rights case that Section 2 is
unconstitutional as applied to the
state because “current conditions
in Louisiana no longer justify race-
based redistricting.”

Cardozo Law’s Codrington
said the Callais case poses an
existential threat to Section 2, as
it could hollow out much of what’s
left of the legislation after Shelby
County.”

We’'re missing the core of the
Voting Rights Act at that point,”
he said.

“They are going after the Vot-
ing Rights Act from many angles,”
Codrington added. “I think this is
going to be the one that is the most
successful. I'm hoping that it’s not
but I think it will be.”

The court has yet to set a date
for reargument in the case. Louisi-
ana’s brief is due Aug. 27.

The case is Louisiana v. Callais,
No. 24-109.

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

Thomson Reuters Launches CoCounsel Legal, Introduces
‘Westlaw Advantage’ With Agentic Al Deep Research Capabilities

BY RHYS DIPSHAN

ON TUESDAY, Thomson Reuters
announced the launch of CoCoun-
sel Legal, which integrates the
company’s research, analysis
and drafting capabilities within a
single platform, and offers “guided
workflows” that use agentic artifi-
cial intelligence (Al) to automate
legal tasks.

CoCounsel Legal also includes
a new version of Westlaw called
Westlaw Advantage that comes
with deep research capabilities,
powered by iterative agentic Al pro-
cesses, and a Litigation Document
Analyzer that replaces Westlaw’s
former document analysis tool
Quick Check with new capabilities
and a redesigned interface.

The public launch of the plat-
form comes just weeks after Thom-
son Reuters announced it inte-
grated agentic Al into CoCounsel
and teased a summer release for
CoCounsel Legal.

At a press briefing last week,
Ragunath Ramanathan, Thomson
Reuters’ president of legal profes-
sionals, called CoCounsel Legal
“a seismic shift” toward a more
holistic offering. He explained
that the solution “completes the

Westlaw Advantage from Thomson Reuters will likely be the last version of
Westlaw, as the company moves to rolling updates and focuses on deeper

integration of its offerings.

broadest range of legal work ... [it]
combines the power of CoCounsel
Practical Law and Westlaw ... all
deeply integrated into one experi-
ence to help lawyers move beyond
prompting and into true Al-based
transformation.”

Such integration is key to the
platform’s agentic Al-powered
“guided workflows” that automate
a number of legal tasks, includ-
ing drafting a lease agreement

abstract; generating 8-K forms
for U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission filings; benchmark-
ing documents such as contracts
against standards; drafting com-
plaints or discovery requests and
responses; and reviewing deposi-
tion transcriptions.

Thomson Reuters intends to
release additional guided work-
flows, such as drafting employee
policies, over the next few months,

WESTLAW ADVANTAGE

while eventually giving users the
ability to create their own. “We are
incrementally releasing them every
week, but eventually we'll get to the
point, later this year, where you
can develop new workflows so the
agent can create the workflow for
you,” said Rawia Ashraf, head of
product, CoCounsel Transactional
and GCOs, during the briefing.

In addition to its guided work-
flows, Thomson Reuters is also
launching Westlaw Advantage on
Aug. 13.

Mike Dahn, Thomson Reuters’
senior vice president and head of
Westlaw product management,
U.S., UK., Canada, Australia and
New Zealand, called Westlaw
Advantage “the most transforma-
tive new launch of Westlaw that
[Thomson Reuters] had in many
years” and a “much bigger trans-
formation” than Westlaw Precision
or Westlaw Edge.

Westlaw Advantage is not only
a significant upgrade, it also repre-
sents the end of Thomson Reuters
releasing versions of Westlaw in
favor of rolling updates.

“There will be thousands of
upgrades and improvements to
Westlaw ... [but] there may not be
another version of Westlaw,” Dahn
said. “We're not going to version

it any longer because of all of the
rapid improvements that we’ll be
making basically every month for
the next few years.”

“So we’re moving to a new
commercial model ... Advantage
is likely our last new version of
Westlaw,” he added.

Deep Research Capabilities

Westlaw Advantage comes with
deep research capabilities, which
Dahn explained allows the platform
to “engage in an iterative agentic
process for research, where the
agents formulate a plan, and then
they execute that plan iteratively.
So they’re finding relevant docu-
ments, they're analyzing the con-
tent, figuring out where to go next,
what parts of the questions have
been answered and what hasn’t
been answered.”

While deep research is already
a feature in many consumer gen Al
platforms like ChatGPT, Westlaw
Advantage looks to differentiate by
connecting these capabilities with
Westlaw tools and knowledge of
how to use them.

Thomson Reuters is “not just
relying on the basic capabilities
of those language models,” Dahn
said, “We are instructing our agents

in the use of Westlaw’s exclusive
tool set, so things like the Key
Number system, KeyCite, statutes,
annotations, proprietary indices,
[Westlaw] Precision, research,
markup.”

With deep research capabili-
ties, Westlaw Advantage can now
develop research plans and gen-
erate more in-depth and nuanced
reports.

These reports, for example,
will include an “Arguments” sec-
tion that shows arguments made
in support of a user-selected claim
and ones made against it, alongside
cited cases. They can also show
jurisdictions where claims have
been successful or unsuccess-
ful, and related claims one can
bring up.

In addition, reports will include
a “Sources” tab that allows users
to go through all linked sources
individually. “You can see the sec-
tions of the documents that the
agents found to be most helpful
for producing the report,” Dahn
said. “You can use this as part
of your verification process, and
you can click through right to the
documents and read the whole
thing. You'll also be able to use
filters, just like with any Westlaw
list, so you'll be able to filter out
unpublished decisions, or filter to
just a particular date range.” These
filters, he added, will be released
in September or October.

Westlaw Advantage reports will
also have a “Questions” tab, set
to be released this fall,  » Pages

Roundup Judge Threatens Sanctions Against
37 Plaintiffs Firms Over Unpaid Fees

BY AMANDA BRONSTAD
SAN FRANCISCO

A FEDERAL judge threatened sanc-
tions against 37 plaintiffs firms that
haven’t responded to requests for
common benefit fees in lawsuits
over Roundup.

On March 13, U.S. District Judge
Vince Chhabria of the Northern Dis-
trict of California awarded $24.2
million in common benefit fees
to seven plaintiffs firms for their
work in the Roundup multidistrict
litigation. On Aug. 1, he ordered
Monsanto to call 34 other firms
that hadn’t paid the required 8%
of their fees from Roundup settle-
ments and judgments toward the
common benefit fund, as well as
another three firms whose emails
had bounced back.

The firms were flagged by Mon-
santo, now owned by Bayer, in a
July 31 letter to Chhabria.

“Having considered Monsan-

to’s letter regarding compliance
with the common benefit fund by
counsel for all plaintiffs,” Chhabria
wrote, “the court orders Monsanto
to call the heads of each of the 34
firms listed as having failed to
respond to its emails, as well as

Judge
Vince
Chhabria

the three firms listed as deliver-
ing bounce-back responses. Mon-
santo should inform them that the
court plans to initiate sanctions
proceedings for any firm that fails
to pay their holdback amounts
promptly.”

He ordered Monsanto to provide
a follow-up letter within 21 days.

Monsanto and the lawyer who
wrote the letter—Shook, Hardy
& Bacon partner Anthony Mar-
tinez in St. Louis, Missouri—
did not respond to a request for
comment.

Co-lead plaintiffs’ counsel
David Dickens of The Miller Firm,
in Orange, Virginia, and Robin
Greenwald of New York’s Weitz &
Luxenberg also did not respond.

Chhabria’s order is the latest
road bump in the lengthy fight
over common benefit fees in the
Roundup multidistrict litigation.
In 2021, Chhabria called lead
counsel’s original request for
common benefit fees, estimated
to generate about $800 million, an
“example of MDLs gone wild.” But
earlier this year, he rejected a spe-
cial master’s recommendation to
grant $0 in common benefit fees,
calling the 8% assessment on oth-
er lawyers with Roundup cases
arbitrary and unfair, particularly
since most of them pursued liti-

gation on their own, rather than
rely on lead counsel’s efforts in
the multidistrict litigation.

“Given the difficulty of that
work, the amount of time spent
doing it on a compressed sched-
ule, the high quality of the work,
and the risk that the seven firms
undertook, those firms are entitled
to compensation beyond what they
received through their own clients’
recoveries,” Chhabria wrote in his
fee allocation order.

On June 9, Chhabria reaffirmed
his common benefit orders, giving
plaintiffs lawyers who hadn’t yet
paid their 8% holdbacks 21 days
to deposit the funds.

Monsanto, in its letter, said 34
firms hadn’t responded to three
separate emails from its lawyers.

All but one of the 34 firms did
not respond to Law.com’s request
for comment, or were unable to be
reached. Some had changed names
or been acquired. An attorney at
one firm, Charles Bone of Nashville,

On Aug. 1, U.S. District Judge Vince Chhabria ordered Monsanto, now owned
by Bayer, to call the heads of the 37 firms, which haven't paid their required
8% assessment toward the common benefit fund.

Tennessee’s Spencer Fane, told
Law.com, “This is the first notice
we have seen,” but after being sent
the order, said, “We will respond
as necessary to Monsanto and/or
the court.” Bone was previously at
Bone, McAllester & Norton, which
is the firm listed in Monsanto’s
letter.

In addition to the firms that
hadn’t responded or had bounced

emails, Monsanto said 20 intended
to pay, including Chaffin Luhana
and Napoli Shkolnik; six were inves-
tigating what they owed; and 11,
such as Bernstein Liebhard and
Watts Guerra, now Watts Law
Firm, continued to object to the
payments.

|
@‘ Amanda Bronstad can be reached at
abronstad@alm.com.
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APPELLATE PRACTICE

Relief in the ‘Interest of Justice’

party who has suffered

defeat at the hands of a

jury and seeks a new trial

will rarely succeed if their

only argument is that the
verdict is against the weight of the
evidence.

Despite its broad power to
“review questions of law and ques-
tions of fact on an appeal from a
judgment” (CPLR §5501[c]), the
Appellate Division is reluctant to
usurp the jury’s role as trier of the
facts.

It is, therefore, necessary for an
appellant hoping to overturn an
adverse result below and obtain
anew trial to point to specific trial
errors which the Appellate Divi-
sion, if persuaded that an injustice
was done, can assign as its reason
for reversing and granting a new
trial.

Reversible errors are often
found in rulings by the trial judge
on the admission or exclusion of
evidence, the court’s jury instruc-
tions and its rulings on requests
to charge.

As a general rule, trial errors will
be deemed waived unless at “the
time a ruling or order of the court
is requested or made,” the party
shall have objected or made known
the action he or she requests the
court to take. (CPLR §4017).

Failure to do so “may restrict
review upon appeal.” See CPLR
§5501(2)(3) and (4).

In the case of a charge, CPLR
§4110-b is even more explicit. “No
party may assign as error the giving
or the failure to give an instruction
unless he objects thereto before
the jury retires to consider its ver-
dict stating the matter to which
he objects and the grounds of his
objection.”

While failure adequately to pro-
tect the record below can lead to an
unjust result, all four Departments
of the Appellate Division have
always recognized that “[c]ourts
of justice exist for the purpose of
securing a fair determination of
controversies.” Nicholas v. Rosen-
thal, 283 App.Div. 9, 13, 126 NYS2d
34, 37 (1953)(“Though no motion

THOMAS R. NEWMAN is of counsel at
Duane Morris. STEVEN J. AHMUTY, JR.
is retired from Shaub, Ahmuty, Citrin
& Spratt.

By And
Thomas R. Steven J.
Newman Ahmuty, Jr.

for mistrial was made and no
exception taken to the conduct of
counsel, where, as here, this court
is satisfied that a verdict may have
been induced by conduct creating
and calculating to create prejudi-
cial misapprehension, mistake or
false impression on the part of a
jury, such verdict may not be per-
mitted to stand.”).

If the Appellate Division sees
the merit to appellant’s case, and
that a plain injustice was done, it
possesses the power to take cog-

Reversible errors are often
found in rulings by the trial
judge on the admission or
exclusion of evidence, the
court’s jury instructions
and its rulings on requests
to charge.

nizance of trial errors even though
they were not objected to, and to
reverse and order a new trial “in
the interests of justice.”

The Court of Appeals has no
such power. It may not address
issues that were not preserved
by an objection in the trial court.
Merrill v. Albany Medical Ctr. Hosp.,
71 NY2d 990 (1988).

“[Wlhere [an] error is so fun-
damental as to preclude consid-
eration of the central issue upon
which the claim of liability is found-
ed, the court may, in the interests
of justice, proceed to review the
issue even in the absence of objec-
tion or request [to charge].” Pivar
v. Graduate School of Figurative Art
of N.Y. Academy of Art, 290 AD2d
212,213,735 N.Y.S.2d 522 (1st Dept.
2002); Iaunow v. Hearns, 117 AD2d
992, 499 NYS2d 537, 537 (4th Dept.
1986)(“While plaintiff failed to
preserve this issue for review, we

reach it in the interest of justice.”).

In Rivera v. W. & R. Service. Sta-
tion, Inc., 34 AD2d 115, 116, 309
NYS2d 274 (1st Dept. 1970), Jus-
tice Owen McGivern, writing for
the majority, described the case
as the court viewed it: “[N]early
seven years after the accident, we
have for review a worthless judg-
ment held by two innocent victims
of an auto accident, in an auto age,
found by a jury to be free of any
contributory negligence.”

Plainly, the court was not going
to permit such a result to stand.
It found prejudicial errors in the
charge and reversed and ordered
anew trial, writing:

“Now, it may be urged that the
plaintiffs are beyond appellate
help. Their attorney stood mute in
the presence of the court’s charge.
He made no requests. Neither did
he note an exception.

But the cases are not few where,
even though an exception not be
taken, if the error is of such a
fundamental character and the
resultant injustice so egregious,
that an appellate court will take
hold of it in the general exercise of
the court’s power to reverse and
grant a new trial in the interests of
justice.” (34 AD2d at 117).

The same standard for review-
ing unobjected to errors below
has similarly been expressed by
the Appellate Division in the oth-
er three departments. See, e.g.,
Caceres v. New York City Health
& Hospitals. Corp., 74 AD2d 619,
620, 425 NYS2d 36 (2d Dept. 1980)
(“Although we are cognizant of
appellant’s failure to accept to the
court’s charge,... where the error
is ‘fundamental’ and the resultant
injustice ‘egregious’, we may nev-
ertheless consider the error in the
general exercise of our power to
reverse and grant a new trial in
the interest of justice.”); Vallone v.
Saratoga Hosp., 141 AD3d 886, 890,
35 NYS3d 544, 547 (3d Dept. 2016)
(“this court may exercise its discre-
tion to order a new trial when an
unpreserved error in a jury charge
is fundamental—that is, ‘so signifi-
cant that the jury was prevented
from fairly considering the issues at
trial”); Antonucci v. Town of Irond-
equoit, 81 A2d 743, 744, 438 NYS2d
417 (4th Dept. 1981)(“Although the
defendant’s failure to object to the
charge would ordinarily  » Page 10

EMPLOYMENT LAW

Amendments to NY’s Pay Frequency
Mandates for ‘Manual Workers’

ne of the most frequently
used tools by plaintiffs’
employment attorneys
in New York is a claim
for unpaid wages under
Article Six of the Labor Law.

By alleging a violation of Article
Six, a plaintiff can pursue not only
the recovery of any unpaid wages
but also liquidated damages for
one hundred percent of the unpaid
wages, along with interest and
attorney’s fees.

But what happens when wages
are not “unpaid” at all—just paid
late, in violation of the frequency of
pay requirements set out in Labor
Law §191?

In recent years, plaintiffs’ attor-
neys increasingly have argued
that an employer’s failure to pay
“manual workers” on a weekly
basis as required by § 191, in and
of itself, triggers liability for both
interest and liquidated damages
equal to the amount of the delayed
wages.

On May 9, 2025, New York Gover-
nor Kathy Hochul signed an amend-
ment to Labor Law §198(1-a) that
clarified this issue by changing
the scope of damages available
for an employer’s failure to pay
wages to covered employees on a
weekly basis in violation of Labor
Law §191.

As one assemblywoman stated
in support of the amendment, the
amended law sought to end “the
liquidated damage loopholes that
have allowed for frequency-of-pay
lawsuits to devastate small employ-
ers.” Hochul Signs FY 2026 Budget
with legislation for education, small
business, and mental health, WKTV
(July 1, 2025).

In this article, we will analyze the
split in authority that had arisen
regarding whether delayed pay-
ment of wages allowed plaintiffs
to recover liquidated damages
under the Labor Law, and ana-
lyze how the recent amendment
will now govern frequency of pay
claims.

NICHOLAS J. PAPPAS is a partner and
KEERTHI MANIMARAN is an associate
at Dorsey & Whitney, where they are
members of Dorsey’s Labor & Employ-
ment Practice Group.
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Pappas Manimaran
Background

Article Six of the Labor Law
establishes a comprehensive frame-
work to protect employees’ rights
to timely and full payment of their
wages.

Its various provisions govern
essential aspects of wage pay-
ment, including record-keeping,
sick leave, permissible payroll

Within this statutory
scheme, recent amend-
ments to Labor Law §198
have significantly changed
the remedies available for
violations of the statute’s
§191 frequency of pay
requirements.

deductions, and the frequency with
which wages must be paid. Non-
compliance can expose employers
to significant civil—and in some
cases, criminal—liability.

For example, Labor Law §193(1)
prohibits employers from making
unauthorized deductions from an
employee’s wages, while §191(3)
requires that terminated employees
be paid no later than the regular pay-
day for the final pay period worked.

The statute defines “wages”
broadly under §190(1) to include
all earnings for labor or services
rendered, whether calculated by
time, piece, commission, or another
method.

Within this statutory scheme,
recent amendments to Labor Law
§198 have significantly changed the
remedies available for violations of
the statute’s §191 frequency of pay
requirements.

Prior to the recent amendment
to §198(1-a), courts in the First
and Second Departments reached
divergent conclusions regarding
whether violations of the frequency
of payment requirements of Article
Six could form the predicate for a
private right of action under §198.

In Vega v. CM and Assoc. Constr.
Mgt., LLC,, 175 A.D.3d 1144 (1st
Dept. 2019) plaintiff alleged that
she was a “manual worker” who
her employer paid on a biweekly
basis in violation of § 191, which
required weekly payment of wages.

The First Department affirmed
the trial court’s denial of the
employer’s motion to dismiss, find-
ing that plaintiff had stated a claim
for liquidated damages under §198.
The court rejected the employer’s
argument that §198 “provides rem-
edies only in the event of nonpay-
ment or partial payment of wages
(but not in the event of late pay-
ment of wages).”

The court held that “the plain
language of the statute indi-
cates that individuals may bring
suit for any ‘wage claim’ against
an employer” reasoning that “[t]he
remedies provided by section 198
(1-a) apply to ‘violations of article
6’...and section 191(1) (a) is a part
of article 6.”

The court further rejected the
employer’s argument that the claim
under §198 was extinguished by
the employer’s late payment of
the wages due, reasoning that
“payment does not eviscerate
the employee’s statutory rem-
edies.”

In contrast to the holding in
Vega, the Second Department in
Grant v. Global Aircraft Dispatch
Inc., 223 A.D.3d 712 (2d Dept.
2024) found that employees suing
employers that paid wages at least
twice a month solely for failing to
pay every week, did not have a pri-
vate right of action in §198.

The Grant court disagreed with
thereasoning in Vega, writing, “[t]he
plain language of Labor Law §198
(1-a) supports the conclusion that
this statute is addressed to nonpay-
ment and underpayment of wages,
as distinct from the frequency of
payment” and the court did “not
agree that payment of full wages
on the regular biweekly  » Page 10
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« Continued from page 1

tions that are taken into account
with other inputs in the valuation
process. Generally, we do not see
them stopping deals from hap-
pening.”

Which leads to the question of
whether any external condition
would be able to slow the roll
that M&A seems to be on.

“If history has taught us
anything it is that we cannot
completely predict the future,
but the economic, financial and
other conditions for dealmak-
ing remain strong, and there are
many clients looking to capitalize
on the current environment,” he
wrote.

Over the last eight days, there
were at least nine announced
deals over $1 billion each, includ-
ing three over $10 billion and two
over $25 billion, to go along with
three new IPOs and 13 new debt
offerings over $500 million.

Deals on the Radar

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

Union Pacific and Norfolk
Southern have agreed to merge
to create America’s first trans-
continental railroad. The transac-
tion, announced July 29, values
Norfolk Southern at an enterprise
value of $85 billion. Union Pacific
was advised by Covington & Bur-
ling and a Skadden, Arps, Slate,
Meagher & Flom team led by
partners Paul Schnell and Bran-
don Van Dyke. Norfolk Southern
was guided by Sidley Austin and
a Wachtell, Lipton, Rosen & Katz
team led by partners Edward D.
Herlihy and Jacob A. Kling.

Palo Alto Networks, the global
cybersecurity leader, has agreed
to acquire CyberArk Software.
Under the terms of the agree-
ment, CyberArk shareholders
will receive $45.00 in cash and
2.2005 shares of Palo Alto Net-
works common stock for each
CyberArk share. This represents
an equity value of approximately
$25 billion for CyberArk. Palo
Alto Networks, which is based
in Santa Clara, California, was
advised by Wachtell, Lipton,
Rosen & Katz and Arnold & Por-
ter Kaye Scholer. CyberArk Soft-
ware, which is based in Newton,
Massachusetts, was represented
by Latham & Watkins and the
Meitar Law Office.

Baker Hughes and Chart
Industries announced that they
have entered into a definitive
agreement under which Baker
Hughes will acquire all outstand-
ing shares of Chart’s common
stock for $210 per share in cash,
equivalent to a total enterprise
value of $13.6 billion. Baker was
advised by Cleary Gottlieb Steen
& Hamilton and WilmerHale.
Chart was advised by Winston
& Strawn. Sullivan & Cromwell
represented Goldman Sachs &
Co. and Centerview Partners
as financial advisers to Baker
Hughes; the Sullivan team includ-
ed partner Stephen M. Kotran.

Norton Rose Fulbright advised
Brookfield Wealth Solutions’
financial advisor, RBC Capital
Markets Limited, in Brookfield’s
acquisition of Just Group for 2.4
billion pounds (approximately
$3.2 billion). The Norton Rose
team included partners Paul Whi-
telock and James Collis. Counsel
information for Reigate, United
Kingdom-based Just Group was
not immediately available.

Duke Energy announced it
reached an agreement to sell its
Piedmont Natural Gas Tennessee
local distribution company busi-
ness for $2.48 billion in cash to
Spire. Sidley Austin advised Spire
with a team including partners
Brittany Harrison and Jeffrey
Kochian. Duke Energy, which is

based in Charlotte, North Caro-
lina, was advised by a Skadden,
Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
team including partner Pankaj
Sinha, as well as McGuireWoods
and Holland & Knight.

Verisk, a global data analytics
and technology provider to the
global insurance industry, has
agreed to acquire AccuLynx for
approximately $2.4 billion. The
transaction is expected to close
by the end of the third quarter
of 2025. Jersey City, New Jersey-
based Verisk was advised by a
Davis Polk & Wardwell team
that included partners Nathaniel
Asker, Matthew Bacal, Vanessa
Jackson, John Meade, Michael
Senders and Marc Williams.
Beloit, Wisconsin-based Accu-
Lynx was represented by a King
& Spalding team that included
partners Jason Osborn and Drew
Pollekoff.

Five Point Infrastructure
announced that it has entered
into a definitive agreement to sell
Northwind Delaware Holdings to
MPLX for $2.4 billion in cash con-
sideration. Five Point and North-
wind were advised by a Latham
& Watkins team led by partner
Lauren Anderson and including
partners Robert Brown, Jim Cole
and Jason Cruise.

One Equity Partners, War-
burg Pincus and Green Cement
Investments agreed to sell Eco
Material Technologies to CRH
plc for a total consideration of
$2.1 billion. One Equity Partners
and Warburg Pincus was advised
by a Latham & Watkins team led
by partners Alex Kelly and Chris-
topher Cross.

ArcLight Capital Partners
announced the acquisition
of Advanced Power, a power
developer and manager founded
in 2000, and an initial $1 billion
equity commitment to build new
power infrastructure. ArcLight,
which is based in Boston, was
advised by Latham & Watkins.
Advanced Power, which is based
in Zug, Switzerland, was advised
by a Sidley Austin team including
partners Shawn Higgins, Noreen
Phelan and Chaim Theil.

IPOs

MicroStrategy, doing busi-
ness as Strategy, announced
the pricing of its initial public
offering at approximately $2.4
billion. Strategy, which is based
in Tysons Corner, Virginia, was
advised by a Latham & Watkins
team led by partners Arash
Baghai, Marc Jaffe, Greg Rodgers
and Brittany Ruiz. Underwriters,
including Morgan Stanley, Bar-
clays and Toronto-Dominion
Bank, were advised by Davis
Polk & Wardwell.

Figma, a web-first collabora-
tive design platform, has priced
its initial public offering at $1.2
billion. Figma, which is based in
San Francisco, was advised by
a Fenwick & West team led by
partners Ran Ben-Tzur, Michael
Esquivel, Jennifer Hitchcock
and Aman Singh. Underwriters,
including Morgan Stanley, Gold-
man Sachs and JPMorgan Chase,
were represented by Latham &
Watkins.

Caedryn Acquisition Corp. I,
a blank check company incor-
porated in the Cayman Island,
announced an initial public
offering to raise up to $60 mil-
lion. Caedryn, which is based
in Hong Kong, was advised by
Cooley. Maxim Group, as under-
writer, was advised by Loeb &
Loeb.

Debt Offerings

Cleary Gottlieb Steen & Ham-
ilton represented Mexico in an
offering of $12 billion of pre-
capitalized securities, issued by

a Luxembourg special purpose
vehicle (EFL ). The Cleary Got-
tlieb team included partners
Matthew Brigham, Elizabeth
Dyer, Jorge Juantorena, Deborah
North, Manuel Silva and Clayton
Simmons.

Brinley Partners was coun-
seled by Milbank and Paul, Weiss,
Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison in a
debt offering valued at $5 billion.
The Paul Weiss team included
partners Matthew Collin, Anne
McGinnis and Conrad van Log-
gerenberg.

EQT Corporation was coun-
seled by Kirkland & Ellis in a debt
offering valued at $3.86 billion.

Latham & Watkins has guided
the underwriters, which included
Morgan Stanley and J.P. Morgan
Chase, in a debt offering valued
at $2.6 billion. The issuance was
announced by Livingston, New
Jersey-based CoreWeave Inc. The
Latham team included partners
Paul Bonewitz, Chirag Dedania,
Keith Halverstam, David Ham-
merman and Salvatore Vanchieri.

Latham & Watkins has guided
the initial purchasers in a debt
offering valued at $1.8 billion.
The issuance was announced
by CoreWeave Inc. The Latham
team included partners Keith
Halverstam, Rick Kline, James
Metz and Salvatore Vanchieri.

JFK NTO LLC was counseled
by Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher in
a debt offering valued at $1.4
billion. The Gibson Dunn team
included partners Anita Girdhari
and Tomer Pinkusiewicz.

Davis Polk & Wardwell has
guided the representatives of the
several underwriters in a debt
offering valued at $1.2 billion.
The issuance was announced by
Travelers. The Davis Polk team
included partner Shane Tintle.

Synchrony Financial was
counseled by Sidley Austin in a
debt offering valued at $1 billion.
The underwriters, which includ-
ed BofA Securities, were advised
by a Davis Polk & Wardwell team
that included partners John
Meade, Michael Mollerus and
Margaret Tahyar.

Simpson Thacher & Bartlett
represented the lead arrangers in
connection with the refinancing
by Univision Communications
Inc. of $763.5 million in aggregate
principal amount of its senior
secured term loan A facility and
the extension of its $500.2 million
senior secured revolving credit
facility. The Simpson Thacher
team included partners Todd
Crider, Jonathan Pall, Patrick
Ryan and Jessica Tuchinsky

Davis Polk & Wardwell has
guided the representative of
the initial purchasers in a debt
offering valued at $500 million.
The issuance was announced
by Macy’s. The Davis Polk team
included Stephen Byeff and
Michael Kaplan.

Adecoagro S.A. was counseled
by Davis Polk & Wardwell in a
debt offering valued at $500 mil-
lion. The Davis Polk team includ-
ed partner Maurice Blanco. The
initial purchasers was advised
by a Milbank team that included
partners Marcelo Mottesi and
Andrew Walker.

AST SpaceMobile Inc. was
counseled by Freshfields Bruck-
haus Deringer in a debt offering
valued at $500 million. UBS
Group, which acted as the under-
writer, was advised by Milbank.

Latham & Watkins has guided
the initial purchasers in a debt
offering valued at $500 million.
The issuance was announced
by Pagaya US Holding Company
LLC. The Latham team included
partners Andrew Baker, Heather
Deixler, Laura Ferrell, Greg Rod-
gers, Elena Romanova, Brittany
Ruiz, Stelios Saffos and Bradd
Williamson.

—Patrick Smith

Rates

« Continued from page 1

or Bradley, formerly of Am Law
Second Hundred firm Robinson
& Cole.

One catalyst for opening the
U.S. office was client concerns
over rate pressures, Volpe said
in an interview.

“I've heard clients talk about
rate pressures and issues, and
you try to address them, and a
lot of firms try to address them,
but the rates keep escalating, and
what we’re doing in our markets
[is] trying to deliver quality ser-
vices—Am Law 50, Am Law 100
services—but in a more rate-con-
scious and rate effective environ-
ment that’s amenable to clients,
and these shared services will
allow us to do that,” he said.

“If you can effectively go to
market and say to clients that
we'll have an ability to reduce our
rates on this corporate transac-
tion or on this regulatory issue
that’s concerning your fund at
20% less than what we see in the
bigger markets in New York and
London, Asia, it’s a very effective
tool in your toolkit in terms of try-
ing to win clients,” Volpe added.

The decision to have the inau-
gural U.S. office be located in New
York City was a no-brainer, Volpe
said, since the city is the “biggest
legal market in the world.”

“There’s probably lots of
opportunity that our corporate
practitioners will be able to capi-
talize upon with a more effective
rate structure and less of a cost
to those practitioners in terms of
going to market,” Volpe said.

The New York office, he added,
is “off to a phenomenal start,” and
while the firm doesn’t have any
immediate plans to branch out
elsewhere in the U.S., there is
always the possibility of opening
additional offices stateside, any-
where from Miami and Houston
to Chicago and the West Coast.

Earlier this year, Broadfield
launched an office in Hong Kong,
its first office outside of the UK.
The firm hired former Sidley Aus-
tin partner Effie Vasilopoulos as
its Asia managing partner and
chair of its Asia Pacific executive
committee.

The Hong Kong office is focused
on advising on investment fund
formation, private equity invest-
ments, corporate matters and
other legal work.

Broadfield has what it terms a

“unique model blending econo-
mies of scale and advanced legal
technology to deliver cost-effi-
cient solutions,” according to a
firm news release.

The firm says it remains
focused accelerating growth
across the Americas, Europe, the
Middle East and Asia and adding
more to its team of more than 400
employees.

As for the New York office,
while transactional work will likely
be a major component of legal ser-
vices offered, there is also what
Volpe, a labor and employment
attorney, termed a “fairly robust
commercial litigation practice.”

“We are very actively recruit-
ing,” Volpe said about locating
new talent for New York. “You'll
get experienced and seasoned
high-quality lawyers who would
be very attractive to this plat-
form.”

A Dentons representative
declined to comment on Hagen-
buch’s move. Representatives
from Venable, Robinson + Cole
and Otterbourg did not respond
to requests for comment on the
exits from their firms.

!
@’ John Campisi can be reached at
jcampisi@alm.com.
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Disgorgement as a Remedy for Unpaid

Fees in Family Court Cases

an the non-monied

spouse/party in a stren-

uously contested child

custody proceeding,

who has not received a
court-ordered counsel fee award
from the monied spouse/party,
turn her enforcement activities
to present and past counsel of the
monied spouse/party and attempt
to “claw-back” from monies paid to
them as counsel fees, in an attempt
to produce financial parity between
the parties?

This question was presented in
a highly unusual sua sponte order
issued by Justice Frank Nervo (Jus-
tice, Supreme Court, New York
County) in a case captioned KG v.
CH. The substantive intricacies of
the matter need not be explored
here.

We pick up the case at a virtual
conference held by Justice Nervo
on Jan. 10, 2023 following the
Appellate Division, First Depart-
ment’s reversal of a trial court
order requiring petitioner (the
monied party) to pay combined
counsel fees and fines in excess
of $2.7 million. See K.G. v. CH., 209
A.D.3d 526 (1st Dept. 2022).

Although the purpose of the
conference was a remand to sched-
ule a hearing regarding reasonable
counsel fees as directed by the
First Department, the trial court
nevertheless assumed a substantial
counsel fee award would be made,
concluded that the petitioner
would not pay the counsel fees
ultimately ordered, and stated its
intention to hold petitioner’s cur-
rent and prior counsel responsible
for payment through a process of
disgorgement or “clawbacks.”
On Jan. 24, 2023, the trial court
issued its order, which stated as
follows:

DAVID B. SAXE is a partner at Morrison

Cohen and former associate justice of
the Appellate Division, First Depart-
ment. JORDAN MESSERI is a founding
partner at the boutique matrimonial
firm Krauss Shaknes Tallentine & Mes-
seri. The views expressed herein are
solely those of the authors. The authors
of this essay and their respective law
firms represented petitioner at different
times in the litigation.

By And
David B. Jordan
Saxe Messeri

As the court discussed at
the January 10, 2023 confer-
ence, there is no dispute that
the legal fees in this matter
exceed several million dollars.
Likewise beyond-dispute—and
notwithstanding that the Court
has repeatedly ordered peti-
tioner, as the monied party,
pay legal fees of respondent,
the opposing non-monied par-
ty, pursuant to Domestic Rela-

We think matrimonial
lawyers should be alert
to future possibilities
that Justice Nervo's order
portends.

tions Law §237[b]—respon-
dent’s counsel’s efforts have
gone mostly uncompensated
while petitioner’s various
counsel and consultants have
been compensated.

Notably, and as discussed
supra, petitioner continued to
retain counsel and consultants
following the Court’s interim
orders directing petitioner to
pay respondent’s legal fees,
while resisting payment of
respondent’s counsel’s fees, as
ordered by the Court, leaving
same entirely outstanding. Put
simply, petitioner has expend-
ed millions of dollars in legal
fees prosecuting her failed
parentage application while
respondent’s counsel has
gone entirely uncompensat-
ed—excepting only for a pay-
ment by respondent financed
by the sale of her home, vari-
ous loans from family, and a
move to the United Kingdom—
despite Court Orders requiring

petitioner to pay respondent’s
counsel’s fees on an interim
basis. Now, having exhausted
millions of dollars on her own
legal team, petitioner contends
she is unable to pay respon-
dent’s legal fees.

The general purpose of DRL
§237 is commonly referred to
as seeking to level the play-
ing field among parties. The
Court, therefore, discussed
with counsel on-the-record
on January 10, 2023, the pos-
sibility of leveling the playing
field via a claw-back of one-half
of the fees petitioner paid to
her various counsel and
consultants throughout this
litigation, pursuant to DRL
§237, in order to fund a judg-
ment for fees due respondent’s
counsel. It seems a perverse
outcome, and contrary to
DRL §237’s very purpose, to
countenance a monied party’s
expenditure of the entirety of
their resources on their own
legal team in order to deprive
the non-monied party’s legal
team of fair recompense and
circumvent the protections of
DRL §237. This is especially so
when, as here, public records
reflect the monied party has
transferred title of their real
estate holdings to corporate
entities, ostensibly in a mis-
guided attempt to shield same
from impending judgments. If
such outcome is permitted, as
a practical matter, it appears
likely that non-monied par-
ties would be unable to retain
sophisticated counsel, as any
counsel retained would not be
compensated due to the mon-
ied party’s willful attempts to
expend their wealth on their
own litigation and parentage
may, therefore, be based chief-
ly on the financial position of
the parties and the monied
party’s ability to expend, hide,
transfer, etc. their wealth in
contravention of the purpose
of DRL §237.

Accordingly, it is ORDERED
that all counsel—including
petitioner’s current and for-
mer trial counsel, appellate
counsel and consul-  » Page 9

Dentons

« Continued from page 1

Further tie-ups aren’t top of mind
but, “If there are firms out there
that are interested, we want to talk
to everybody,” Barton said.

For now, the firm sees its great-
est opportunities in India, where
it has had a presence since 2022
and was the first global law firm to
combine with a local firm in May
2023, creating Dentons Link Legal.
In March of this year, Dentons Link
Legal expanded its footprint in
India through a combination with
a local intellectual property bou-
tique. Dentons Link Legal has offic-
es in most of the country’s major
cities, with those in Mumbai and
Delhi growing rapidly, Barton said.

“It’s our number one growth
leader from a market perspective
right now,” said Barton. “I think the
opportunities are endless.”

With China’s role in the global
economy shifting, many companies
are looking to move their manu-
facturing to India. Increasing num-
bers of data centers and dispute
resolution, along with a youthful
demographic, all point to huge
opportunities, she said.

Canada has traditionally relied
on strong economic ties with the
United States, but current geopoliti-
cal issues, including tariff threats
from its neighbor and tensions
with China, have Canadians seek-
ing alternatives, said Tim Haney,

Dentons Canada CEO, who added
that India is attractive for many
reasons. He views technology,
aviation, resources and particularly
infrastructure as the primary sec-
tors for collaboration between the
two countries.

Given its demographic growth,
“the demand to build roads, trains,
airports is massive in India, and
obviously Dentons Canada has, I
would say, a market-leading infra-
structure practice. So huge cross-
over of expertise there,” he said.

Natural economic and cultural
synergies between Canada and
European markets also exist, with
clients seeing “huge” opportunities
for trade diversification in that
direction too, Haney said.

The first two quarters of 2025
have been a bit wait-and-see for
clients, but Haney is optimistic
the rest of the year will bring more
cross-border work both in the U.S. to
address supply chain challenges and
globally as supply chains reorient.

Disputes practices are busy in
Canada and around the world, and
the country’s tech, energy and infra-
structure practices are robust, with
better days on the horizon in the
finance and banking sector, Haney
said.

Canada’s relatively new govern-
ment under Prime Minister Mark
Carney must focus on making it
easier to do business within Can-
ada (through less regulation and
internal trade barriers) as well
as continuing to diversify trading

partners by bolstering Canadian
projects and expertise, he added.

“That pent-up demand to do
stuff is really starting to become
palpable,” he said.

Barton, who spent 30 years
at professional services firm EY
before joining Dentons last year,
noted the law firm is only 12 years
old. It’s not quite as mature as EY,
but she sees a lot of similarities in
their aspirations and ambitions to
integrate services and solve client
problems.

It’s like “a preteen that we're
going to take to adulthood,” she
said of moving the firm forward.

What she sees across all the Den-
tons firm members is the ambition
to do more integration, especially to
solve client problems. It’s a “play-
book” she’s familiar with from EY.

To start, Barton said all Dentons’
member firms will be moving to a
single brand, so Dentons Link Legal
would become Dentons India, etc.

Will Dentons, now structured
as a Swiss verein with each firm
maintaining its own financials,
move to any sort of profit sharing
or financial integration?

Barton didn’t rule it out.

“If the world is changing outside
your firm at a faster pace than you
are, then you know it’s not a good
picture,” she said. “We’re looking
at everything. We're making sure
that we're fit for purpose.”

I
@ ‘ Gail J. Cohen can be reached at gco-
hen@alm.com.

LSAC

« Continued from page 1
197 member schools.

LSAC charges applicants two
types of fees for its CAS, which
don’t vary, according to the com-
plaint. For the 2026 application
cycle, applicants are required to
pay a $215 mandatory subscription
fee and a $45 per-report fee.

“LSAC, which does little more
than transmit basic application
information to law schools, col-
lects an average of nearly $500 in
fees from each applicant, totaling
more than $30 million annually,”
the complaint states.

None of the member law
schools permit applicants to
apply using any other electronic
processing method, so the plaintiff
alleges that allows the organiza-
tion to “overcharge” for applica-
tion fees.

While no schools are named,
the complaint further alleges the
organization “has conspired along

with the Member Law Schools to
fix the price of these fees for its
Law School Application Platform.”

The member law schools “exer-
cise control over LSAC through,
e.g., their election of the Board of
Trustees, which manages LSAC’s
‘business and affairs,”” according to
the complaint. “Each Member Law
School has a vote for the Board of
Trustees members. As of July 2025,
every Trustee is employed by an
LSAC Member Law School.”

“LSAC benefits from the supra-
competitive profits it earns from
the price-fixed fees, using that to
build up more than $250 million
in net assets, pay its executives
lavishly for a nonprofit, and kick-
back money to the Member Law
Schools,” the complaint alleges.

In its most recent 501(c)(3)
nonprofit filings for FY 2023, LSAC
reported its then-CEO made more
than $1 million in FY 2023.

The complaint is seeking to
certify the class, along with injunc-
tive relief, treble damages for class
members for the injuries they suf-

fered as a result of LSAC’s unlawful
conduct.

The proposed class comprises
“all individuals in the United States
... who paid Application Platform
fees to LSAC,” beginning four years
before the filing of the lawsuit.

Risner directed Law.com to his
legal counsel at Hilgers Graben.
William Burgess, senior counsel at
Hilgers Graben in Atlanta, confirmed
Risner has not attended law school.

Risner works as a senior associ-
ate at Horne, an advisory firm head-
quartered in Mississippi, according
to his LinkedIn profile and Horne’s
profile.

“We look forward to the oppor-
tunity to litigate this case on behalf
of our client and other law school
applicants,” Burgess said in an
email to Law.com.

Risner is also represented by
Peter McCall and Bennett Rawicki,
both partners at Hilgers Graben, in
Pittsburgh and Dallas, respectively.

|
@ ‘ Christine Charnosky can be reached at
ccharnosky@alm.com.



NYLJ.COM | et Pork Latw Jonrnal

WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 6, 2025

5

Real Estate [rends

REALTY LAW DIGEST

By
Scott E.
Mollen

Landlord-Tenant—Holdover Proceeding—With-
out Cause Eviction—Termination of Unregulated
Tenancy—Affirmative Defense Asserted That
Apartment Is Subject to Rent Stabilization—Coun-
terclaims for Rent Overcharge and Breach of
Warranty of Habitability—Rent Increased Based
On Individual Apartment Improvements (IAls)—
Petitioner Failed To Prove IAIs—Failed To Prove
Apartment Condition Before Improvements, Call
The Contractor To Testify Or Explain Why It Had
Not Called the Contractor To Testify and Certain
Items “Like Painting of Sheetrock,” Amounted
to “A Repair and Not an Improvement”—Court’s
Ability To Examine Records for More Than Four
Years—There Is “No Statute of Limitations On
a Tenant’s Challenge to the Regulatory Status
of an Apartment”—Determination As to Regu-
latory Status Does Not Require Consideration
of Fraud—Court Found That Respondent Was
Rent-Stabilized Tenant and “Eviction Proceeding
Without Cause Does Not Lie”

his case involved a holdover proceeding based

on the landlord’s allegation that it had termi-
nated an unregulated tenancy. The tenant alleged
as an affirmative defense, that the apartment is
subject to the Rent Stabilization Law (RSL) and
asserted counterclaims for rent overcharge and
breach of the warranty of habitability (WOH). The
matter proceeded to a trial.

The registration history at the NYS Div. of Hous-
ing and Community Renewal (DHCR) showed that a
prior tenant had a “legal registered rent-stabilized
rent of $489.50 registered on July 15, 2002 for two-
year lease commencing April 1, 2001.”

A petition verified in 2003 in a prior non-payment
proceeding commenced by the petitioner’s prede-
cessor in interest against a prior tenant, sought
a money judgment and possession of the apart-
ment based on non-payment of rent. A warrant of
eviction had issued in that case on June 23, 2003.

NYC Department of Buildings (DOB) records
showed “permits and related records filed...for
‘minor partition work with plumbing fixtures
replaced in apartment lines A, B, C on 2nd thru
5th floors.”” Blueprints in the DOB file showed that
“all bathrooms and kitchens in the specified units
had replacement fixtures and new wall and floor
tiles.” A work permit had been issued  » Page 9

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

COMMENTARY

Florida Eliminates
Sales Tax on
Commercial Rents

BY CARLEE G. MATTISON,
JOHN J. CAMPO
AND L. BEN ALEXANDER JR.

urrently, Florida is the only state in the

United States to charge a statewide sales

tax on commercial rents. This unique tax

was enacted by Florida’s Legislature in

1969 in an effort to increase the state’s rev-
enue. Despite receiving heavy criticism that it could
deter businesses from locating to or remaining in
Florida, the sales tax has remained in effect to date.
Pursuant to Section 212.031, Fla. Stat., every person
exercises a taxable privilege when engaging in the
business of renting, leasing, letting, or granting a
license for the use of any real property. In recent
years, the Florida Legislature has signaled an inter-
est in the incremental elimination of this tax. On
June 1, 2024, at the beginning of the 2024 fiscal year,
Florida’s state sales tax on commercial rents was
reduced from 4.5% to 2%; however, the reduction
in state sales tax did not affect local discretionary
sales surtax imposed by various Florida counties.

On June 30, 2025, House Bill 7031 (HB 7031) was
signed into law. HB 7031 focuses on, among other
tax-related issues, providing significant tax relief
for businesses by repealing the current state sales
tax on commercial rents. Effective Oct. 1, 2025,
Florida’s state sales tax on commercial rents will
be completely eliminated. HB 7031 also includes
the elimination of local discretionary sales surtax
imposed by Florida counties, thereby eliminating
all taxes owed in connection with commercial rents
at both the state and local levels. It is important to
note that sales tax on various short-term residen-
tial rentals under Section 212.03, Fla. Stat., and on
tangible personal property will still be subject to
sales tax. Rents for boat slips, self-storage units, and
parking facilities shall also remain taxable. Finally,
all sales taxes on commercial rents accruing prior
to Oct. 1 must still be paid.

Despite the large amount of revenue generated
by the sales tax on commercial rents—which was
almost $2.3 billion in 2024, even after the mid-cal-
endar year reduction of the tax rate—the tax elimi-
nation was motivated by the Florida Legislature’s
efforts to boost the state’s business economy and
make it more competitive with other states, as the
tax has acted as a deterrent to businesses since its
enactment in 1969. The elimination of Florida’s state
sales tax on commercial rents aligns Florida with
the rest of the country’s states that do not charge
a statewide sales tax on commercial » Page 10

CARLEE G. MATTISON and JOHN J. CAMPO are members of
Jones Foster’s real estate team. Shareholder L. BEN ALEX-
ANDER JR. is vice chair of the firm’s Real Estate practice
group and head of the firm’s Palm Beach office.

LANDLORD-TENANT LAW

Do We Even Need a
Housing Court?

omparison of multiple

sources of relevant statis-

tics (discussed infra) reveal

that the number of filings

of summary proceedings
since the onset of COVID (if not
earlier) is at a relative all-time low.
To what extent may have changes in
the applicable laws been responsible
for such a dramatic change and what
does that portend for the Housing
Court?

How We Got Here

There was a time when there was
no Housing Court. First, there was
the Civil Court of the City of New
York which was established on Sept.
1, 1962 as a result of the merger of
the City Court and the Municipal
Court of the City of New York. “This
merger was part of a statewide court
reorganization in response to Gov-
ernor Thomas E. Dewey’s Tweed
Commission, which issued its rec-
ommendations in 1958.” In 1973, the
Civil Court established the Housing
Part, with specific hearing officers,
now called Housing Court Judges.

The matters that the Housing
Court primarily heard originally
came from proceedings that evolved
from the promulgation of Article 7
of the Real Property Actions and
Proceedings Law (RPAPL). Those
proceedings initially fell into one of
two primary categories, depending
on the relationship between the par-
ties; either nonpayment or holdover
proceedings.

The latter was broken down into
two sub-groups; those commenced
pursuant to RPAPL 711, where there

GARY M.ROSENBERG is the founding mem-
ber of Rosenberg & Estis and is presently
the chairman of the firm. BRADLEY S. SIL-
VERBUSH is a senior litigation member at
the firm.

was a landlord-tenant relationship
between the parties (e.g., breach of
a substantial obligation of tenancy,
expiration of lease, failure to provide
access, nuisance, etc.), or, those
commenced pursuant to RPAPL
713, where there was no landlord-
tenant relationship between the
parties (e.g., squatters, licensees,
terminated employees, etc.).

Article 7 itself was the result of
“an endeavor to avoid encumbering
the CPLR with provisions directed
only to real property actions—of
which numerous had evolved over
the years. The old Civil Practice Act’s
formidable allotment of those provi-
sions was transferred into a separate
compilation called the Real Property
Actions and Proceedings Law, com-
monly known and officially citable
as RPAPL.” Siegel, NY Practice Sec.
571, citing RPAPL 101.

Siegel points out that while the
RPAPL became effective at the same
time as the CPLR (i.e., Sept. 1, 1963),
its contents are a “mixed bag,” which
he describes as “supplementary pro-
visions for some of the real property
actions,” adding that “the CPLR still
governs in those actions, the mis-
sion of the RPAPL being principally
to supply detail for only certain
aspects of some of them.” Id.

From its inception, the Housing
Court heard and decided disputes
between residential landlords and
tenants in New York City. Over time,
the types of cases were expanded
beyond nonpayment and holdover
proceedings to include proceedings
to enforce housing maintenance
standards, and allow a tenant to
bring a case against a property
owner to force them to make repairs
and provide essential services, like
heat and hot water.

An amendment in 1965 enacted
Article 7-A “to permit one-third or
more of the tenants occupying a
multiple dwelling in the city of New

York” to bring a proceeding for the
appointment of an administrator to
operate the building. Artis v. City
of NY, 509 NYS2d 734 (Civ. Ct., NY
County 1986), citing Matter of Himmel
v. Chase Manhattan Bank, 262 NYS2d
515 (Civ. Ct., NY County 1965).

Unquestionably, much of the
landlord-tenant related legislation
that has been promulgated in the
last 50 years has been intended to
protect tenants. For example, the
passage of Administrative Code
27-2009.1 in 1983 was intended “to
protect tenants from unscrupulous
landlords seeking to evict them for
improper reasons,” such as attempt-
ing to enforce a “no pet” provision
of a lease where the tenant has
openly and notoriously harbored
that pet for a period of more than
90 days. Seward Park Housing Corp.
v. Cohen, 287 AD2d 157 (First Dept.,
2001).

By And
Gary M. Bradley S.
Rosenberg Silverbush

of Housing and Urban Development,
the CDC issued the order to protect
public health and prevent further
spread of COVID-19.

Thus, when the moratorium hit,
the Housing Court essentially shut
down evictions. In response, some
lawyers turned to the New York
State Supreme Court to bring their
landlord-tenant cases, while others
turned to the U.S. Supreme Court to
enjoin the eviction ban. See, Chrys-
afis v. Marks, 594 US__(2021).

What has happened since the
end of COVID has been surprising
because statistics show that the
number of eviction cases that are
being filed have not only failed to
return to the pre-COVID numbers,
but according to at least one source,
the number of eviction case filings
are actually down by roughly 50%
compared to the pre-pandemic
numbers.

There is no shortage of landlord-tenant disputes, and the Housing

Court seemingly has more than enough cases to keep its judges and

staff busy.

As discussed infra, statistics
reveal that from its inception, the
case docket of the Housing Court
increased rapidly. However, when
COVID hit, lawmakers concerned
with the impact it might have on
tenants worked to enact an evic-
tion moratorium, what one tenant
advocacy group referred to as “a set
of state and federal laws that provide
residential tenants and homeowners
various protections against evictions
and foreclosures based on financial
and/or medical hardship.”

In addition, the Center for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC) issued
an order temporarily halting evic-
tions (the CDC order) for certain
renters. According to the U.S. Dept.

Specifically, while in 2019 there
were 262,165 eviction filings state-
wide, those numbers dropped to
108,928 in 2020.

To What Do We Attribute the
Changes To?

To put it in perspective, let us look
at some of the legislative consider-
ations that were proposed, deliber-
ated upon, and resulted in significant
changes in the law since 2007.

In October 2007, the New York City
Council’s Committee on Housing and
Buildings examined the harassment
of tenants and remedies for such
conduct. Less than six months lat-
er the Council enacteda  » Page8

Riker Danzig new headquarters at 7 Giralda Farms in
Madison, N.J.

Riker Danzig Becomes
Latest New Jersey Firm
To Change Headquarters

BY NICHOLAS MALFITANO

AFTER many years in a Morristown, New Jersey,
office space, law firm Riker Danzig has established
a new base of operations a few miles away—in a
20-acre space at Giralda Farms in Madison, located
on the former Geraldine Rockefeller Dodge Estate.

Partner Nicholas Racioppi Jr. and managing part-
ner Michael O’Mullan each offered their insight as
to why several big-time law firms in the Garden
State have made the move to new headquarters in
recent months, now including Riker Danzig, citing
new workplace realities that called for a reimagin-
ing of how their spaces are used.

“Major New Jersey firms have not moved, gen-
erally, for a long time. Their spaces are tired, and
they're looking for new energy. In terms of the

layout, we went from a very inefficient ~ » Page 8

Morris Manning Exits
Continue, as Barnes &
Thornburg Adds
Five-Lawyer Georgia
Real Estate Team

BY THOMAS SPIGOLON

BARNES & Thornburg has strengthened its real
estate offerings with a five-lawyer team that
continues the steady stream of lawyer exits
this year from Atlanta firm Morris, Manning &
Martin.

Partners Michael Henson and Daniel Noice lead
the team that is “focused on high-value real estate
transactions” and includes associates Joseph

Guardino, Olivia Pounds and Rebec- » Page 10
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Maxwell

« Continued from page 1

reneged on a promise to release
the records relating to Epstein’s
case. The DOJ moved to unseal
transcripts in both the Maxwell
and the Epstein cases.

“The public interest identi-
fied by the government—while
understandable—is insufficient to
warrant disclosure of grand jury
materials at this time,” the filing
read. “ The government frames
this interest as ‘historical,’ yet it
is nothing more than widespread
and intense public curiosity about
an ongoing criminal case.”

The unsealing is before U.S.
District Court Judge Paul Engel-
mayer of the Southern District of
New York.

The defense reply, filed by
David Markus and Melissa Mad-
rigal of Florida firm Markus/Moss,
argued that the government failed
to establish that the “special cir-
cumstances” as set out by the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit in the case of In re Craig.

Those circumstances, which
help a judge determine whether
or not to release otherwise sealed
grand jury records, include factors
such as opposition from other par-
ties and length of time that has
passed since the grand jury sat.

In addition to Maxwell’s opposi-
tion to unsealing, her lawyers note
that only five years have passed
since her case was presented to a
grand jury in 2020 and 2021. Other
petitions of this sort, including a
bid to unseal grand jury minutes in
the case of Julius and Ethel Rosen-
berg, were more than 50 years old.

U.S. District Court Judge Alvin
Hellerstein of the Southern Dis-
trict of New York, the attorneys
note, refused to unseal the tes-
timony of Ethel Rosenberg’s
brother and grand jury witness,
David Greenglass, until Greenglass

died. Greenglass was accused of
framing his sister.

“It is noteworthy that Judge
Hellerstein refused to unseal the
transcript while Greenglass [sic]
was alive, finding that Greenglass’
interest in preserving the secrecy
of his grand jury testimony was
sufficient to prevent its unsealing
during his life, despite the public
interest in the case,” the Maxwell
filing reads.

Judges in other cases weighing
this matter have cited the signifi-
cant passage of time, the death
of most relevant witnesses, or a
witness who waived protection
to secrecy.

Defense counsel is not permit-
ted to make presentations to grand
juries in the Southern District of
New York, and the testimony, if
released, would “irreparably” taint
Maxwell’s case, her lawyers said.

“Those allegations, if released
in raw, untested form, would inev-
itably influence any future legal
proceeding should Maxwell suc-
ceed in her post-conviction litiga-
tion,” read the filing.

Prosecutors have asked for
more time to determine whether
or not they seek to disclose grand
jury exhibits in addition to testi-
mony. The testimony in both the
Maxwell and Epstein cases was
provided by law enforcement
agents, past records show.

Maxwell’s opposition comes as
the judge overseeing the Epstein
matter posted correspondence he
had received via email from indi-
viduals alleging to be victims of
Maxwell and Epstein.

Two letters, which are public-
ly docketed, accuse the DOJ of
handling the Epstein matter with
little regard for the survivors. The
Epstein case is before U.S. District
Court Judge Richard Berman of
the Southern District of New York.

“l am not some pawn in your
political warfare,” one letter
stated. The other expressed that

the victim did not feel like their
own safety and privacy was being
thoughtfully considered by the
government. Both letters asked
that Berman allow a vetted third
party to review the documents
and ensure no private informa-
tion will be released.

The DOJ has said names and
identifying information of victims
will be redacted.

Attorneys representing survi-
vors, in their own letter, expressed
deep concern that the govern-
ment was disregarding victims
rights and asking the judge to
allow for in camera review, should
he choose to unseal the records.

Lawyers for Epstein’s estate
filed a separate 1-page letter on
Tuesday, taking no position to
unsealing “in view of the Govern-
ment’s commitment to protect the
identities of those claiming to have
been victimized by Mr. Epstein.”

On Monday, the DO filed a let-
ter with both Berman and Engel-
mayer, requesting more time to
determine if the Department will
seek to release exhibits in addition
to testimony.

Prosecutors in 2019 filed a nolle
prosequi following Epstein’s death
in 2019 and Berman dismissed the
case. But the nolle does not pre-
vent Berman from ruling on this
matter or impact disclosure, the
DOJ stated.

“To the contrary, at least one
court has explicitly held that a
nolle prosequi does not deprive
a court of the authority to deter-
mine whether to disclose sealed
grand jury minutes,” the filing not-
ed, citing United States v. Byoir.

The submission is signed by
U.S. Attorney General Pam Bon-
di, Deputy AG Todd Blanche,
and Interim U.S. Attorney of the
Southern District of New York, Jay
Clayton.

!
@| Emily Saul can be reached at esaul@
alm.com. X: @emily_saul_
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erty damage the church sustained
during a Dec. 12, 2020, attack.

One month after Trump won
reelection, several Paul Weiss litiga-
tors filed their motion in D.C. Supe-
rior Court on behalf of Metropolitan
AME seeking default judgment and
injunctive relief against PBI.

D.C. Superior Court Judge Tan-
ya M. Jones Bosier granted the
motion in February and signed
an order transferring all of PBI's
interests in the trademark “Proud
Boys” to Metropolitan AME.

“Defendant Proud Boys Interna-
tional, L.L.C. and its successors,
assignees, representatives, and
any other persons acting in con-
cert or coordination with them,
are permanently enjoined from
selling, transferring, disposing
of, or licensing the trademark
‘Proud Boys’ without the consent
of Plaintiff Metropolitan African
Methodist Episcopal Church or
the approval of the Court, pur-
suant to D.C. Code §§ 16-550 and
28-3107,” Bosier wrote in the order
dated Feb. 3.

Paul Weiss, the Lawyers’ Com-

mittee for Civil Rights Under Law
and the Washington Lawyers’
Committee for Civil Rights &
Urban Affairs as co-counsel for
Metropolitan AME filed a com-
plaint Monday in the U.S. District
Court for the Southern District
of New York seeking to enforce
Bosier’s order.

“Defendants’ continued use of
the name ‘Proud Boys’ violates
the Trademark Order and risks
causing serious confusion about
the ownership of the trademark
rights in the ‘Proud Boys’ name,”
according to the allegations in the
complaint.

“Pursuant to 15 U.S.C. § 1117,
Metropolitan AME is entitled to
injunctive relief, actual damages
in an amount to be determined at
trial, to have such damages tre-
bled, to Defendants’ profits, and
to the costs of this action and to
attorneys’ fees,” counsel for the
plaintiff wrote in the complaint.

The D.C. Superior Court
entered a $1 million judgment
in favor of Metropolitan AME in
June 2023, and that judgment as of
Monday has grown to more than
$3 million in damages, attorneys’
fees and post-judgment interest,
according to the complaint filed

against the Hudson Valley Proud
Boys and Pepe.

In addition to Rhee, a number
of former Paul Weiss partners left
the firm earlier this year after the
firm consummated its March 20
pro bono deal with Trump.

Four Big Law firms—Perkins
Coie; Jenner & Block; Wilmer
Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr;
and Susman Godfrey—refused to
strike a pro bono deal with Trump.
Instead, those firms filed com-
plaints in federal court and won
permanent injunctions striking
down Trump’s executive orders
against them as unconstitutional.

The Trump administration has
filed notices of appeals in the Per-
kins Coie, Jenner and Wilmer cases
and may file a notice of appeal in
the Susman Godfrey case before the
filing deadline closes this summer.

Counsel for the Hudson Valley
Proud Boys have not yet entered
an appearance, and the organiza-
tion could not immediately be
reached for comment Tuesday.

The case is assigned to U.S. Dis-
trict Judge Katherine Polk Failla of
the Southern District of New York.

!
@’ Sulaiman Abdur-Rahman can be
reached at aabdur@alm.com.
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Last month, President Donald Trump filed a $10 billion defamation lawsuit against the Wall Street Journal
and Rupert Murdoch. This award would far exceed the largest defamation judgments and settlements in recent

history.

Trump’s SLAPP Suits
Against the Media Win
Even When They Lose

ince 1973, when Donald

Trump entered the world

of business with a $419 mil-

lion gift from his father, he
has become the gold medal win-
ner for filing lawsuits—over 4,000.
The cases related to his real estate,
business, and entertainment ven-
tures and typically featured his
grandiose, ego driven and intimi-
dating style.

Trump’s litigation is a pristine
example of the so-called SLAPP
suit, or Strategic Litigation Against
Public Policy. SLAPPs are typically
filed by powerful entities like cor-
porations, businesses,
and government officials
against less powerful and
vulnerable critics. The
overriding goal of a SLAPP
suit is not necessarily to
win the lawsuit on the mer-
its but to burden the adver-
sary with expensive legal fees and
time-consuming proceedings, ulti-
mately coercing them into silence,
submission, or settlement. This tac-
tic creates a chilling effect that dis-
courages people from speaking out
against powerful interests. Also, a
common feature of a SLAPP suit is
forum shopping—finding the most
favorable venue for the suit. And
in contrast to England, the loser
in the U.S. does not have to pay
the adversary’s cost of litigation.

Trump, over the years, has
shown himself a master at SLAPP
suits. Many of his SLAPP suits were
atactic in his bare-knuckle financial
brawls. But more recently, Trump
has displayed his SLAPP skills in
his war against journalists, dissi-
dents, and critics. Indeed, it would
be hard to imagine a greater threat
to democracy and silencing free
expression than Trump’s SLAPP
suits against the media.

Below is a non-exhaustive sur-
vey of Trump’s recent SLAPP litiga-
tion against critics in the media:

e Trump filed a $475 million
defamation suit against CNN
in 2022, claiming the network’s
description of his election
fraud as a “big lie” falsely asso-
ciated him with Adolf Hitler.
The suit was dismissed.
e Trump sued The New York
Times in 2020 for defamation
for publishing an op ed, “The
Real Trump-Russia Quid Pro
Quo,” which described an
“overarching deal” between
the Trump campaign and Rus-
sia to help Trump win the 2016
presidential election. The suit
was dismissed.
e Trump again sued The New
York Times in 2021 for defa-
mation for claiming the paper
engaged in an “insidious plot”
with Trump’s estranged niece
to improperly obtain Trump’s
confidential tax records for
a series of stories alleging
Trump’s history of tax avoid-
ance and “outright fraud.” The
suit was dismissed, and Trump
was ordered to pay the Times
and its reporters $400,000 in
legal fees.

e Trump filed a defamation

lawsuit against the Washing-

BY BENNETT L. GERSHMAN

ton Post in 2020, claiming
the paper falsely stated that
Trump conspired with Russia
to win the 2016 election. The
suit was dismissed.

¢ Trump again sued the Wash-
ington Post for defamation for
a 2023 article, “Trust linked to
porn-friendly bank could gain a
stake in Trump’s Truth Social.”
The suit was dismissed.

¢ Trump again sued the Wash-
ington Post and journalist Bob
Woodward for $50 million for
publishing recorded inter-
views made during Trump’s

Trump’s SLAPP assault at the media is a
calculated strategy to silence a free press
and erode the First Amendment.

first administration into
an audiobook called “The
Trump Tapes.” The suit was
dismissed.

¢ Trump sued Hillary Clinton,
the Democratic National Com-
mittee, and journalists for con-
spiring to undermine his 2016
campaign by fabricating his
ties to Russia. A federal judge
dismissed the suit in 2022,
labeling the suit a “political
manifesto” and fined Trump
and his lawyers—including
Alina Habba, whom Trump
installed as U.S. attorney in
New Jersey—$1 million in
sanctions for the “frivolous”
lawsuit.

® Trump sued ABC News for
defamation for alleging in
a 2024 news interview that
Trump had been found “liable
for rape” in connection with a
2023 jury verdict finding that
he sexually abused E. Jean
Carroll in a dressing room at
a New York department store
in 1996. Although the New
York and common law defini-
tions of rape and sexual abuse
virtually overlap, ABC capitu-
lated, settled, and agreed to
pay Trump $15 million as a
charitable contribution to his
presidential foundation and
museum.

e Trump filed a $20 billion
lawsuit against CBS in 2024
for editing of a pre-election
interview with the Democratic
presidential candidate Kamala
Harris. The lawsuit alleged that
CBS news show 60 Minutes
deceptively edited the inter-
view to “tip the scales in favor
of the Democratic party” in the
election. The lawsuit was filed
in Amarillo, Texas, probably
the most Trump-friendly dis-
trict in the country with only
one judge, a Trump appointee.

The lawsuit against CBS was
filed while CBS and its parent
company, Paramount, were in the
midst of an $8 billion merger deal
with Hollywood studio Skydance,
which needed federal approval.
Paramount settled the lawsuit for
$16 million toward Trump’s future

library and the Federal Communi-
cations Commission immediately
approved the merger.

After the settlement, Stephen
Colbert, host of CBS’s The Late
Show and a frequent Trump critic,
branded the deal “a big fat bribe.”
A few days later, CBS canceled Col-
bert’s show.

In 2021, Trump sued Facebook
and Mark Zuckerberg, alleging
First Amendment violations fol-
lowing Trump’s suspension from
Facebook after the Jan. 6th attack
on the Capitol. The Wall Street Jour-
nal reported that after his election,

Trump invited Zuckerberg
to Mar-a-Lago and told him
that resolving the lawsuit
was required for the tech
mogul to be “brought into
the tent.” Zuckerberg
agreed to pay $25 million to
Trump to settle the lawsuit.
Zuckerberg was among Silicon
Valley executives and companies
who contributed $1 million to
Trump’s inaugural fund, and he
agreed to end Facebook’s fact-
checking program, which Trump
had criticized. Zuckerberg also
tapped a Trump ally for the com-
pany’s board of directors.

Last month, Trump filed a $10
billion defamation lawsuit against
the Wall Street Journal and Rupert
Murdoch for reporting on a sexu-
ally provocative birthday card
Trump sent to Jeffrey Epstein
on his fiftieth birthday. Whether
Trump’s SLAPP attack will quell
or further ignite the furor over
his relationship with the disgraced
financier remains to be seen.

The story of Amazon mogul Jeff
Bezos is like Zuckerberg’s. Bezos
owns the Washington Post, which
once was one of the most intrepid
newspapers in the country. The
Post exposed the Watergate scan-
dal and its reporting ended Presi-
dent Nixon’s tenure. Today, under
Trump’s authoritarian rule, the
Post has become unrecognizable,
a simpering, cowardly skeleton.

Just as Trump’s ruthless crusade
to rid the country of immigrants,
silence lawyers and annihilate the
rule of law, marginalize scientific
discovery and undermine the pur-
suit of knowledge, dismantle feder-
al institutions and destroy a stable
economy, Trump’s SLAPP assault at
the media is a calculated strategy
to silence a free press and erode
the First Amendment. Indeed, even
when he loses, Trump seems to
win. That’s the point of the SLAPP
suit. Bully, intimidate, force the
adversary to expend resources
to defend, maybe settle, but even
if the case is dismissed, the assault
forces all communicators to watch
what they say. Unquestionably, it
deters some critics from criticizing.

Under Trump’s rule, we are
watching a great country destroy
itself. And if we lose the First
Amendment, we are watching the
slow death of democracy.

BENNETT L. GERSHMAN is a distinguished
professor at the Elisabeth Haub School
of Law at Pace University
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A safety-and-enforcement culture is essential. Lawmakers, governmental agencies, contractor licensing boards,
industry boards, and insurers together must incent OSHA education and fund enforcement from private and
public sectors to keep construction workers alive, Law Journal columnist writes.

‘A Price on Safety’:
Fewer Penalties, More Deaths
In New York City Construction

ow much is a 22-year-old’s
life worth? If you're an
immigrant construction
worker on a non-union
worksite, not much—even if your
multi-million-dollar construction
company employer killed you.

Carlos Moncayo was buried
alive at a Manhattan construction
site when the inadequately rein-
forced walls of the 13-foot trench
he was excavating collapsed. His
employer, Harco Construction,
knew the site was dangerous.

For its deliberate inaction, Harco
was fined for its second-degree
murder, reckless endanger-
ment, and criminally negli-
gent homicide conviction.
The $10,000.00 fine was a
joke; “Monopoly money,”
then-Manhattan District
Attorney Cyrus B. Vance,
Jr. commented.

Subsequently, Carlos’
Law, which penalizes con-
struction companies up to
$500,000.00 for negligence causing
death, was enacted. Despite this
and other safety laws and regula-
tions, construction fatalities con-
tinue to rise.

Two 45-year-old construction
workers recently died in New York
City, one from falling 40 feet and the
other by a cherry picker bashing
him into a steel beam. Both inci-
dents prompted New York’s Depart-
ment of Buildings’ stop orders,
investigation and safer working
conditions demand.

The safety crisis continues to
grow, with a 48% statewide increase
(74 deaths) and a 25% New York
City increase (30 deaths) in 2023,
per NYCOSH’s 2025 Deadly Skyline
Report. Despite this, the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Adminis-
tration (OSHA) has lowered fines:
the average fatal construction case
fines dropped 46%, from $59,075 in
2022 to $32,123 in 2023.

This reduction, coupled with
reduced enforcement from a
depleted workforce in the Depart-
ment of Buildings, diminishes the
financial incentive for employers to
maintain safe work environments,
creating a lethal accountability gap-
-more dead construction workers,
primarily non-union workers.

Why Non-union Sites
Account for 77% of Fatalities
Despite Safety Regulations

The NYCOSH report indicates
most fatalities are non-union Latino
construction workers, suggesting
exploitation is one culprit. Unrep-
resented workers are less likely
to call out recognized hazardous
working conditions.

In fact, 89.7% of the nation’s con-
struction workers are non-union,
and New York is no exception. Pri-
vate, non-union work sites are less
thoroughly regulated, often lack-
ing trained union representatives
to police the worksite for hazard-
ous conditions and advocate for
worker safety. Thus, language bar-
riers, ignorance of the laws, and
absent representation cause non-
union workers to overlook worksite
dangers for fear of losing their jobs.

While increased unionization
helps decrease construction
fatalities, weak penalties under
the National Labor Relations
Act, which protects unionization
in the private sector, do little to

JEFF S. KOREK is a past president of the
New York State Trial Lawyers Associa-
tion and the senior trial partner at GLK
LAW, specializing in personal injury, and
medical malpractice law.

BY JEFF KOREK

deter corporate bullying in the
workplace. Big corporations run
fierce anti-union campaigns that
intimidate and fire workers, both
illegal under the Act. Higher pen-
alties and stricter enforcement,
combined with public relations
campaigns for union benefits, may
increase union numbers, which is
what workers want.
Concurrently, lawmakers need
to increase funding for enforce-
ment agencies that punish con-
struction safety violations inher-
ent in the industry practices and
culture, while regulatory agencies

Private, non-union work sites are less
thoroughly regulated, often lacking
trained union representatives to police
the worksite for hazardous conditions and
advocate for worker safety.

need to raise penalties to deter
future violations. With sufficient
resources and oversight, tracking
and punishing repeat violators can
reduce fatalities and facilitate just
compensation for victims’ families.

Despite federal and state safety
laws, OSHA regulations, industrial
codes, and labor laws, the industry-
wide hiring practices that prioritize
profit over human lives are partial-
ly to blame for the rising number of
construction worker deaths. More
union support in the industry may
help workers avoid and report dan-
gers, but stricter enforcement is
crucial.

New York’s Labor Law §§ 200,
240, and 241 mandate employers
to provide adequate safety equip-
ment and take other measures
to protect workers in demolition
and high-risk fall conditions. As
mentioned, Carlos’ Law penalizes
those who negligently, recklessly,
intentionally, and knowingly cause
injuries to employees.

State protection laws exist, so
why are construction deaths ris-
ing? Loopholes and greed. Safety
regulations that protect construc-
tion workers do little to stem the
rising fatalities without employee
advocacy protection and legal
enforcement. Bad actors need an
incentive to comply.

How Lawmakers Can

Close the Exploitative
Subcontractor Loophole for
Developers and General
Contractors?

Typically, general contractors
use layered subcontracting to
avoid liability and increase profits.
They hire subcontractors who use
non-union, non-English-speaking,
underpaid workers and pass on the
savings to the contractors.

When general contractors use
multi-tiered subcontracts on a job,
worker injury liability gets lost in
a complicated web of contracts,
workers’ compensation, tort, and
construction laws. Identifying who
is in control and all liable parties
can be time-consuming, if not
impossible, in cases of poor record-
keeping. Complex investigations
into the many players involved are
financially prohibitive to families
seeking redress in personal injury
and wrongful death lawsuits.

No doubt, industry obfuscatory
practices that maximize profit and
minimize liability also play a role in
the recent crisis. Extending liability
across the board to all employers
who control the worksite and hire
subcontractors may help.

Lawmakers and industry asso-

ciation alliances can collaborate to
enhance oversight, education, and
enforcement. Allocating funds and
dedicating resources to enforcing
laws, such as Labor Code § 740
(the state’s “whistleblower” law)
and OSHA regulations, along with
revised construction contract
drafting rules, greater transpar-
ency and greater public access to
records, expose wrongdoers.

Mandates for construction con-
tracts to specify the contractor-
subcontractor relationships and
responsibilities, allocate risks and
responsibilities, provide insurance
information, and document
safety protocols can distin-
guish valid contracts from
invalid ones, especially for
larger projects.

Stricter enforcement of
record-keeping require-
ments and easier access to
those records, such as inci-
dent and witness reports,
can help workers and their
attorneys expedite workers’ com-
pensation and personal injury
cases. Additionally, expanded
record-keeping requirements at all
levels can help expose patterns,
sources, and circumstances of vio-
lations for predictive and targeted
enforcement purposes.

And finally, legislation analogous
to New York’s Labor Law §198-e,
which penetrates subcontractor
layering for wage and benefit vio-
lations, might address compensa-
tion for worker injuries or fatalities
due to labor law violations that
intentionally or negligently expose
uninsured workers to dangerous
conditions.

New legislation takes time; cur-
rent laws can suffice. The peculiar
risk doctrine embodied in New
York’s labor laws is an exception
to the general rule that relieves
general contractors of liability for
negligent subcontractor hires;
however, agencies need funding
to enforce the laws.

Deterring Violations by
Tying OSHA Penalties to
Corporate Revenue

The NYCOSH report cites insuf-
ficient OSHA staff as one reason
dangerous conditions continue as
construction sites evade oversight.
Better OSHA funding ensures com-
pliance; more inspections result
in citations to all responsible for
maintaining dangerous conditions.

However, OSHA penalties are not
high enough to hurt big corpora-
tions. With recent penalty drops of
70% for employers with fewer than
25 employees, the agency’s deter-
rence capability is even weaker.

While addressing the dispropor-
tionate effect of penalties on small
businesses and rewarding good
actors is admirable, the diminished
safety incentive for big businesses
is a problem. In July, OSHA penal-
ties for businesses that remedy
infractions quickly and those with
clean records are unlikely to deter
conscienceless contractors and
developers willing to risk lives to
save a buck from committing safety
violations.

Penalties need to sting, but
OSHA’s 45% decreased fines for
fatal construction accidents to
$26,000 in a year does not. To large
construction players, the fines are
merely the cost of doing business,
and the changes disregard the role
underfunded small businesses play
in cutting costs that endanger lives.

Still, while higher OSHA penal-
ties may deter big corporations,
the unintended consequences on
smaller contractors » Page 10
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Wrongful Death and 9/11
Victim Compensation Fund
Proceedings
https://nysba.org/events/
wrongful-death-and-9-11-vic-
tim-compensation-fund-pro-
ceedings/
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NY City Bar (CLE)

Current Legal Ethical Issues with
Professor Stephen Gillers
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CLE Credit: New York: 2.0 Ethics;
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Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
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Practices
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https://nysba.org/events/10-
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Virtual
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Webinar
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Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
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Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org
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https://nysba.org/events/
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Virtual
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https://nysba.org/events/
basics-of-social-security-law-
and-practice-video-replay/

1.5 CLE credits
Virtual

Good Lawyering as a Concept:
Civility is Key
https://nysba.org/events/good-
lawyering-as-a-concept-civility-
is-key/

1.5 CLE credits
Virtual

NY State Bar (Non CLE)
Navigating Your
Law School Year and the
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https://nysba.org/events/nav-
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Informational program
Virtual

Adoption 101- Video Replay
https://nysba.org/events/adop-
tion-101-video-replay/

1 CLE credit
Virtual

Nuances of Intellectual
Property & Tech-Related
Disputes Before WIPO
https://nysba.org/events/
nuances-of-intellectual-proper-
ty-tech-related-disputes-before-
wipo/

1 CLE credit
Virtual

THURSDAY AUG. 21
NY State Bar (CLE)

A Taxonomy of Al in Legal
Practice
https://nysba.org/events/a-tax-
onomy-of-ai-in-legal-practice/
1 CLE credit

Basics of Criminal Law and Prac-
tice - Video Replay
https://nysba.org/events/
basics-of-criminal-law-and-
practice-video-replay/

1.5 CLE credits
Virtual

NY State Bar (Non CLE)
NYSBA Night with the New York
Liberty
https://nysba.org/events/
nysba-night-with-the-new-
york-liberty/
NY STATE BAR Event
Barclays Center, Brooklyn

FRIDAY AUG. 22

NY State Bar (Non CLE)

NYSBA Day at Yankee Stadium
https://nysba.org/nysbaday25/
Reception is free with ticket
purchase
Bronx

Mindful Moments Meditation
Series
https://nysba.org/events/8-
1-25-mindful-moments-medita-
tion-series/
Informational program
Virtual

MONDAY, AUG. 25
NY City Bar

vLex Fastcase - Corporate Law
Practice with Vincent Al
Time: 2 p.m.-3 p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=FAS082525&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

TUESDAY, AUG. 26
NY State Bar (CLE)

Basics of Mortgage Foreclosures
https://nysba.org/events/
basics-of-mortgage-foreclo-
sures/

1.5 CLE credits
Virtual

NY City Bar

vLex Fastcase - Efficient
Searching Webinar
Time: 2 p.m.-3 p.m.
Webinar Registration Link:
https://services.nycbar.org/Even
tDetail?EventKey=FAS082525&
mcode=NYLJ
Location: Zoom
Contact: Customer Relations
Department, 212-382-6663 or
customerrelations@nycbar.org

WEDNESDAY AUG. 27
NY State Bar (CLE)

Basics of Real Estate Transactions
- Video Replay
https://nysba.org/events/
basics-of-real-estate-transac-
tions-commercial-property-
video-replay/

1.5 CLE credits
Virtual

THURSDAY AUG. 28
NY State Bar (CLE)

Removal and Suspension of Fidu-
ciaries in Surrogates Court
https://nysba.org/events/
removal-and-suspension-
of-fiduciaries-in-surrogates-
court-2/

1 CLE credit
Virtual

Top 10 Ethics Mistakes Attorneys
Make and How to Avoid Them
https://nysba.org/events/top-
10-ethics-mistakes-attorneys-
make-and-how-to-avoid-them/
1 CLE credit
Virtual

Have an event to list?
E-mail the details to pkane@alm.com

Have a Move to Announce?
E-mail pkane@alm.com

Renew your subscription by phone!
Call 1-877-256-2472.
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Housing Court

« Continued from page 5

local law “to amend the Adminis-
trative Code in relation to the duty
of an owner to refrain from harass-
ment of tenants and remedies for
the breach of such duty.”

According to The New York
Times, that law, also known as the
New York City Tenant Protection
Act of 2008 (Local Law 7), gave
“tenants the right for the first time
to sue their landlords in Housing
Court for making threats against
them, disrupting essential services
and using other tactics that qualify
as harassment to force them out
of their apartments.”

The creation of this law provid-
ed tenants with new substantive
rights. In terms of impact on the
courts, the legislation resulted in
scores of never-before-seen cases
involving hotly contested factual
allegations that required resourc-
es to resolve. For example, court
attorneys who might typically be
expected to conference nonpay-
ment and holdover proceedings
now had to deal with these addi-
tional cases (and similarly, those
cases appearing on the docket took
up a fair amount of the judges’ time,
as well).

One year later, in reviewing and
assessing the new law’s impact,
the Council (in 2009) concluded
that “since the bill was enacted,
there have been approximately 350
claims filed—33 were decided in
the tenant’s favor and 113 were
decided in the owner’s favor. There
have been close to 90 rulings that
have provided for a civil penalty.”

The significance of 350 addi-
tional claims in a single year may
not, at first blush, appear to be
substantial, until you factor in con-
siderations relating to (1) the num-
ber of tenants involved in a single
case (often times they involve a
multitude of tenants from a single
building); and (2) the time required
to dispose of these types of cases.

Theoretically, this should result
in a substantial increase in the pay-
ment of civil penalties. For exam-
ple, if the respondent/landlord
fails to correct the conditions or
violations as required by an order
to correct, the petitioner/tenant or
the New York City Department of
Housing Preservation and Develop-
ment (HPD) can restore the case
to the calendar by order to show
cause for a compliance hearing and
assessment of civil penalties.

Typically, harassment cases
are fact-intensive, requiring a lot
of time to commence, litigate, and
try, if necessary. The Legal Aid
Society recommends that “the
more specific and detailed your
evidence, the stronger your case
will be,” and lists over a half dozen
items that tenants should utilize in
order to demonstrate what a land-
lord has done to rise to the level
of “harassment,” including records
or logs kept of the harassment; let-
ters or emails from or to the land-
lord; records of complaints to the
landlord; records of complaints to
government agencies; violations
placed by government agencies;
pictures or videos of harassment.

In 2012, the Chief Judge’s Task
Force to Expand Legal Services
was charged with a mission, and
that was to “(1) study, analyze,
and develop recommendations
on all aspects of civil legal ser-
vices to low-income New Yorkers;
(2) issue recommendations for
improvement; and (3) collaborate
on access-to-justice issues.

The Task Force prepared and
submitted their report on Nov.
5, 2012 to address the difficulties
faced by tens of thousands of liti-
gants in summary proceedings and
to generate practical recommenda-
tions to improve access to justice.”

One of the Task Force’s primary
recommendations related to pro-
viding increased availability of legal
services for tenants facing possible
eviction. In March 2014, the New
York City Council’'s Committee on
Courts and Legal Services focused
and addressed the issue head-on,
culminating in the Council’s histor-
ic passage in August 2017 of a Local
Law to amend the Administrative
Code in relation to providing legal
services for tenants who are sub-
ject to eviction proceedings.

New York City was the first city
to guarantee lawyers to tenants
facing eviction. The result was a

marked increase in the number of
landlord-tenant cases where both
sides were represented by coun-
sel, which, naturally, resulted in
clogged court calendars. Note,
that the City’s program was be
phased in over a five-year period.
The effect of the foregoing can be
seen from a comparison of “first
available dates” being given out by
the Housing Court judges through-
out the City. Before the law’s enact-
ment, one could routinely expect
to receive a two-week adjournment
of a case; since the law’s passage
the length of an adjournment has
steadily grown to the point where it
is not unusual to see a one- or two-
month adjournment of a Housing
Court case. Thus, it appears that
although the number of active fil-
ings is below what it was pre-COV-
ID, the cases are taking significantly
longer to work their way through
the system.

The pinnacle of this century’s
legislation intended to expand ten-
ant protections was, of course, the
2019 Housing Stability and Tenant
Protection Act (HSTPA). [The NYS
Homes and Community Renewal
provided an overview of some of
the most significant changes and
their impact on rent-regulated ten-
ants]. The Cardozo Law Review
has stated that “the passage of
the HSTPA was the realization
of long-fought-for goals by New

struggling with rising expenses,
declining income, falling values
and increasing distress,” others
maintain that the law did not go
far enough.

For example, the Community
Service Society (a group that has
“worked with and for New Yorkers
since 1843 to promote economic
opportunity and champion an
equitable city and state”) con-
tends that “landlord harassment
persists in rent stabilized buildings,
suggesting more enforcement and
ongoing organizing are necessary,”
and according to their surveys, not
only is knowledge about rent laws
declining among tenants, but “ten-
ants unaware of their rights under
HSTPA are more vulnerable to
unlawful rent hikes, harassment,
and displacement.”

From 2009 through 2019, the
New York State Unified Court Sys-
tem kept track of all civil court case
load activity, including, specifically,
Housing Court, evictions, and sum-
mary proceedings. For the period
from 2019, the newly created
Division of Technology and Court
Research (DTCR) began record-
ing and tracking court data and
statistics. Review of the statistics
provided by the DTCR show that
while in 2019, there were 262,165
eviction filings statewide, during
COVID, those numbers dropped
to roughly 108,928 in 2020, 69,313

The Housing Court remains the go-to venue of choice for
the speedy resolution of many, if not most, simple land-
lord-tenant related cases. Summary proceedings, at least
theoretically, afford both landlords and tenants swift and
effective adjudication of their disputes.

York’s Democratic lawmakers and
tenants’ rights advocates, which
were, among other things, to “pro-
vide permanent rent regulation
protections to covered buildings”
and “extend tenant protections
statewide.”

The New York State Bar Associa-
tion, in a multi-part article (penned
by the Hon. Gerald Lebovits, John
S. Lansden, and Damon P. Howard)
referred to the legislation as “as
a tectonic shift in New York rent
regulation and landlord-tenant law
and procedure, a shift that alters
the balance of power between land-
lords and tenants.”

One of the major provisions of
the HSTPA was the regulation that
repealed the “sunset provision”
(the date by which the legislature
was required to renew the rent
laws in order to prevent their auto-
matic expiration). In Part II of their
article, the authors observed that,
“for tenants, repeal of the sunset
provision eliminates a perpetual,
existential threat to rent regula-
tion and is justified by New York’s
long-lasting shortage of affordable
housing.

For many tenant advocates, the
sunset provision allowed landlords
to water down protections in each
renewal by leveraging tenants’
fear that the law would not be
renewed.” They also note that ten-
ants maintain that “for those who
have a rent-stabilized apartment,
the limitations on rent and prohi-
bitions on being evicted without
just cause are a matter of survival.”
Viewed from the tenant perspec-
tive, these laws were long-overdue
and essential.

While the three judges writing
the State Bar articles concluded
that the impact that the HSTPA
has had on landlords and ten-
ants is undeniable, what might be
fairly debatable is whether that
impact had the desired effect. For
example, a survey jointly produced
by the Real Estate Board of New
York (REBNY), the city’s leading
real estate trade association and
the Rent Stabilization Association
(RSA) produced a report highlight-
ing the “disastrous effects that
the HSTPA has had on NYC'’s rent-
stabilized housing stock.” Another
organization, buildingtheskyline.
org, concluded that while “the
law was intended to help renters,
it is, in fact, harming them; HSTPA
is driving the slow but inexorable
decay of the low-income housing
stock.”

While Forbes reported that “Six
years after New York State passed
the Housing Stability and Tenant
Protection Act (HSTPA), owners
of rent stabilized buildings are

in 2021, gradually rose to 216,654
in 2023, and dropped in 2024 to
200,596. Unquestionably, that is a
large number of eviction proceed-
ings, and a significant drop. What
was the cause of the drop?

The statistics are somewhat
conflicting, depending on whose
source you reference. For example,
according to a May 2 blog from New
York City Comptroller Brad Lander,
“eviction rates have returned to
levels comparable to before the
pandemic and contributed directly
to the City’s ballooning shelter
population.” Lander states that
“following the expiration of the
eviction moratorium in January
2021, the number of active evic-
tion cases in New York City rose
440%, from approximately 33,000
cases to 177,000 cases.

However, based on information
provided by the Legal Services
Corporation, the Eviction Lab (“a
team of researchers, students, and
website architects who believe
that a stable, affordable home is
central to human flourishing and
economic mobility”), has pro-
vided statistics suggesting that
the downward trend in eviction
filings has actually continued. Their
numbers, based on 2025 year-to-
date filings (last updated July 1),
reveal a 14% decline in the average
number of eviction filings for the
same period across 2023 and 2024;
they also concluded that there
were 113,852 eviction filings over
the past 12 months, representing
what they characterized as a 10%
drop for the same period across
2023-2024.

Statistics provided by the Fur-
man Center (a joint center of the
New York University School of
Law and the Robert F. Wagner
Graduate School of Public Service
established in 1995, that “advances
research and debate on housing,
neighborhoods, and urban poli-
cy” supports the conclusion that
even before COVID, there was a
marked decline in eviction filings.
Specifically, not only did eviction
filings in New York City decline
each year from 2013 through
2019, but that they “decreased by
about one third in New York City
between 2013 and 2019, with the
largest annual decrease occurring
between 2018 and 2019.” They state
that “between 2013 and 2019, total
filings fell about one third from
198,283 filings in 2013 to 139,614
filings in 2019.

Another example: pursuant to
the NYC Fair Chance Act Hous-
ing Law (Local Law 24), as of
Jan. 1 certain housing providers
are prohibited from considering
most parts of a criminal record

at any time during the housing
application process. The Coali-
tion for the Homeless hails the
Act as “avictory for housing equity
in NY.”

As indicated, supra, the passage
of the HSTPA in 2019 was signifi-
cant. But the biggest change in the
last five years was the Good Cause
Eviction law (Real Property Law
Article 6-A) that went into effect
on April 20, 2024. As prominent-
ly stated on the city’s website,
“under this law, landlords can-
not evict tenants without a valid
reason (“good cause”) and ten-
ants can challenge unreasonable
rent increases in Housing Court if
they are evicted for nonpayment of
rent. Tenants covered by the Good
Cause Eviction law also have the
right to renew their leases, and
landlords cannot end a tenancy
without a legitimate reason for
doing so.”

And finally, one must consider
that an unintended result of some
of the amendments is that land-
lords have effectively been disin-
centivized from commencing evic-
tion proceedings against a tenant
who is paying their rent, but who
may be in violation of their lease or
the law (e.g., the tenant is illegally
subletting or they no longer main-
tain the apartment for their own
use as their primary residence).

Previously, if a tenant violated
their lease and the owner suc-
ceeded in evicting that tenant there
was the opportunity to renovate a
rent stabilized unit and increase
the rent and obtain a vacancy
increase. The statutory elimina-
tion of both the vacancy increase
and the incentive to improve units
has been eliminated.

As such, there is no economic
incentive to enforce a lease viola-
tion unless, for example, the ten-
ant’s conduct impacts upon the
other tenants’ ability to use and
enjoy the premises, or it creates a
dangerous condition that jeopar-
dizes the life, safety, health, or well-
being of the building’s occupants.
Otherwise, there is no reason for
alandlord to expend the money to
get a vacancy and then lose rent
during the turnover period for what
would essentially be a de minimis
rent increase.

While tenant groups may laud
the net effect, it overlooks the
unintended impact, which is that
it results in no investment in rent
stabilized apartments (a fact which
is demonstrated by the huge
decrease in value of rent stabilized
buildings since the elimination of
both the individual apartment
improvement (“AIA”) increases
and vacancy lease increases).

So, Where Does That
Leave Us?

While eviction and homeless
rates steadily climbed during the
2000s (peaking at 29,000 court-
ordered evictions in 2013), accord-
ing to an Annual Report issued by
the New York City Office of Civil
Justice, June 2016, and actual evic-
tion numbers appear to be down,
there is no shortage of landlord-
tenant disputes, and the Housing
Court seemingly has more than
enough cases to keep its judges
and staff busy.

The available alternatives to
Housing Court are the Civil Court
and Supreme Court, two forums
where the summary nature pro-
vided for under Article 7 of the
RPAPL does not come into play.
Thus, the Housing Court remains
the go-to venue of choice for the
speedy resolution of many, if not
most, simple landlord-tenant relat-
ed cases. Summary proceedings, at
least theoretically, afford both land-
lords and tenants swift and effec-
tive adjudication of their disputes.
Indeed, Article 7 of the RPAPL was
specifically formulated with this
goal at the heart of its purpose.
So, regardless of the decline in the
total number of eviction proceed-
ings filed, there remains a need
for the expeditious and relatively
inexpensive resolution of landlord-
tenant disputes, and that place is
still the Housing Court.

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

Your hiring partner

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

ALM.

Riker Danzig new headquarters at 7 Giralda Farms in Madison

Riker Danzig

« Continued from page 5

space on five bits of floors where
we're all in sort of silos because of
a small floor plan, to a really col-
laborative, energetic place where
we're all on one floor and every-
body can’t rave enough about
seeing all their colleagues again,”
Racioppi said.

With the move, at least three law
firms have moved their New Jer-
sey headquarters in the past year,
including Saiber and Day Pitney.

O’Mullan said, that just like Riker
Danzig, other firms have also real-
ized the changes in the way firms
use space has brought about new
opportunities.

“We've been in Morristown for
a long time, and loved being in
Morristown. Before that, we were
in Newark for a really long time.
The way that we use our space
has changed since the pandemic.
This has been a great opportunity
for us to sort of upgrade the office
from a technology standpoint and
a layout standpoint. It reflects the
way that our evolving workforce
has changed,” O’Mullan said.

O’Mullan explained that attor-
neys and staff want more flexibility
in terms of where they work, and
the firm looked to embrace that
by creating “a more vibrant, more
active workforce.”

“We leave those issues up to
our practice groups to decide
what their attendance policies
and remote policies are. What
we’ve found is that our folks like
the flexibility of being remote, and
that’s changed the way we use our
space,” O’Mullan stated.

The new property is a switch
from the firm’s downtown setting
in Morristown, O’Mullan said, add-
ing that Madison’s “beautiful down-
town area” complements the lush
greenery of the firm’s new property.

“It's been great getting to explore
the walking paths that are out here,
checking out all the Madison res-
taurants. There’s even a little fish-
ing pond down the road,” O’Mullan
said, likening the property to a golf
course and adding that the firm
first viewed the space last summer.

The new headquarters comes
equipped with common area ame-
nities such as a fitness center, open
cafe space, entertainment spaces
and shared classroom spaces
where continuing legal educa-
tion (CLE) events can take place,
O’Mullan said. He noted that the
majority of the conference spaces
are not far from the main reception
area, making it more user-friendly.

The library space, which
O’Mullan said had been shrinking
at the Morristown office, has been
reimagined as a multifunctional
area that not only has books for
practitioners, but also can be a
meeting space or a town hall set-

ting. Further, he noted, the space
is dividable, allowing for it to be
used for proceedings, such as
online appellate arguments.

As for how the deal was put
together, O’Mullan praised the
“fantastic” efforts of brokers like
Marc Rosenberg, executive vice
chair of Cushman & Wakefield in
Morristown, as well as Racioppi.

“[Racioppi] spearheaded those
efforts. The building manage-
ment here has been fantastic to
work with, they were such a great
resource in helping us put into
place the vision we had for this
space. I've talked to colleagues
at other firms, and in many cases,
they’re talking about moves that
are two years down the road. This
has been a lot of work, but we were
able to do it in a short period of
time, because we had those great
resources. Not everyone has a Nick
Racioppi,” according to O’Mullan.

His partner concurred on the
speed of the deal, spotlighting the
cooperation between the parties
involved.

“We knew everybody on both
sides, and they were a part of
projects I had worked on, we got
right to brass tacks. We didn’t
have a lot of time to play games
with the terms, so it was a very
experienced and sophisticated,
high-level negotiation, and one of
the quickest ones I actually have
been involved in,” Racioppi stated.

Racioppi said the firm knew it
wanted “something unique” for its
new space, which it found in the
Giralda Farms property, located on
the former Dodge Estate. Dodge,
a philanthropist and author who
passed away in 1973, once lived
on the acreage now occupied by
the building housing Riker Dan-
zig and other corporations. The
historic nature of the site neces-
sitated specific protocols from
the Dodge Estate, including that
nearly all parking be underground
to enhance the greenery.

As “a testimony to the attrac-
tiveness of the property,” O’'Mullan
noted that, along with Riker Danzig,
other firms, including Saiber Law
and Kelley Drye & Warren, now
call the Madison property home
or are planning to move there in
the future.

“It’s becoming the law center
of Morris County,” O’Mullan said.

When asked about the firm’s
growth plans, O’Mullan said it was
“always” a priority.

“One of the things that, as man-
aging partner, 'm most pleased
about is coming through the other
end of the move. We're going to
catch a little breath, and then we're
back in business and back to focus-
ing on ways to grow. That’s some-
thing we certainly look forward to,”
according to O’Mullan.

|
@ ‘ Nicholas Malfitano can be reached at
nmalfitano@alm.com.

Reuters

« Continued from page 2
that queries users in order to offer
more in-depth research.

“While we have one team of [Al]
agents that’s moving through the
material, finding the relevant laws
and answering the questions as
best they can for the initial report,
we have a separate process where
agents are combing through the
relevant laws, looking for areas of
ambiguity and details that might
matter for an even better report,
and formulating questions back
to the user. Sometimes, when you
answer these we'll just append the
report, and other times, we will run
a new report because it’s founda-
tional,” Dahn said.

Litigation Document Analyzer

Westlaw Advantage will also
introduce Litigation Document
Analyzer, which replaces Quick
Check, and comes with a number
of new or expanded features.

The tool can now analyze com-
plaints to produce a summary of
its claims; create an event timeline
and a list of relevant defenses; offer

suggested counterarguments to a
motion to dismiss; and, via a lan-
guage analysis tab, show poten-
tial mischaracterizations in court
submissions, now expanded from
Quick Check to analyze the entire
motion or brief.

In addition, the Litigation Docu-
ment Analyzer will include a “hal-
lucination check” that shows “if
there’s anything in the opposing
brief that we’re finding an issue
with, with regard to the citations,
so that you can see if anything’s
maybe not real,” Dahn said.

He added that Thomson Reuters
has “been getting requests from the
courts quite a bit for a function like
this, because the courts are see-
ing more and more that litigants
are using tools like ChatGPT or
Gemini to do their legal research,
and those tools make up cases all
the time.”

Lastly, Dahn noted that a “Relat-
ed Arguments” feature for Litiga-
tion Document Analyzer, which will
analyze an uploaded brief to show
missing arguments or defenses, will
also be released “in September or
October.”

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

Letters Welcome

The Law Journal welcomes letters from its readers for publication. They should be of reasonable
length and submitted with the understanding that all correspondence is subject to the editorial
judgment of the newspaper. Letters may be e-mailed to Andrew Denney at adenney@alm.com.
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Disgorgement
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tants—shall brief the issue
of whether the Court should
direct petitioner’s prior trial
counsel, appellate counsel
and consultants to remit to the
Court, as a claw-back, one-half
of their fees paid by petitioner
to respondent’s counsel so as
to ensure respondent’s coun-
sel receives compensation in
accordance with longstand-
ing Court Orders; and it is
further...

Direction was also made to cur-
rent counsel to serve the order
upon all prior counsel referenced
in the order, including two promi-
nent law firms that were specifi-
cally named.

The response of petitioner’s cur-
rent and past counsel (numbering
at least six different law firms) was
fast and furious. Focusing on the
50% “claw-back” payment provi-
sion of the order, objections were
raised on the following varied
grounds: jurisdiction, constitu-
tionality, statute of limitations,
public policy, and, in particular,
that former and current counsel
were non-parties to the proceed-
ing and could not be bound by the
court’s order.

A motion for a stay pending
appeal was made on behalf of all
objectants to the First Department.
The application for an interim stay
was granted with respect to that
part of the order mandating a 50%
“claw-back.” No further action with

respect to the stay application was
taken, and the remaining issues
connected with the sua sponte
order, and the matter in general,
were thereafter resolved by Stipu-
lation.

The interim stay granted by the
Appellate Division with respect to
the “claw-back” piece of the Trial
Court’s order was not surprising.

Indeed, it was Justice Nervo
who, when contemplating the pos-
sibility of a “claw-back” remedy,
initially raised on the record the
uniqueness of this course of action,
noting that he had researched the
issue and could not find authority
to support his order.

The interim stay of the “claw-
back” granted by the Appellate
Division, First Department was,
under prevailing law, warranted.
First, the court lacked jurisdic-
tion to “claw-back” or disgorge
counsel fees paid to present and
prior counsel, in particular, where
counsel had not been named as
parties to the proceeding. See e.g.,
Hartloff v. Hartloff, 296 A.D.2d 849
(4th Dept. 2002) (“A court has no
power to grant relief against an
individual or entity not named as a
party and not properly summoned
before the court.”) Id, internal cita-
tions omitted.

Additionally, a demand for legal
fees already paid to attorneys is
essentially a claim for money dam-
ages and cannot be permitted with-
out a finding that the attorney who
has received such funds is legally
responsible to return them under
some recognized theory of legal
liability. See Access Point Medical,

LLC v. Mandell, 106 A.D.3d 40 (1st
Dep’t, 2013).

Courts have utilized disgorge-
ment as a remedy for claims involv-
ing malpractice and breach of
fiduciary duty, but in the absence
thereof, “...disgorgement of earned
fees remains disfavored by the
courts.” Piccareto v. Mura, 41 Misc.
3d 295, 318 (Sup. Ct. Monroe Cty.
2013).

Here, there were no allegations
of wrong-doing by any counsel

of counsel fee awards pursuant
to DRL §237, which sets forth
the presumption that counsel
fees are to be awarded to the
“non-monied spouse” and that
the amount be sufficient to
“enable adequate representation
from the commencement of the
proceeding”:
to enable [the non-monied
spouse] to carry on or defend
the action of proceeding as,
in the Court’s discretion, jus-

Is Justice Nervo's vision a prophecy for future action and
might some ambitious legislator or activist judge assigned
to a Matrimonial Part in the future see a need to revisit this

issue?

subject to the order. Further, there
was no demonstration that the fees
paid to counsel were improperly
obtained or that the client had
parked unearned retainer funds
with any of these counsel, seeking
to avoid court awarded payment
to respondent’s counsel. They
were simply lawyers being paid
for performing legal work for their
client.

Probably, but most importantly,
the order was a judicial attempt
to impose a novel but presently
unsupported legal theory under
the current counsel fee statute
(Domestic Relations Law §237)
applicable in matrimonial and
custody proceedings.

Those who have been involved
in such practice over the years
recognize the unique importance

tice requires, having regard to
the circumstances of the case
and of the respective parties.
There shall be a rebuttable
presumption that counsel
fees shall be awarded to the
less monied spouse. In exer-
cising the Court’s discretion,
the Court shall seek to assure
that each party shall be ade-
quately represented and that
where fees and expenses are
to be awarded, they shall be
awarded on a timely basis,
pendente lite, so as to enable
adequate representation
from the commencement of
the proceeding. Applications
for the award of fees and
expenses may be made at
any time or times prior to final
judgment.

The statutory language express-
ly codifies the primary purpose
to level the litigation playing field
between spouses. See O’Shea v.
O’Shea, 93 N.Y.2d 187, 190 (1999).
As the Court of Appeals explained:

[DRL 237(a)], which has deep

statutory roots, is designed to

redress the economic disparity
between the monied spouse
and the non-monied spouse.

Recognizing that the financial

strength of litigants is often

unequal—working most typi-
cally against the wife—the Leg-
islature invested Trial Judges
with the discretion to make the
more affluent spouse pay for
legal expenses of the needier
one. The Courts are to see to

it that the matrimonial scales

of justice are not unbalanced

by the weight of the wealthier
litigant’s wallet.

The question remains: is the
“claw-back” referenced by the tri-
al court in the subject matter an
appropriate remedial extension of
DRL §237? We think it is not.

In the context of this matter,
the remedy simply doesn’t fit. But
the thought lingers—is the solu-
tion proposed by Justice Nervo
so unexpected and unusual that
it deserves no further attention?

Indeed, Illinois courts have
debated whether and to what
extent the disgorgement of fees
from attorneys is appropriate to
further the purposes of Illinois’
matrimonial fee-shifting statutes,
and have stated that disgorgement
of unused retainer fees being held
by an attorney is an available reme-

dy to level the playing field in matri-
monial matters. See, In re Marriage
of Earlywine, 2013 IL 114779, 996
N.E.2d 642. The Supreme Court of
Illinois has since limited recovery
to “unearned” fees being held by
an attorney, and refused to extend
such a remedy to fees that have
already been earned. See, In re Mar-
riage of Goesel, 2017 IL. 122046, 102
N.E.3d 230.

We think matrimonial lawyers
should be alert to future pos-
sibilities that Justice Nervo’s
order portends. The law that has
developed involving counsel fees
in matrimonial litigation is solidly
behind the concept of creating
financial parity between the war-
ring combatants, and yet we are
still regularly faced with situations
where a party is disadvantaged
due to an inability to pay fees, the
monied party refuses to pay fees
pursuant to an order, and awards
of counsel fees less than neces-
sary for the non-monied party
to pay ever-increasing litigation
costs are ordered notwithstanding
the mandate of DRL §237, which
often fails to fully resolve the eco-
nomic disparity for which it is
designed.

The thought remains howev-
er—is Justice Nervo’s vision as
reflected in his order a prophecy
for future action and might some
ambitious legislator or activist
judge assigned to a Matrimonial
Part in the future see a need to
revisit this issue? It might be pru-
dent for the matrimonial bar to
keep a “gimlet-eye” out for such
possibilities.

Realty Law

« Continued from page 5

on September 12, 2003. The DOB
approved the plan in December
2003.

A 2023 “cost affidavit” estimated
the total cost of the work to be
$18,000. A permit showed that
the work impacted twelve units,
“with an estimated cost of $25,000
which, according to a ‘Plan/Work
Report,” accounted for $7,000 for
plumbing costs and general con-
struction” costs of $18,000. The
petitioner’s predecessor had filed
a “post-approval amendment for
the job...which amended the total
estimated cost of the work to be
$260,000.”

On Sept. 29, 2003, the peti-
tioner’s predecessor filed its next
registration which showed that the
apartment was “registered as per-
manently exempt due to high rent
vacancy.” In July of 2004, a registra-
tion listed the apartment status as
“RS-V,” indicating a vacancy. A 2005
registration again showed that the
apartment was “exempt for high-
rent vacancy.”

A 2004 one-year lease showed
the monthly rental of $1,200.
That lease stated that defendant
acknowledged that the legal reg-
istered rent was $2,000, “although
he would pay a preferential rent of
$1,200.” That lease did not have a
Rent Stabilization rider. The lease
also had a “hand-written notation
that reads, ‘{w]e will complete the
renovation of (the subject prem-
ises) including a new cabinet and
floor by May 1.””

A 2005 lease between the peti-
tioner’s predecessor and the
respondent and co-tenant, showed
a monthly rent of $1,200 (2005
lease). There was a one-year lease
extension between the petitioner’s
predecessor and the respondent
commencing May 1, 2012 with a
monthly rent of $1,425.

The respondent claimed that he
did “not know what kind of apart-
ment the subject premises was
when he first moved in and that
he did not know about the (RSL).”

The court explained that “expi-
ration of the lease is not a ground
for eviction pursuant to the (RSL).”
The petitioner had not alleged “any
cause pursuant to the (RSL), nor
served notices as required by the
(RSL).” Thus, the key issue involve
the parties “dispute over the rent
regulatory status of the subject
premises.”

Since the prior tenant was sub-
ject to the (RSL), the petitioner
would have had to “lawfully
increase the rent over $2,000 in
order to have deregulated the sub-
ject premises in 2003.” The peti-
tioner claimed “that it increased
the rent through IAls pursuant to
NYC Admin. Code §26-511(c)(13)
and 9 NYCRR §2522.4(a)(4).”

When the prior tenant had been
evicted in 2003, the petitioner’s pre-
decessor was permitted to increase
the rent based on a 20% vacancy
increase. The vacancy increase law
had been repealed by the Housing
Stability and Tenant Protection Act
of 2019 (HSTPA). The HSTPA had
been in effect in 2003.

The court explained that a 20%
increase over the then rent would
have resulted in a rent of $587.40.
That number is $1,412.60 below the
$2,000 threshold to deregulate the

apartment at that time. The law
in 2003 permitted the petitioner’s
predecessor to increase the rent
by 1/40 the total cost of the IAI’s.
Thus, in order to increase the rent
to $2,000 the plaintiff’s predecessor
needed to complete [Al's costing at
least $56,504.00.

The prior law permitted increas-
es of 1/40 of the cost of improve-
ments for buildings with 35 or
fewer units, or 1/60 of the cost of
improvements in a building with
more than 35 units. The subject
building had 12 units.

The petitioner had the burden
of proving that the apartment was
exempt from the RSL and that Al
work had been done. Landlords
had to demonstrate that their
work constituted “improvements
as opposed to ordinary mainte-
nance and repair” and also had to
demonstrate the “reasonableness
of the cost of the work.”

The petitioner had submitted
DOB records indicating that it had
spent $260,000 for work on twelve
apartments. Divided by twelve,
that meant that the landlord spent
$21,667 per unit. The petitioner
argued that “the costs were not
evenly split between twelve apart-
ments, as the apartments were dif-
ferent sizes.” However, the court
found that the record did not con-
tain “a sufficient factual predicate
to support this assertion.”

The court noted that after con-
sidering the $21,667 for the cost
of plumbing fixtures, the plaintiff’s
predecessor would have had to
spend an additional $34,837 in IAls
to deregulate the premises.

The petitioner asserted that
additional costs involved “non-
permit work and equipment,”
including “installation of kitchen
and bathroom cabinets, new
countertops, faucets, appliances,
baseboards, moldings, doors, hard-
ware, and taping and painting of
new sheetrock.”

The record did not include evi-
dence of any “non-permit work and
equipment”, apart from “handwrit-
ten annotations in the 2004 lease
which reference new cabinets.”

The petitioner had not submit-
ted any contract for work to be per-
formed in the apartment or proof
of any payment. The petitioner also
failed to prove “the condition of the
apartment prior to the improve-
ments.” It had not called “the
contractor to testify or offer any
explanation as to why petitioner
failed to do so.”

Further, “at least some of the
items” that petitioner alleged, “like
painting of sheetrock, amounts to
repair and not an improvement.”
Thus, the court held that the peti-
tioner failed to meet its burden of
proving IAls.

The petitioner argued that a
landlord only had to maintain
records for four years. The HSTPA
had amended that law.

The court stated that although
the four year provision “protects
landlords from overcharge claims,
a complete absence of records of
[Als, even on a time scale evinced
in this matter, demonstrates that a
landlord cannot prove that it legally
deregulated the subject premises.”

The petitioner also asserted
that the court “cannot examine
records from more than four
years before the complaint was
filed because respondent did not
establish fraud, citing authority

applying to overcharge claims.”

The court explained that
“there is a distinction between
an overcharge claim and a chal-
lenge to the deregulated status of
an apartment.” It also noted that
“an exhaustive litany of authority
stands for the proposition that
there is no statute of limitations on
atenant’s challenge to the regula-
tory status of an apartment.”

The court further stated that
a “determination with respect to
regulatory status...does not require
a consideration of fraud.”

The petitioner also alleged that
a prior order denying summary
judgment on the respondent’s
motion for summary judgment
was controlling. However, the
court explained that “a denial of
summary judgment is not law of
the case.”

the tenant “violated a substantial
obligation of her tenancy.” The peti-
tion alleged that the respondent
engaged in “objectionable conduct
and violated building rules by har-
boring at least seven cats in the
apartment.”

The petitioner alleged that
“odor, flies, and cats themselves,
have disturbed the peace of...neigh-
bors and made it impossible for the
petitioner to rent” an apartment
directly below the subject apart-
ment. The petitioner had served
a notice to cure and a notice of
termination. The respondent had
served a “general denial.” The
court conducted a trial.

The petitioner’s witnesses
included the property manager
for the building, an exterminator
and a building handyman. Evidence
included photographs of the apart-

The court, in essence, recognized that these kinds of cases
are sad, but necessary in order to protect the animals, the
tenant, the neighbors and the property owner.

The court concluded that the
respondent is a rent-stabilized
tenant and “an eviction proceed-
ing without cause does not lie.”

With respect to the counter-
claims for a breach of the WOH and
rent overcharge, the court held that
the “record does not show a lawful
rent for respondent that would be
the basis of either counterclaim.”
Accordingly, the court dismissed
the petition and dismissed the
counterclaims without prejudice.

NCM Holdings LLC v. Carroll,
Civil Court of the City of New
York, New York County, Case No.
LT-319449-22/NY. Decided July 14,
2025, Stoller, J.

Landlord-Tenant—Rent Stabi-
lized Lease Terminated Based
On Unsanitary Condition of
Apartment—6-7 Cats Caused
“Odors and Fly Infestation” and
“Made the Apartment and the
Building Less Fit To Live In”"—
Violation of Substantial Obliga-
tion of the Lease Violation Was
Neither “Technical” Nor “De
Minimis”—*“Parties’ Inability To
Cure the Condition Despite Dras-
tic Efforts Taken”—“When Pro-
ceeding Is Commenced Pursuant
to RSC §2524.3(a) As Opposed to
an RSC §2524.3(b) Proceeding
Brought for Nuisance Conduct,
RPAPL §753(4) Requires Court To
Grant Stay of Execution of War-
rant, During Which Time Breach
May Be Cured”—Court Stayed
Execution Warrant for 30 Days,
Although the Court Was “Frankly
Doubtful That the Cure Can Be
Effectuated Given the Herculean
Efforts Taken Thus Far”—Court
Inspected the Premises, Accompa-
nied By Petitioner’s Counsel and
Two Court Officers—Court Found
That Allegations May Have Been
“Understated”—Conditions So
Severe They Presented a “Cred-
ible And Serious Health Risk,” to
the Tenant, Her Adopted Cats and
Other Building Residents

petitioner commenced the
holdover proceeding against
a rent-stabilized tenant, alleging
that it is entitled to possession
of the subject apartment because

ment taken at various times, as well
as a flash drive which contained a
series of videos which were taken
by the petitioner’s agent. The
respondent testified on her own
behalf and entered no evidence
other than her testimony.

The court conducted an inspec-
tion of the premises, accompanied
by the petitioner’s agent, the peti-
tioner’s counsel and two court
officers.

The court found that the “uncon-
troverted evidence...confirmed the
allegations in the petition.” It even
stated that the allegations “may
have been understated.” It explained
that the conditions in the apartment
“are so severe that they present a
credible and serious health risk”
to the tenant, her adopted cats,
and other residents of the building.

The respondent testified that for
years she “housed stray and aban-
doned cats” and did so for “argu-
ably noble reasons: if she had not
taken these animals in, they likely
would have been euthanized.” The
court observed that these “noble
intentions have created an unten-
able situation.”

The tenant admitted that she
currently harbored six cats, four
of which are feral and “unable to
be handled by respondent or any-
one else.”

The court found that although
the tenant had a “big heart,” it is
clear that “she lacks the space and
capacity to care properly” for the
cats. It noted that cat feces spilled
onto the floor and spread through-
out the apartment. Cat hair was on
“every horizontal surface in the
apartment.” Additionally, “books on
the bookshelves, the tables, and fur-
niture are all covered with cat hair.”

The court stated that given how
long cats have lived in the apart-
ment and the lack of regular clean-
ing, the apartment had “severe
odors and an infestation of hun-
dreds (if not thousands) of house
flies. It found such conditions to be
“pervasive.” Fly feces were all over
the walls, kitchen cabinets and on
window shades, fly eggs littered the
kitchen floor.

Moreover, workers “had to use
hazmat suits and respirators when
working in the apartment,” and
neighbors had complained about

the smell. The petitioner claimed
that it could not rent a unit below
the subject apartment and thereby
lost $80,000 in rental income.

The court acknowledged that
there had been significant efforts
to correct the issues prior to trial
and prior to the court’s inspection.
Adult Protective Services had “per-
formed or caused to be performed
several ‘deep cleans’ in the apart-
ment over the years, with the last
one having been done before the
current case was initiated.”

The respondent and the peti-
tioner had bought “numerous fly
ribbons, glue traps, and electric
bug zappers for the apartment,
many of which were present on the
day of the inspection.” The peti-
tioner had also hired exterminators
who had come on a weekly basis
the year before the inspection. The
“apartment had been fully ‘fogged’
on three separate occasions.”

Notwithstanding the foregoing,
there were a “plethora of flies in
the apartment during the Court
Inspection” and some “flew into
the mouth of one of the court offi-
cers that accompanied the Court
to the apartment.” Furthermore,
the smell “invaded the clothing of
all who attended the inspection.”

Although the conditions in the
apartment improved from the time
the case has been commenced,
the court found that they “were
still clearly an impediment to the
health of everyone in the subject
building.”

The petitioner had “convinc-
ingly established its entitlement
to a judgment of possession.” The
court explained that the proceed-
ing had been commenced pursuant
to RSC §2524.3(a), which permits
landlords to recover possession of
rent-stabilized apartments “if ten-
ants violate a substantial obligation
of their tenancy and the violation
is not cured after notice is given
by the landlord.”

The petitioner had alleged that
the subject conditions violate the
lease which prohibited objection-
able conduct that “makes or will
make the apartment or building
less fit to live in for respondent or
other occupants.”

The petitioner also alleged that
the cats violated the House Rules
and that the petitioner “has good
cause to revoke any permission
to harbor the cats because they
have created a ‘health hazard and
possible disturbance of other ten-
ants.”

The court explained that “the
proceedings brought pursuant
to RSC §2524.3(a) need not be
predicated on a violation of law
or contact with the governmental
agency.” Thus, the “petitioner need
not show that the breach alleged
resulted in violations or fines have
been assessed, or even that the
breach put it in jeopardy of viola-
tions or fines.”

The court emphasized that
the “unsanitary condition of the
apartment, as well as the odors
and fly infestation caused by these
unsanitary conditions, have made
the apartment and the building
less fit to live in.” The respondent
violated the lease and the subject
lease provision is a “restrictive
covenant, as the express terms
of the lease allowed for the lease
to be terminated if it is violated.”
Moreover, the violation was “not
technical nor de minimis.”

The court noted that the apart-
ment’s condition was a “significant
departure from the condition an
apartment is expected to be kept
in, as evinced by the parties’ inabil-
ity to cure the condition despite
drastic efforts taken.”

Thus, the court awarded the
petitioner a judgment of posses-
sion based on the violation of the
lease. The court noted that it need
not address whether the condition
violated the House Rules.

With respect to a post judgment
cure, the court explained that
“[w]hen a proceeding is com-
menced pursuant to RSC §2524.3(a)
(as opposed to an RSC §2524.3(b)
proceeding brought for nuisance
conduct, RPAPL §753(4) requires
the court to grant stay of execution
of the warrant, during which time
the breach may be cured.” There-
fore, the court stayed execution in
the warrant for 30 days.

However, the court opined that
it is “frankly doubtful that the cure
can be effectuated given the hercu-
lean efforts taken thus far.” It stated
that if the respondent believes that
the conditions have been correct-
ed within the 30-day period, the
respondent may move by order to
show cause for a permanent stay
of execution of the warrant.

The court further stated that if
the respondent moves for a per-
manent stay of execution of war-
rant, the respondent “must annex
some proof to the Order To Show
Cause evidencing that the condi-
tions have been cured.” It noted
that “[i]deally, respondent would
annex photographs of the apart-
ment.”

Accordingly, the court awarded
the petitioner a judgment for the
possession with execution stayed
for 30 days.

Comment: Jonathan Mann of
Mann Law, counsel for the peti-
tioner, stated that “the facts of
this case, combined with the over-
whelming evidence of the condi-
tions referenced in the decision,
provided the court with ample
support to rule in favor of the
landlord.”

The court, in essence, recog-
nized that these kinds of cases
are sad, but necessary in order to
protect the animals, the tenant, the
neighbors and the property owner.

The court noted that Adult Pro-
tective Services had attempted to
address the situation.

Some tenants are simply inca-
pable of recognizing the extent of
the problem and/or the harm that
they may be causing. Occasionally,
alandlord, including a co-op board,
may be able to remedy the prob-
lem by reaching out to a tenant’s
relatives, or personal friends or a
governmental agency. A tenant may
have great compassion for animals,
but also have a lack of capacity to
cure the problem. On occasion, a
family member or friend may seek
to have a guardian appointed.

78/79 York Associates LLC v.
Margaret Ann Ledger, Civil Court
of the City of New York, New York
County, Case No. LT-317475-24/
NY. Decided July 22, 2025. Ven-
dzules, J.
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be deemed a waiver..., where, as
here, the error is fundamental and
relates to the key factual issue, i.e.,
whether there was probable cause,
the court is constrained to reverse
in the interest of justice.”).

In Gubitosi v. Hyppolite, 188 AD3d
1015, 1016, 136 NYS3d 109, 112 (2d
Dept. 2020), “defendants failed to
preserve for appellate review their
contention that a new trial was nec-
essary based on the plaintiff’s rev-
elation for the first time at trial that
he had injured his neck approxi-
mately a year and a half before the
subject accident. Nonetheless, we
review this contention in the inter-
est of justice.”

The Appellate Division found
“plaintiff’s failure to disclose his
prior neck injury prejudiced the
defendants, as causation was a
central issue in the damages trial,
and the defendants had no oppor-
tunity to cross-examine the plain-
tiff’s expert about the prior injury
because only the pre-recorded vid-
eotaped testimony of that expert
was presented at trial.”

The Appellate Division’s broad
scope of review extends to instanc-
es where there has been a failure to
appeal from a portion of an order.
In Foley v. Roche, 68 AD2d 558, 564,
418 NYS2d 588 (1st Dept. 1979), the
court stated:

“Ordinarily, appellate review is
confined to the part of the order
appealed from... However, we have
held that where the portion of an

order appealed from is ‘inextricably
intertwined’ with the balance of the
order from which an appeal has
not been taken, an appellate court
may not be circumscribed in its
review, nor precluded from pass-
ing upon so much of the order as
is necessarily affected by the por-
tion from which an appeal has been
taken.”

Unobjected to errors in the
charge are not the only type of
action or rulings of the trial court
that will prompt the Appellate
Division to exercise its “interests
of justice” power.

Thus, in Max v. Brookhaven
Dev. Corp., 262 AppDiv. 90, 25
NYS2d 845, 846 (2d Dept. 1941),
the court found plaintiff’s verdict
to have been based on impermis-
sible evidence and it reversed and
ordered a new trial, stating:

“While the admission was not
objected to, where, as here, the
recovery is based largely upon
such incompetent evidence, a new
trial will be ordered in the interests
of justice.”

The Appellate Division will
reverse “in the interests of justice”
if it deems the error serious enough
even though trial counsel specifi-
cally acquiesced in it. See Caputo
v. Frankel, 89 AD2d 595, 452 NYS2d
549 (2d Dept. 1982).

However, be aware that the
Appellate Division is not always so
forgiving in its rulings. It will often
“decline to reach this unpreserved
error in the exercise of discretion.”
Taylor v. Henderson, 175 AD2d 590,
573 NYS2d 793, 793-94 (4th Dept.
1991).

Taylor, was a personal injury
action where a jury awarded plain-
tiff $97,500 for future loss of earn-
ings and $25,000 for future impair-
ment of earning ability. “Defendant
argues for the first time on appeal
that the awards are duplica-
tive and should not stand, and
that the charge failed to explain
any difference between the two
concepts.”

The Appellate Division “agree[d]
with defendant that the inter-

Dept. 2023), the court found the
jury charge was not so “fundamen-
tally flawed as to warrant reversal
in the interest of justice.”

While ideally trial counsel will
make all the objections necessary
to protect the record in case of an
adverse verdict, it is comforting to
know that, in an appropriate case,
prejudicial error to which no objec-
tion was made may nevertheless be
found to be a ground for reversal
“in the interest of justice.”

While ideally trial counsel will make all the objections
necessary to protect the record in case of an adverse
verdict, it is comforting to know that, in an appropriate
case, prejudicial error to which no objection was made may
nevertheless be found to be a ground for reversal “in the

interest of justice.

rogatory was erroneous, [but] ...
decline[d] to reach this unpre-
served error in the exercise of
discretion.”

In Brown v. Dragoon, 11 AD3d
834, 835-836, 784 NYS2d 175, 178
(3d Dept. 2004), plaintiffs moved
to set aside the verdict for failure
of the verdict sheet to contain an
interrogatory based on common-
law negligence. The Supreme Court
denied the motion.

On appeal, the Appellate Divi-
sion “decline[d] to address this
issue in the interest of justice
since the omission has no impact
on the overall fairness of the trial.”
And in Galeano v. Giambrone, 218
AD3d 745, 193 NYS3d 224, 228 (2d

So far, we have discussed the
concept of “interest of justice” only
in the context of civil cases. But
it should be noted that it is also
applied, albeit somewhat differ-
ently, in criminal cases.

The Appellate Division “may
consider and determine any
question of law or issue of fact
involving error or defect in the
criminal court proceedings which
may have adversely affected the
appellant.”(CPL§470.15[1]). And,
unlike the Court of Appeals, it
may reverse or modify a judg-
ment, sentence or order “[a]s
a matter of discretion in the
interest of justice” even though
the claims have not been pre-

served for appellate review.
(CPL §470.15[3][cD.

In the majority opinion in People
v. Williams, 145 AD3d 100, 108, 40
NYS3d 94, 100 (1st Dept. 2016), the
court stated that “it is settled that
the discretionary act to vacate a
conviction in the interest of jus-
tice is to be ‘exercised sparingly
and only in that rare and unusual
case where it cries out for funda-
mental justice beyond the confines
of conventional considerations’...
In order to exercise our inter-
est of justice jurisdiction, there
must exist ‘special circumstanc-
es deserving of recognition’... In
other words, this court will not
exercise its interest of justice
jurisdiction absent ‘extraordi-
nary circumstances.’”” (citations
omitted).

The majority then ruled that
“[t]his case and this defendant do
not present special or extraordi-
nary circumstances that would
warrant exercising our interest of
justice review power.

In People v. Kidd, 76 AD2d
665, 431 NYS2d 542 (1st Dept.
1980)..., we exercised our interest
of justice jurisdiction to reverse
a conviction and dismiss an indict-
ment where there were many
‘troublesome’ inconsistencies
with respect to the identification
of the defendant... Although we
concluded that the conviction
was supported by legally suf-
ficient evidence, we were ‘left
with a very disturbing feeling that
guilt ha[d] not been satisfactorily
established’ and ‘that there [wa]s
a grave risk that an innocent man

ha[d] been convicted’... Accord-
ingly, we could not let the convic-
tion stand.

Recognizing that we should not
use our interest of justice review
in a ‘capricious and whimsical’
manner, we remarked ‘we think
we do not overstep the line when
we exercise our ‘interest of justice’
powers on the basis of so funda-
mental a consideration as guilt or
innocence’... In sum, the exercise
of interest of justice review must be
warranted by the individual case in
front of us and must involve ‘spe-
cial circumstances’ such as the
risk that an innocent defendant
has been convicted. This is not
such a case.”

An example of a criminal case
where the Appellate Division
exercised its “interest of justice”
jurisdiction to take corrective
action is People v. Demkovich,
168 AD3d 1221, 91 NYS3d 801, 802
(3d Dept. 2019), where the court
vacated defendant’s plea of guilty
to attempted kidnapping and crimi-
nal possession of a controlled sub-
stance.

“Defendant claimed his plea of
guilty was not knowing, voluntary
and intelligent because County
Court failed to advise him of the
constitutional rights he was waiv-
ing by pleading guilty. Although
defendant failed to preserve this
contention for our review through
an appropriate postallocution
motion... we nonetheless exer-
cise our interest of justice jurisdic-
tion to take corrective action and
reverse the judgment.” (citations
omitted).
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payday constitutes nonpayment or
underpayment.”

Against the backdrop of this
split in authority, the legislature
amended §198 to clarify the avail-
ability and scope of any remedies
for violation of the frequency of
payment requirements of Article
Six.

Analysis

As amended, §198 now states
that employers who pay employ-
ees “on a regular payday, no less
frequently than semi-monthly” will
be subject to a claim for damages
for their first violation of §191(a)
limited to “no more than 100% of
the lost interest found to be due
for the delayed payment of wages
calculated using a daily interest
rate” (§ 198(1-a)(i)).

The amendment effectively mod-
ified the outcomes of both Vega
and Grant. The amendment modi-
fied Vega inasmuch as a first-time

violator of §191 would no longer be
liable for liquidated damages equal
to the amount of the wages that
were paid late, but that employer
could still be liable for interest and
attorney’s fees.

The amendment modified Grant
in the sense that some liquidated
damages could be sought by plain-
tiffs claiming that wages were not
paid in conformity with §191.

Furthermore, under the amend-
ment where an employer “has been
subject to one or more previous
findings and orders for violations
of [§191(a)]” the law now provides
that a plaintiff may claim liquidated
damages of “one hundred percent
of the total amount of wages found
to be due in violation of [§191(a)].”

A recent decision by the U.S. Dis-
trict Court for the Southern District
of New York illustrates how courts
will now apply §198 as amended.

In Garzon v. Bldg. Servs. Inc.,
2025 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 126441
(S.D.N.Y. July 2nd, 2025), a plaintiff
who worked as a cleaner brought
suit against her employer for a
variety of Labor Law violations,
including failing to pay her wages

every week, as was her right as a
manual worker, ultimately filing for
and receiving a default judgement
against the defendant employer
after it failed to respond.
Nonetheless, the court found
that the employer was a first-time
violator under the latest iteration
of §198, with no prior findings or

Garzon thus confirmed that
damages for first time violators
were limited to the interest on an
employee’s delayed wages and
further confirmed that liquidated
damages of one hundred percent
of delayed wages would be avail-
able only in claims against repeat
offenders.

Against the backdrop of this split in authority, the legis-
lature amended §198 to clarify the availability and scope
of any remedies for violation of the frequency of payment

requirements of Article Six.

suits against them for frequency of
pay violations. As such, as damages
for its frequency of pay violations
the employer was required to pay
only interest on payments that it
had delayed paying the plaintiff, as
well as any missing wages.

The court did not provide plain-
tiff liquidated damages totaling the
delayed wages because the court
found that the employer was not a
repeat offender who was subject to
paying those heightened damages.

Practice Points

Employers may find the
requirement of Article Six to pay
manual workers on a weekly
basis to be administratively bur-
densome and different from the
frequency of payment require-
ments in place for non-manual
workers.

For such employers, §191(a)
(ii) does provide a mechanism for
employers to legally pay manual

laborers biweekly wages by obtain-
ing approval from the Commis-
sioner of Labor.

As specified in the statute, such
approval may be sought by employ-
ers that (1) either employ on
average 1000+ individuals in New
York or (2) for 1 year employed on
average 1000+ individuals in New
York and for the past three years
employed 3000+ workers out of
New York.

In order to obtain such approval,
employers must submit a written
application on a form available
on the New York Department of
Labor’s website.

In addition to considering
employee size requirements, the
Commissioner also will consider
the following five factors in grant-
ing employers this permission:

1. The employer’s history

meeting its payroll responsi-

bilities in New York state, or

if no such history in New York

state is available, other finan-

cial information;

2. Proof of the employer’s cov-

erage for workers’ compensa-

tion and disability;

3. Proof that there are no
outstanding warrants of the
department of taxation and
finance or the department of
labor against the employer for
failure to remit state personal
income tax withholdings or
unemployment insurance
contributions;

4. Proof that the employer has
a computerized record keeping
system for payroll which, at a
minimum, specifies (i) hours
worked, (ii) rate of pay, (iii)
gross wages, (iv) deductions
and (v) date of pay for each
employee; and

5. Consent of any labor orga-
nization that represents the
employer’s manual workers.

Accordingly, employers seeking
permission to pay manual work-
ers on a bi-weekly basis should
ensure they can show that they
satisfy these requirements. They
must also carefully maintain
compliance as permission can
be rescinded if employers are
found to no longer meet these
responsibilities.

Construction
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must be addressed. Some options
include exemptions, scaled penal-
ties, and OSHA compliance assis-
tance programs.

Tying penalties to corporate
revenue or the costs of viola-
tions may encourage larger con-
tractors and developers toward
regulatory compliance. However,
the legislative intent behind Sec-
tion 7’s penalty structure in the
Occupational Safety and Health
Act is not to punish, but to deter.
By whatever means, deterrence is
the key.

The national safety commis-
sion’s Safety + Health notes that
73% of the inspected fatalities
in the NYCOSH report involved
employers with a history of OSHA
violations that contributed to the
fatality under investigation, i.e.,
fatal falls from employers previ-
ously cited for inadequate train-
ing and fall protection measures.

The Role and Legal Options
For Families amid New York’s
Growing Construction
Safety Crisis

Families of construction site
negligence victims also play a
role. In suing for compensation, the
recourse depends on their loved
one’s legal status as an employee
of the liable parties. Legally, some
subcontractors may be considered
employees and, thus, included
under an employer’s worker’s
compensation policy. However,
worker’s compensation does
not cover non-economic dam-
ages, nor does it cover wrongful
death.

When a non-employer contrac-
tor, subcontractor, property owner,
or supplier is responsible for the
construction site injury, the injured
worker or their loved ones may sue
for negligence damages. As such,
dangerous conditions, safety vio-
lations, or defective supplies or
equipment may be the source of
a negligence, wrongful death, or
products liability suit.

Furthermore, negligence is
unnecessary to prove or easier to
prove for certain labor law viola-

tions. For example, Labor Law §
240 holds general contractors and
property owners strictly liable for
injuries resulting from safety vio-
lations, such as faulty or missing
scaffolding or guardrails that result
in steep falls or falling objects inju-
ries, prevalent construction site
dangers.

Other labor law violations
generally hold contractors and
landowners liable for creating an
unsafe work environment or using
defective equipment (Labor Law
§200), especially in inherently dan-
gerous activities such as excava-
tion and demolition (Labor Law
§241(6)). The non-delegable safety
duty pins liability on general con-
tractors and property owners,
regardless of whether subcon-
tractors or other third parties are
involved.

Aside from statutory violation
penalties, common law negligence
supports personal injury and
wrongful death compensatory
awards under New York’s Estates,
Powers, and Trusts laws (§ 54.1)
for economic and non-economic
damages, subject to comparative
negligence offsets.

Large third-party plaintiff ver-
dicts that cover lost wages, medi-
cal bills, pain and suffering, loss of
consortium, loss of enjoyment of
life, disfigurement, and emotional
distress aim to compensate fam-
ily members and deter future
shoddy practices. Juries may
be more inclined to award large
punitive damages for especially
egregious behavior, such as cor-
porate serial safety violations com-
mitted in conscious disregard of
human life.

Lessons From NYC’s
70% Drop in Trench Deaths
For Broader Safety Reforms

Late last year, OSHA reported
declining worker fatalities by fatal
trench collapses, down 70% since
2022 and falls decreasing 20% in
2024. The reason? When OSHA
enforces regulations, fewer fatali-
ties occur.

However, OSHA alone is not the
solution. Many overseers of the
industry must promote safety and
justice. Coordinated efforts among
industry interest groups, lawmak-

ers, worker rights advocates, and
lawyers in construction, personal
injury, and worker’s compensation
must remain vigilant and pressure
the industry to raise awareness and
compliance.

Safety reforms and strategies
that have plummeted trench fatali-
ties over the last three years are
instructive for the future of the con-
struction industry. Responding to
the 68% increase in what it deemed
preventable trench fatalities (had
OSHA trenching standards been
met) in the first half of 2022 (22
compared to 15 from 2021), OSHA
launched initiatives to enhance
enforcement for known trench and
excavation hazards.

Working with other industry
organizations, such as the Com-
mon Ground Alliance (CGA), as
well as utility, equipment, and con-
tractor organizations, OSHA also
expanded its educational, train-
ing, and communication efforts
to join forces in promoting safety
awareness.

Better education on job perfor-
mance and the current safety and
emergency protocols can boost
awareness and competency on
construction sites, while reduc-
ing fatalities, just as it has with
trench safety reforms. One reform
requiring key on site enforce-
ment figures to report existing or
potential violations is a powerful
compliance incentive. Section
1926.651(k)(1) of OSHA regulations
requires “a competent person”
to make daily excavation safety
inspections.

Also, improved planning, test-
ing, and detailing of underground
or other unseen conditions using
3D modeling and other computer
technology ensures preparation for
potential problems. Overall, how-
ever, a strong safety culture raises
awareness and keeps potential haz-
ards front and center with continu-
ing education, signage, workshops,
and training.

A safety-and-enforcement cul-
ture is essential. Lawmakers, gov-
ernmental agencies, contractor
licensing boards, industry boards,
and insurers together must incent
OSHA education and fund enforce-
ment from private and public sec-
tors to keep construction workers
alive.

Barnes
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ca Griffith, Barnes & Thornburg
announced Wednesday.

They are the latest group to
move this year from Morris Man-
ning, which has lost more than 60
lawyers—about a third of its head
count—to other firms in Atlanta
since January.

However, the additions to
Barnes & Thornburg almost dou-
ble the total real estate attorneys
based in its 60-lawyer Atlanta
office. The Am Law 100 firm has
grown its Atlanta office by more
than 300% in six years and now
includes leaders of its national data
security and privacy, higher edu-
cation, life sciences, commercial
litigation, immigration and global
mobility and private client services
practices.

Henson and Noice agreed in an
email that their new firm, whose
largest office is in Indianapolis, has
a “national platform and strong
real estate group [that] made it a
great fit for both our clients and
our practices.” The new partners
bring “wide-ranging experience
advising investors, developers
and property owners on complex
deals across asset classes,” a news
release stated.

Atlanta office managing partner
John TL. Koenig said in a statement
the new real estate partners “are
both deeply embedded in Atlanta’s
real estate ecosystem.”

“Their team enhances our local
strength and national platform,”
Koenig said.

Real estate department chair
Sal LaVina said in a statement
the addition of the five attorneys
“significantly expands our bench of
seasoned and emerging real estate
practitioners.”

“Their collective experience
positions the firm to even more
effectively support our clients as
they navigate the nuances of com-
plex deals in today’s dynamic mar-
ket,” LaVina said.

Henson moved to Barnes &
Thornburg after more than nine
years with Morris Manning. He
focuses his practice on equity
investments, joint ventures and
fund formations for multifamily,
industrial, hospitality and mixed-
use projects, according to his new
firm.

He said in an email the team
was “looking for a place that could
support our growth in Atlanta and
beyond, and Barnes & Thornburg
checked all of the boxes.”

“We’re looking forward to hitting
the ground running,” Henson said.

Noice concentrates his practice

on acquisitions, development plan-
ning, financing, leasing and sales.
He practiced for a total of more
than nine years in three different
stints with Morris Manning—inter-
spersed with in-house counsel
roles with Atlanta commercial
developer Pope & Land and fast-
food franchisee GPS Hospitality.

He said in an email the move to
Barnes & Thornburg “expands the
level of service and resources we
are able to offer our clients.”

“l am honored to join the firm’s
growing Atlanta office and look for-
ward to working closely with our
new colleagues and clients to navi-
gate the challenges of an increas-
ingly complex and fast-moving real
estate market,” Noice said.

Leaders with Morris Manning, an
Am Law Second Hundred firm, said
in late June the firm was working on
a deal with an undisclosed Am Law
100 firm in the aftermath of losing
a firmwide leader and a number of
practice leaders to other Am Law
firms, including Husch Blackwell,
Reed Smith, Bradley Arant Boult
Cummings, Seyfarth Shaw and oth-
ers, since January.

The firm did not immediately
respond to a request for comment
Wednesday.

I
@‘ Thomas Spigolon can be reached at
tspigolon@alm.com.

Florida Tax
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rents and incentivizes businesses
to move to Florida, as they will no
longer face this unique sales tax
burden. The elimination of the tax
can also be expected to benefit not
only tenants but also consumers,
as those costs would presumably
no longer be passed through by
businesses.

From a leasing perspective, and
despite this favorable change in
law, with tenants no longer paying
and landlords no longer collecting
and remitting these taxes to the
government, landlords will likely
hesitate to revise their building
standard lease forms. Many com-
mercial lease forms already only
refer generally to a tenant’s obliga-

tion to pay any and all applicable
sales and similar taxes (other than
income or other similar taxes)
levied on rent by any governing
authorities without any specific
reference to Section 212.031,
Fla. Stat. Revising lease forms to
omit this language could leave
landlords financially exposed if
sales tax on rent is reimposed
during a tenant’s multiyear lease
term. Conversely, tenants may
push to remove this boilerplate
language for the exact same rea-
soning: a reversal would result
in an unanticipated tax burden
for a tenant who may already be
many years into the term of their
lease.

Furthermore, purchasers of
commercial property in Florida
need to be mindful of potential
successor liability for sales tax

obligations of sellers, since the
Florida Department of Revenue
has three years from the time a
sales tax return is filed to audit for
potential taxes owed. This can be
avoided if purchasers require and
sellers obtain a certificate of com-
pliance from the Florida Depart-
ment of Revenue. Finally, landlords
should ensure they do not charge
tenants sales tax on commercial
rents after Oct. 1, 2025, by updating
their billing systems or adminis-
trative teams, and tenants should
verify that they are no longer pay-
ing the same.
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ence on the dates and at the times
indicated:
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and Kern, JJ.
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S&S Corp.
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CALENDAR FOR THE
SEPTEMBER TERM

The September 2025 Term will
commence September 2, 2025.
The Court will convene at 2:00 PM.
on Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and
Thursdays, and at 10:00 A.M. on
Fridays. Counsel who desire and
are entitled to argument pursuant
to Section 600.15(a) of the Court’s
rules but have commitments,
including those of a religious
nature, which will make them
unavailable on particular dates
during the term shall notify the
Clerk in writing of such unavailable
dates and reasons therefor, with
copy to adversary, not later than 4
PM. August 7, 2025. This informa-
tion is essential at that time for
consideration in preparation of
the Day Calendars for the term.
No change of calendar date can be
made after the Day Calendars have
been prepared.

Respondents’ briefs are to
be served and filed no later than
August 6, 2025. Appellants’ reply
briefs are to be served and filed no
later than August 15, 2025. The last
day to file stipulations of adjourn-
ment and time requests for oral
argument is August 7, 2025.
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NEW YORK STATE
COURT OF APPEALS

Temporary Waiver of Strict Compliance with
certain Provisions of Section 520.3 and 520.6
of the Rules for the Admission of Attorneys and
Counselors at Law (22 NYCRR 520.3 and 520.6)

At a session of the Court, held at Court of Appeals
Hall in the City of Albany, on the 24th day of July, 2025

Present, HON. ROWAN D. WILSON, Chief Judge,
presiding

ORDER:

WHEREAS, the Court of Appeals recognizes that
a significant number of J.D. and LL.M. students are
experiencing delays obtaining student visas that may
impact their ability to appear on campus, in-person
by the commencement of the Fall 2025 semester; and

WHEREAS, despite these delays, such students
may wish to commence the Fall 2025 semester as
scheduled; and

WHEREAS, the Court of Appeals remains fully com-
mitted to ensuring compliance with the limitations
on distance learning contained in sections 520.3(c)
(2),520.3(c)(3), and 520.6(b)(3)(v), and 520.6(b)(3)
(viii) of the Rules of the Admission of Attorneys and
Counselors at Law (22 NYCRR 520.3[c][2], 520.3[c]
[3], and 520.6[b][3][v], and 520.6[b][3][viii]); and

WHEREAS, the Court of Appeals expects that law
schools and law students will make all reasonable and
practicable efforts consistent with the delays noted
above to comply with the distance learning limita-
tions contained in sections 520.3(c)(2), 520.3(c)(3),
and 520.6(b)(3)(v), and 520.6(b)(3)(viii) of the Rules
of the Admission of Attorneys and Counselors at Law
(22NYCRR 520.3[c][2], 520.3[c][3], and 520.6[b][3]
[v], and 520.6[b][3][viii]); it is

ORDERED that for any J.D. or LL.M. student
enrolled during the Fall 2025 semester at a law school
approved by the American Bar Association, who has
been unable to gain entry to the United States before
the commencement of the Fall 2025 semester due to
delays in processing the student’s visa application,
strict compliance with the distance learning limi-
tations contained in sections 520.3(c)(2), 520.3(¢c)
(3), and 520.6(b)(3)(Vv), and 520.6(b)(3)(viii) of the
Rules of the Admission of Attorneys and Counsel-
ors at Law (22 NYCRR 520.3[c][2], 520.3[c][3], and
520.6[b][3][v], and 520.6[b][3][viii]) is hereby waived
to the extent that any J.D. or LL.M. student who is
issued a visa on or before October 3, 2025 and who
commences in-person instruction within 10 days of
the date the visa is issued, may attend classes via
distance learning until such date; and it is further

ORDERED that, upon satisfying the rules of this
Court in all other respects, and upon an applicant’s
presentation to the New York Board of Law Examin-
ers proof and a certification establishing that the
applicant obtained a visa to enter the United States
on or before October 3, 2025, and regularly attended
courses in-person, on campus within 10 days of the
date the visa was issued, together with a separate
certification from the student’s law school verifying
the same, failure to comply with the above-referenced
provisions shall not bar the applicant from sitting for
the New York bar examination or from being admitted
to the New York bar; and it is further

ORDERED that the above visa deadlines are non-
waivable and petitions for individual waivers of
these deadlines for visa-related issues will not be
considered by the Court.
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Deadline for Amicus Curiae Motions
October Session

The Court has calendared appeals in ‘Clarke v.
Town of Newburgh’ (APL 2025-110) and ‘Matter of
Parker J.” (APL 2025-101) for argument on October 14,
2025. The Court has calendared appeals in Article 13
LLC v Lasalle National Bank Association (CTQ 2025-
1) and Van Dyke v U.S. Bank, National Association
(APL 2025-100) for argument on October 16, 2025.
Motions for permission to file a brief amicus curiae
in these appeals must be served no later than August
26, 2025 and noticed for a return date no later than
September 8, 2025.

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

U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURT
WESTERN DISTRICT

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
Is Accepting Applications for
Western District Bankruptcy Judge

Application Deadine is Aug. 7

The United States Court of Appeals for the Sec-
ond Circuit invites applications from qualified can-
didates for a 14-year appointment as United States
Bankruptcy Judge for the Western District of New
York, with a duty station in Rochester, New York. The
selection process will be confidential and competi-
tive. Applicants will be considered without regard to
race, color, religion, sex, national origin, age, sexual
orientation, or disability.

The current annual salary of a United States Bank-
ruptcy Judge is $227,608.

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

Basic qualifications for consideration include:

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

the applicant has been a member; and

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

Application forms are posted on the Court’s web-
site at http://www.ca2.uscourts.gov.

Completed application packages must be in the
format required by the Second Circuit and received
no later than August 7, 2025.

U.S. BANKRUPTCY COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit
Is Accepting Applications for
Eastern District Bankruptcy Judge

Application Deadline is Aug. 7

The United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit invites applications from qualified candidates
for a 14-year appointment as United States Bankrupt-
cy Judge for the Eastern District of New York. There
are two vacancies in the Eastern District of New York,
one in Brooklyn and one in Central Islip. Applicants
should identify in their cover letter whether they
wish to be considered for Brooklyn, Central Islip, or
both. The selection process will be confidential and
competitive. Applicants will be considered without
regard to race, color, religion, sex, national origin,
age, sexual orientation, or disability.

The current annual salary of a United States Bank-
ruptcy Judge is $227,608.

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

Basic qualifications for consideration include:

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

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

Application forms are posted on the Court’s web-
site at http://www.ca2.uscourts.gov.

Completed application packages must be in the
format required by the Second Circuit and received
no later than August 7, 2025.

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT

Criminal Justice Act Committee Is Accepting
Applications

Deadline is Sept. 8

The Criminal Justice Act Committee of the United
States District Court for the Eastern District of New
York is accepting new applications for appointment,
and applications for reappointment, to the panel of
attorneys under the Criminal Justice Act of 1964,
through September 8, 2025. The Court encourages
highly qualified and experienced criminal defense
attorneys who reflect the diversity of the community
to apply for membership on the CJA Panel for the
District. Assignments to the Panel will be for a three-
year period, beginning January 1, 2026. Applicants
must be admitted and in good standing to practice
in the Eastern District of New York.

Applications may be submitted for assignment to
the Brooklyn or Central Islip panels, or both. The
Committee is also seeking applications from practitio-
ners whose experience is uniquely suited to handling
petitions for post-conviction relief.

All application forms, instructions, and submission
information are available on the Court’s website at:

https://www.nyed.uscourts.gov/criminal-justice-
act-info

New applications and applications for reappoint-
ment, along with all supporting documents, must
be submitted in one flattened PDF file, no later than
September 8, 2025, by electronic submission via the
Court’s website.

Please contact the Clerk of Court at 718-613-2270
if you experience difficulty uploading an application.

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER OF
THE CHIEF JUDGE OF THE
STATE OF NEW YORK

Pursuant to article VI, § 28(c) of the New York State
Constitution and section 211 of the Judiciary Law,
upon consultation with the Administrative Board
of the Courts, and with the approval of the Court of
Appeals of the State of New York, I hereby amend,
effective July 7, 2025, sections 24.6(g), (n) and 25.18 of
the Rules of the Chief Judge, by adding the underlined
material and removing the [bracketed] material, to
read as follows:

PART 24. TIME AND LEAVE
Section 24.6. Other Leaves With Pay

(g) Conferences. Four days’ leave per annum with-
out charge to an employee’s leave credits may be
allowed to attend conferences of recognized pro-
fessional organizations. Such conferences must be
directly related to the employee’s profession [of] or
professional duties. This leave is subject to the prior
approval of the administrative authority and to the
staffing needs of the court or agency.

(n) The Chief Administrator of the Courts or [his
or his] their designee may grant leaves with pay for
reasons not itemized in this Part.
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PART 25. CAREER SERVICE

Section 25.18. Establishment of a Continuing Eli-

The Chief Administrator of the Courts may estab-
lish a continuing eligible list for any class of positions
for which [inadequate numbers of qualified persons
are found available for recruitment or appointment]
such lists are appropriate. The Chief Administrator
may only establish continuing eligible lists for any

class of positions filled through open competitive
examination. Names of eligibles shall be inserted in
such list from time to time as applicants are tested
and found qualified in examinations held at such
intervals as may be prescribed by the Chief Admin-
istrator. Such successive examinations shall, so far
as practicable, be constructed and rated so as to
be equivalent tests of the merit and fitness of can-
didates. The name of any candidate who passes any
such examination and who is otherwise qualified
shall be placed on the continuing eligible list in the
rank corresponding to his or her final rating on such
examination. The period of eligibility of successful
candidates for certification and appointment from
such continuing eligible list, as a result of any such
examination, shall be fixed by the Chief Administra-
tor but, except as a list may reach an announced
terminal date, such period shall not be less than
one year; nor shall such period of eligibility exceed
four years, except as provided in section 25.17 of this
Part. Subject to such conditions and limitations as

the Chief Administrator may prescribe, a candidate
may take more than one such examination; provided,
however, that no such candidate shall be certified
simultaneously with more than one rank on the con-
tinuing eligible list. With respect to any candidate
who applies for and is granted additional credit in
any such examination as a disabled or nondisabled
veteran, and for the limited purpose of granting such
additional credit, the eligible list shall be deemed to
be established on the date on which his or her name

is added thereto.

Chief Judge of the State of New York

FIRST DEPARTMENT
APPELLATE TERM

Filing Dates for the September Term

The September 2025 Term of the Court will begin

on Sept. 2, 2025.

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

The Clerk’s Return, Record on Appeal, Appendices,
Notice of Argument and Appellant’s Briefs must be
filed on or before July 8, 2025.

Respondent’s Briefs must filed on or before July

31, 2025.

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

August 8, 2025.
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(NY 1138/2021)

24/3726 People v. Bahiyud Gant
(NY 73055/2022)

24/0551 People v. Barron Spruill
(BX 70861/2021)

21/3431 People v. Barron Williams
(BX 1461/2019)

19/5343 People v. Brahima Djalo
(BX 2589/2016)

22/2962 People v. Brandon Holley
(NY 2286/2018)

22/4743 People v. Brandon Smith
(BX 256/2021)

20/1447 People v. Brandon Smith
(BX 357/2019)

20/0997 People v. Brian Gutierez
(BX 1865/2019)

23/5567 People v. Calvin Peterkin
(BX 758/2021)

23/2138 People v. Carl Moultrie (NY
928/2020)

23/6131 People v. Carlos Gonzalez
(BX 487/2020)

21/2475 People v. Carlos Guzman
(BX 70447/2020)

22/5592 People v. Chad Hooks (NY
2631/2017)

22/5068 People v. Charles Johnson
(NY 1254/2018)

24/3400 People v. Charlie Casillas
(BX 73076/2022)

22/5518 People v. Chevanie Gordon
(BX 73839/2022)

24/1981 People v. Choncey Chance
(NY 72384/2023)

17/2377 People v. Christian Jachero
(NY 3736/2015)

22/5406 People v. Christian
Saunders (NY 2169/2021)

23/3935 People v. Christopher
Harrison (BX 71316/2022)

23/2035 People v. Christopher
Maldonado (BX 73259/2022)

2019-5145People v. Claudio Rivera
(NY 2745/2017)

22/3053 People v. Corey Key (NY
70217/2021)

21/2877 People v. Creig Bleyden
(BX 2175/2019)

19/4665 People v. Cristian
Compres-Moreno (NY 68/2019)

22/3041 People v. Daevon Jones
(BX 1120/2019)

20/0300 People v. Daniel Newell
(NY 1778/2018)

22/3393 People v. Daquan D. (BX
70736/2022)

23/0695 People v. Dashin Simmons
(BX 1210/2021)

22/1402 People v. David Taylor (NY
879/2021)

24/0219 People v. David Young (BX
423/2021)

23/5574 People v. Davon Best Kelly
(BX 70088/2023)

23/5813 People v. Derek Johnson
(BX 4710/1988)

20/1196 People v. Derrick Harris
(BX 2099/2019)

19/4645 People v. Diane Hunt (NY
2907/2017)

24/0206 People v. Douglas Williams
(BX 71328/2021)

22/0046 People v. Duntrell Calderon
(NY 3507/2019)

2018-2398People v. Dwight Furet
(NY 1523/2016)

2018-1432People v. Eigidio Lind
(BX 3399/2012)

25/0874 People v. Eligio Orellana
(NY 71503/2023)

24/7843 People v. Eligio Orellana
(BX 73457/2023)

23/1876 People v. Elijah Santiago
(NY 71159/2021)

24/4564 People v. Elston Howell
(NY 3058/2019)

24/6990 People v. Elvin Pacha
aka Elvin Fernandez (NY
73890/2023)

2018-2631People v. Emmet Allen,
Sr. (BX407/2017)

21/4557 People v. Esteban Dejesus
(BX 995/2021)

21/3191 People v. Esteban Villaman
Almonte (BX 867/2019)

22/4891 People v. Felipe Solar (NY
6127/2002)

2019-1470People v. Ferdinand
Rivera (NY 3418/2016)

21/3294 People v. Fernando
PonceDeLeon (NY 455/2021)

23/3553 People v. Franklin Cabrera-
Fernandez (NY 2808/2017)

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

2019-1856People v. Gary Jacques
(NY 9179/1991)

23/0298 People v. Geoffrey Tracy
(NY 2956/2018)

22/2187 People v. George McTaggart
(NY 158/2021)

24/3398 People v. Gerard Hines (BX
74840/2023)

24/4374 People v. Gino Sozio (NY
70510/2023)

24/3388 People v. Glenn Pointdexter
(BX 74610/2023)

2019-2288People v. Gudberto
Melendez (BX 2829/2016)

23/3868 People v. Gustin
JeanBaptiste (NY 75363/2022)

20/2148 People v. Horaceo Gayle
(BX 2220/2018)

24/5365 People v. Ignacio
Vasquetelles (BX 72490/2023)

20/1785People v. Isaiah Iyasere
(BX 1509/2019)

23/1916 People v. Isaiah Rivera (BX
634/2020)

24/2415People v. Israel Rivera (BX
72395/2023)

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

24/3828 People v. Jahfione Johnson
(BX 72108/2024)

24/4487 People v. Jaiden Dechabert
(NY 75507/2023)

23/4195 People v. Jamel Richardson
(NY 71112/2021)

23/2642 People v. Jason Peguero
(BX 73144/2022)

23/1296 People v. Jason
Washington (NY 3054/2018)

24/3082 People v. Jateise Leak (NY
72427/2022)

24/2809 People v. Jateise Leak (BX
72953/2022)

24/3727 People v. Javien Mazyck
(BX 70614/2023)

23/0571 People v. Javier Rosario
(BX 854/2021)

24/0691 People v. Javier Santiago
(NY 75468/2022)

22/4871 People v. Jay Smith (BX
30/2017)

24/0469 People v. Jaytiwon Braxton
(NY 1384/2020)

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

22/2133 People v. Jeffrey Davis (NY
357/2020)

20/1314 People v. Jeffrey Tartt (BX
1913/2018)

23/5623 People v. Jelani Berkley
(BX 70946/2023)

24/6135 People v. Jeremiah
Martinez (NY 75230/2022)

24/6181 People v. Jeremiah
Martinez (NY 74113/2022)

22/0048 People v. Jeremiah Rivera
(NY 1082/2019)

22/4436 People v. Jeremy Scott-
Mason (NY 2032/2021)

24/2558 People v. Jesse Joucoo (NY
2330/2018)

23/0785People v. Jeury Marte (NY
4081/2019)

24/4591 People v. Jhowali S. (BX
72681/2023)

24/4821 People v. Joel R. (BX
71378/2022)

24/0806 People v. Jonathan Alfonso
(BX 2853/2010)

24/5366 People v. Jorge L. Andujar
(BX 73760/2023)

20/4947 People v. Jorge Lazaro (NY
2082/2016)

22/5224 People v. Jorge Louis (BX
32/2020)

22/1871 People v. Jose Almodovar
(BX 282/2020)

23/2650 People v. Jose Alvarado
(NY 255/2004)

24/4019 People v. Jose C. Rivera
(BX 71561/2023)

20/2163 People v. Jose Matias (NY
4295/2017)

23/3137People v. Jose Monserrate
(BX 486/2020)

23/0205 People v. Jose Perez (BX
40/2021)

23/6021 People v. Jose S. (BX
1274/2012)

24/5503 People v. Joseph Campbell
(BX 74965/2023)

24/1075 People v. Joseph Evans (BX
70258/2023)

23/0552 People v. Joseph Garcia
(NY 1487/2020)

24/1784 People v. Joseph R. (BX
71568/2023)

2019-986People v. Joseph Urgitano
(BX 1561/2016)

19/5333 People v. Joshua Buchanan
(BX 247/2019)

24/3830 People v. Joshua Roman
(BX 72966/2023)

24/1718 People v. Josian Normil
(BX 72564/2022)

2018-4928People v. Juan Rosario
(BX 2515/2014)

23/1052 People v. Juan Sosa C. (BX
70258/2021)

23/5115 People v. Julio Cuevas (BX
72111/2023)

23/2676 People v. Junior Zorrilla
(NY 600/2018)

24/1001 People v. Kahreem Perry
(NY 70769/2021)

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

22/1624 People v. Karon Agurs (NY
2338/2021)

24/3022 People v. Keiron
Montgomery (NY 76044/2023)

2017-1547People v. Kenneth
Ferguson (NY 2740/15)

24/0817 People v. Kenyatta Elvin
(BX 71128/2023)

22/2674 People v. Kevin Hawse (BX
981/2019)

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

23/6489 People v. Kori Powell (BX
74647/2022)

24/0483 People v. Kyle Hardison
(NY 2988/2001)

24/6343 People v. Lamar Witthall
(BX 70387/2020)

23/1932 People v. Lamont Hood (NY
74393/2022)

24/3832 People v. Lance Lombard
(BX 73810/2023)

23/6750 People v. Lawrence Downey
(NY 1799/2020)

25/0616 People v. Leonard Lewis
(BX 72876/2022)

22/4809 People v. Liz Thompson
(NY 1593/2021)

22/5672 People v. Lloyd Anderson
(BX 71312/2022)

2017-2061People v. Lonzell Green
(NY 2373/2014)

22/3048 People v. Lonzell Green
(NY 894/2020)

24/6240 People v. Louis McDonald
(BX 72250/2022)

23/4594 People v. Lucas Almonte
(NY 3945/2019)

24/2352 People v. Luis Lopez (BX
74987/2023)

22/5211 People v. Luis Morales (BX
71333/2021)

24/0624 People v. Luis Ortiz (BX
74810/2023)

20/1659 People v. Luis Sastre (BX
4712/2009)

24/0555 People v. Luz Hernandez
(BX 72841/2023)

24/2316 People v. Malachi Williams
(NY 71530/2023)

24/5035 People v. Manuel Vega (BX
73404/2023)

19/4977 People v. Mark White (NY
3865/2015)

23/1032 People v. Markuise McGrier
(BX 1493/2021)

23/3397 People v. Mata Balogh (BX
70327/2023)

23/0877 People v. Maurice Reid (NY
523/2019)

22/3039 People v. Mauro Vivar (BX
272/2019)

24/0474 People v. Mbarek Lafrem
(NY 1155/2010)

22/4917 People v. Melissa
Concepcion (NY 72742/2022)

23/5811 People v. Michael Cortes
(BX 70196/2022)

22/2517 People v. Michael Mangual
(BX 70778/2021)

19/3849 People v. Michael McNeil
(NY 2342/2018)

23/3631 People v. Michael Ortiz (BX
73484/2022)

24/7612 People v. Michael Worrell
(BX 72226/2022)

22/3528 People v. Mohamed Qatabi
(NY 4477/2018)

20/3318 People v. Mustapha Ouanes
(NY 3765/2010)

24/7841 People v. Nelson Rivera
(BX 70029/2022)

19/3817 People v. Nicole Fields (NY
3143/2018)

22/4915 People v. Norman Croney
(NY 3212/2013)

19/4847 People v. Orlando Correa
(BX 2562/2018)

23/3063 People v. Pedro Rodriguez
(BX 90020/2005)

2017-1245People v. Pedro Vinent
(NY 4710/2013)

24/0565 People v. Peter Showers
(BX 2356/2015)

24/3834 People v. Pharaoh Holmes
(BX 74216/2022)

23/0631 People v. Phillip Pine (NY
1073/2021)

21/3101 People v. Precila Smith (BX
279/2020)

21/2052 People v. Prince Bryan (NY
1378/2016)

20/1855 People v. Quaran Rich (NY
4524/2018)

24/3393 People v. Rafael
Carrasquillo (BX 72787/2022)

2019-3902People v. Rafael
Fontanez (NY 1051/18)

20/2179 People v. Rafael Jimenez
(NY 699/2019)

22/4434 People v. Rafael Silva (NY
1609/2020)

2018-4467People v. Rahim Ali (NY
2017/2016)

19/4061 People v. Raymond Clarida
(BX 2858/2017)

23/0410 People v. Reginald Banks
(NY 892/2021)

18/4169 People v. Reynaldo Andino
(NY 1029/2017)

23/0213 People v. Reynaldo Peguero
(BX 1058/2019)

19/3855 People v. Richard Johnson
(NY 1115/2018)

2019-3864People v. Ricky Moore
(NY 5652/2014)

24/4020 People v. Roberson Ortiz
(BX 71607/2024)

23/6318 People v. Robert Louis (NY
2923/2017)

24/1633 People v. Robert Valgean
(NY 70718/2021)

2018-563 People v. Robin Rosser
(NY 634/2014)

24/1086 People v. Rodney Sanders
(NY 73907/2023)

24/5490 People v. Romeo Carrion
(NY 74593/2023)

24/6067 People v. Roniel Dotel (BX
71998/2023)

2019-3571People v. Ronny Rocha
(BX 2088/2014)

23/5557 People v. Ruben Flores (BX
73421/2023)

23/0959 People v. Samuel Ortega
(BX 70140/2022)

23/1544 People v. Saquan Jackson
(BX 159/2021)

24/0558 People v. Sergio Quinones
(BX 71728/2023)

23/0505 People v. Shakim Lassiter
(BX 344/2021)

2019-5884People v. Shaquana
Carter (NY 1593/17)

23/3512 People v. Shaquille Dinkins
(NY 74869/2022)

23/6305 People v. Shariff McBryde
(BX 72898/2022)

18/4233 People v. Sharonda Hart
(NY 1314/16)

23/0938 People v. Shawn Batista
(BX 459/2021)

23/1046 People v. Souleymane
Diaby (NY 2047/2021)

23/6477 People v. Stanley Lafleur
(NY 75601/2022)

21/3608 People v. Stephen Jackson
(BX 1047/1983)

24/3780 People v. Sterling Wade
(BX 71531/2023)

24/4665 People v. Steve Darbasie
(NY 70819/2023)

24/4952 People v. Steven
Hernandez (BX 70372/2023)

24/1428 People v. Steven McEnaney
(NY 70297/2022)

2015-2278People v. Steven Walters
(BX 3713/2014)

24/2029 People v. Syndou Cisse (NY
70546/2023)

24/0822 People v. Syndou Cisse (BX
71052/2023)

2019-4036People v. Tara McDonald
(NY 2025/14)

24/5626 People v. Tariq
Gouldbourne (BX 70800/2024)

23/6486 People v. Tawana Dobson
(NY 70910/2022)

23/0933 People v. Tayquan Wilson
(BX 225/2021)

23/0169 People v. Thomas Nicholas
(NY 71672/2022)

22/5269 People v. Tony Manley (NY
3214/2019)

24/0609 People v. Travain Hillaire
(NY 71235/2023)

24/4364 People v. Travis Glasgow
(NY 74204/2023)

24/3853 People v. Travis Rodriguez
(BX 584/2021)

22/3391 People v. Trevon Small (NY
70051/2022)

23/0306 People v. Trump
Corporation (NY 1473/2021)

24/4029 People v. Tyesheek Ruffin
(NY 74066/2023)

24/4037 People v. Tyesheek Ruffin
(NY 72749/2023)

22/1938 People v. Umar Alli (NY
1167/2018)

22/2027 People v. Unique Woodfin
(BX 1239/2016)

22/4342 People v. Vadim Shilman
(BX 72654/2022)

2018-1099People v. Walter Xicay
(NY 2840/2016)

22/3361 People v. Wilfredo Gonzalez
(NY 2/2021)

24/7294 People v. William Blackman
(NY 71752/2024)

2019-1433People v. William Caruth
(BX 300/2016)

22/3915 People v. William Hooks
(NY 5588/1997)

21/0134 People v. William Prieto
(NY 2123/2019)

22/0583 People v. William Rivera
(NY 447/2019)

23/1682 People v. Willie Santos (BX
67/2021)

22/4459 People v. Xavier Rivera (BX
631/2021)

22/4656 People v. Zachary
Louissant (BX 633/2019)

24/6239 People v. Zion Holley (BX
71116/2024)

19/4979 People v. David Rivera (NY
3635/2016)

APPELLATE
TERM

60 Centre Street
Room 401

10 AM.

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.

New York
County

SUPREME COURT

Ex-Parte
Motion Part
And
Special Term
Part

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

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

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

IAS PARTS

1 Silvera: 300 (60 Centre)

2 Sattler: 212 (60 Centre)

3 Cohen, J.: 208 (60 Centre)

4 Kim: 308 (80 Centre)

5 Kingo: 320 (80 Centre)

6 King: 351 (60 Centre)

7 Lebovits: 345 (60 Centre)

8 Kotler: 278 (80 Centre)

9 Capitti: 355 (60 Centre)

11 Frank: 412 (60 Centre)

12 Stroth: 328 (80 Centre)

13 Schumacher 304 (71 Thomas)

14 Bluth: 432 (60 Centre)

15 Johnson: 116 (60 Centre)

17 Hagler: 335 (60 Centre)

18 Tisch: 104 (71 Thomas)

19 Sokoloff: 540 (60 Centre)

20 Kaplan: 422 (60Centre)

21 Tsai: 280 (80 Centre)

22 Chin: 136 (80 Centre)

23 Schumacher 304 (71 Thomas)

24 Katz: 325 (60 Centre)

25 Marcus: 1254 (111 Centre)

26 James, T.: 438 (60 Centre)

27 Dominguez: 289 (80 Centre)

28 Tingling: 543 (60 Centre)

29 Ramirez: 311 (71 Thomas)

30 McMahon: Virtual (60 Centre)

32 Kahn: 1127B (111 Centre)

33 Rosado: 442 (60 Centre)

34 Ramseur: 341 (60 Centre)

35 Perry-Bond: 684 (111 Centre)

36 Saunders: 205 (71 Thomas)

37 Engoron: 418 (60 Centre)

38 Crawford: 1166 (111 Centre)

39 Clynes: 232 (60 Centre)

41 Moyne: 327 (80 Centre)

42 Morales-Minera: 574 (111
Centre)

43 Reed: 222 (60 Centre)

44 Pearlman: 321 (60 Centre)

45 Patel: 428 (60 Centre)

46 Latin: 210 (71 Thomas)

47 Goetz: 1021 (111 Centre)

48 Masley: 242 (60 Centre)

49 Chan: 252 (60 Centre)

50 Sweeting: 279 (80 Centre)

51 Headley: 122 (80 Centre)

52 Sharp: 1045 (111 Centre)

53 Borrok: 238 (60 Centre)

54 Schecter: 228 (60 Centre)

55 d’Auguste: 103 (71 Thomas)

56 Kelley: 204 (71 Thomas)

57 Kraus: 218 (60 Centre)

58 Cohen, D.: 305 (71 Thomas)

60 Crane: 248 (60 Centre)

61 Bannon: 232 (60 Centre)

59 James, D.: 331 (60 Centre)

62 Chesler: 1127A (111 Centre)

65 Reo: 307 (80 Centre)

MFPKahn: 1127B (111 Centre)

MMSP-1: 1127B (111 Centre)

IDV Dawson: 1604 (100 Centre)

PART 40TR
JUDICIAL MEDIATION
On Rotating Schedule:

13 Silvera: 300 (60 Centre)

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 18
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LIQUOR LICENSES

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
121619 has been applied for
by Restaurant Associates,
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 750
7th Ave., Floors 4 and 5, NY,

NY 10019

12594 au6-W aul3
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
121637 has been applied for
by Restaurant Associates,
Inc serving Dbeer, wine,
liquor, mead, and cider to
be sold at retail for on
premises consumption in a
Catering Establishment for
the premises located at 1585
Broadway Floors 26 and 27
NY, NY 10019.
12595

au6-W aul3
OTICE IS HEREBY
given that an On-

Premise Catering Establish-
ment Full Liquor License
Application ID NA-0346-25-
121599 has been applied for
by Restaurant Associates,
Inc serving Dbeer, wine,
liquor, mead, and cider to
be sold at retail for on
premises consumption in a
Catering Establishment for
the premises located at One
New York Plaza Floor 3 NY

NY 10004.
12596 au6-W aul3

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that an On-
Premise Restaurant Full
Liquor License, NYS Appli-
cation ID: NA-0340-25-
123481 has been applied for
by Chubby Cattle BBQ
Spring St. NYC LLC 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 206
Spring St New York NY
10012.

12622 au6-W aul3

OTICE IS HEREBY

given that a license, se-
rial #NA-0240-25-121395 for
beer and wine has been ap-
plied for by the under-
signed to sell beer & wine at
retail in a restaurant under
the ABC Law at 89B Canal
St., New York, NY 10002 for

on-premises consumption;
Fooood LLC .
12030 jy30-W au6

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

CODA ESTATE LAW PLLC.
Filed 7/2/25. Office: NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 60 E
42nd St, Ste 4600, NY, NY
10165. Purpose: LAW.

12590 au6-w s10

SZENK ATELIER ARCHI-
TECTS PLLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
7/9/25. Office in Nassau Co.
SSNY design. Agent of LLC
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to The PLLC 92
Lancia Dr E Norwich NY
11732. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11680 Jullé w Aug20
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH

PHYSICIAN, PLLC Articles
of Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 6/9/25. Office in Nas-
sau Co. SSNY design. Agent
of LLC upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to vS-
tate Filings LLC 301 Mill Rd
Ste U5 Hewlett NY 11557.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
10929 Jul2 w Augé

GAMBONE LAW PLLC. Filed
with SSNY on 06/20/2025. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent
for process and shall mail to:
137 HAMILTON AVE, MASS-
APEQUA, NY 11758. Pur-

pose: Law
11398 jy9-W aul3
MARINA ORPHANIDES

MENTAL HEALTH COUN-
SELING, PLLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/01/25. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the PLLC wupon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to the PLLC,
7 Karen Road, Glen Cove, NY
11542. Purpose: For the prac-
tice of the profession of Men-
tal Health Counseling.

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BUSY BUDDIES OC-
CUPATIONAL THERAPY,
PLLC. Art. Of Org. filed with
the Sect’y of State of NY
(SSNY) on 05/30/25. Office in
Nassau County. SSNY has
been designated as agent of
the PLLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the PLLC, 220
CENTRAL AVE APT C2
LAWRENCE, NY, 11559. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose
11070 Jul2 w Augb

OTICE OF FORMATION

of REDDING LEGAL
PLLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 4/14/2025 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against PLLC
to 3 Columbus Cir, 15th FI,
New York, NY 10019. Pur-
pose: law practlce
12012 Jy23 W Au27

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

NOTICE OF QUAL. of AS-
CEND AUTISM MEDICAL
DIAGNOSTIC SERVICES,
PLLC, Authority filed with
the SSNY on 06/25/2025. Of-
fice loc: Westchester County.
PLLC formed in CT on
02/04/2025. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process against the PLLC
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The PLLC,
22 Saw Mill River Road,
Suite 101, Hawthorne, NY
10532. Cert of Formation
filed with CT Sec. of State,
Commercial Recording Div.,
P.O. Box 150470, Hartford, CT
06115. Purpose: To practice
the profession of: Medicine

11163 jy2-W au6

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of THE MODERN
WELLNESS COLLECTIVE,
PLLC. Application for au-
thority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
6/4/2025. Office location: NY
County. PLLC formed in Illi-
nois (IL) on 9/16/2023. SSNY
designated as agent of PLLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 661 W Lake
St, Ste 2S, Chicago, IL 60661.
Cert. of formation filed with
Secy. of State of IL, 501 S Sec-
ond St, Rm 351, Springfield,
IL 62756. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
11142 Jyl6 W Au20

OTICE OF QUAL. of AS-
CEND AUTISM BEHAV-
IORAL SERVICES, PLLC,
Authority filed with the
SSNY on 06/25/2020. Office

loc:  Westchester County.
PLLC formed in CT on
09/20/2019. SSNY is desig-

nated as agent upon whom
process against the PLLC
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The PLLC,
22 Saw Mill River Road,
Suite 101 , Hawthorne, NY
10532. Cert of Formation
filed with CT Sec. of State,
Commercial Recording Div.,
P.O. Box 150470, Hartford, CT
06115. Purpose: To practice
the profession of: Applied
Behavior Analysis.

11166 jy2-W au6

OTICE OF QUAL. of AS-

CEND AUTISM OT &
SLP SERVICES, PLLC, Au-
thority filed with the SSNY
on 06/02/2025. Office loc:
Westchester County. PLLC
formed in CT on 06/21/2024.
SSNY is designated as agent
upon whom process against
the PLLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The PLLC, 22 Saw Mill River
Road, Suite 101, Hawthorne,
NY 10532. Cert of Formation
filed with CT Sec. of State,
Commercial Recording Div.,
P.O. Box 150470, Hartford, CT
06115. Purpose: To practice
the profession of: Occupa-
tional Therapy & Speech
Language Pathology.
1116 jy2-W au6

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

1220 HARBOR RD LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 07/29/25. 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, 1091
Duston Road, Valley Stream,
NY 11581. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.
12629

11452 jy9-W aul3
OTICE OF FORMATION
of GWERTZMAN

LEFKOWITZ & SULLIVAN,
PLLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 06/09/2025.0ffice lo-
cation: New York SSNY desg.
as agent of PLLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process to
122 EAST 42ND STREET
SUITE 1607, NEW YORK,
NY, 10168.Any lawful pur-

pose.
11695 Jullé w Aug20

au6-W s10
1263 LLC filed 9/21/16. Cty:
Bronx. SSNY desig. for

process & shall mail to: 4301
37th St, LIC, NY 11101. Purp:

any lawful.
12571 au6-W s10

OTICE OF FORMATION
of Samantha Tsai DDS
PLLC, Art. of Org. filed with
Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
6/17/25. Cty: New York. SSNY

AMRON AMRON LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 07/29/2025 Office loc: NY
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent upon whom
process against the LLC may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Yael Amron, 121
West 77th Street, Apt 1, NY,
NY 10024. Purpose: Any Law-

ful Purpose.
12573 au6-W s10

LLCFREY LLC. Filed 4/18/25.
Office: NY Co. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall

FOUNDATIONS

The Annual return of Marsha
Jane Shainwald Fund for So-
cial Justice for the calendar
year ended December 31st,
2024 is available at its princi-
pal office located at 15 Cen-
tral Park West Apt 8B, New
York, NY 10023 for inspec-
tion during regular business
hours by any citizen who re-
quests it within 180 days
hereof. Principal Manager of

the Foundation is Laurie
Kleeger.
12523 Au06

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

DUNCAN ROAD DEVELOP-
ERS LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 07/29/2025.
Office loc: Nassau County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Rosedale, Dra-
pala & Sforza CPAs, 2001
Grove Street, Wantagh, NY
11793. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

12575 au6-W s10
EL PRADO LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/16/25. 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, PO.
Box 231027, Great Neck, NY
11023. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

12624 au6-Ww s10
FROWARD, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/29/25. 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, 129
Third Street, Mineola, NY
11501. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
au6-Ww s10

12627
IVY DWELLINGS, LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 07/29/2025. Office loc: Nas-
sau County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 100 Garvies Point Road,
Unit 1120, Glen Cove, NY
11542. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.
12574 au6-W s10
LJD SERVICES LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/29/25. 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, 8 Craig
Street, Jericho, NY 11753.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
12628 au6-W s10
M2 METHOD CONSULTING
LLC. Filed 6/13/25. Office: NY
Co. SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 101
W 24th St, Unit 11e, NY, NY
10011. Purpose: General.

12593 au6-W s10
MIMAMAKIM LLC. Filed
3/6/25. Office: Bronx Co.

SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 1969
Haight Ave, Bronx, NY 10461.
Purpose: General.

12584 au6-W s10

MINERVA STRATEGIES
LLC. Filed 5/21/25. Office: NY
Co. SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 300 E
56th St Apt 26m, NY, NY
10022. Registered Agent:
United States Corporation
Agents, Inc., 7014 13th Ave ,
Ste 202, Bklyn, NY 11228.
Purpose: General.

12586 au6-w s10

OM SHADOW LLC. Filed
5/31/25. Office: NY Co. SSNY
desig. as agent for process &
shall mail to: 228 Park Ave S
#195985, NY, NY 10003. Regis-
tered Agent: United States
Corporation Agents, Inc.,
7014 13th Ave , Ste 202, Bklyn,
NY 11228. Purpose: General.

12585 au6-W s10

PAOLILLO HOLDINGS LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/30/2025. 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, 172 Carriage Lane ,
Plainview, NY 11803. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

12577 au6-w s10

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

SKT UNLIMITED L.L.C,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 08/01/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 105 Maxess Road,

Suite #124 Melville, NY
11747. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

12578 au6-W s10
SOPHY STYLE LLC. Filed
4/1/25. Office: Bronx Co.

SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: Raul
J Guzman Salinas, 1075
Grand Concourse, Apt # Am,
Bronx, NY 10452. Purpose:

General.
12583 au6-w s10

STAR ON THE HUDSON
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 07/30/2025. 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, 95 Hud-
son Ave, Freeport, NY 11520.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-

pose.
12576 au6-W s10

STUDIO ANDREANI LLC.
Filed 7/14/25. Office: NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 20
River Rd, 21, NY, NY 10044.
Purpose: General,

125389 au6-W s10

PEMBROKE ZCG LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 7/31/25. Office in
Nassau Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 589 5th
Ave Ste 1305 NY, NY 10017.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
12607 Augé w Sept10

132 6TH Owner LLC filed w/
SSNY 5/5/25. Off. in NY Co.
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to c/o DNA Develop-
ment, 41 Union Sq. W, Ste.
1423, NY, NY 10003. Any law-

ful purpose.
11480 Jull6 w Aug20

628 GOLF DRIVE LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 7/9/25. Office in
Nassau Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 627 Golf
Dr Valley Stream NY 11581.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11679 Jull6 w Aug20

DNA 132 Sixth LLC filed w/
SSNY 3/12/25. Off. in NY Co.
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 41 Union
Sq. W, Ste. 1423, NY, NY
10003. Any lawful purpose.

11479 Jull6 w Aug20

THE EVENT TWINS LLC
Arts of Org. filed SSNY
2/24/2025 Bronx Co. SSNY de-
sign agent for process & shall
mail to 2175 NEW ENGLAND
TRWY, APT. 5, BRONX, NY,
10475 General Purpose

12017 Jul23 w Aug27

THE HAUNTED DISCO LLC
Arts of Org. filed SSNY
4/10/2025 New York Co. SSNY
design agent for process &
shall mail to 41 STATE St, #
112, ALBANY, NY, 12207 Gen-

eral Purpose
1202 Jul23 w Aug27

1077 HALL PL LLC. Filed
1/25/2023. Office: Bronx Co.
SSNY designated as agent
for process & shall mail to:
1860 51ST STREET, BROOK-
LYN, NY 11204. Purpose:

General.
11055 Jul2 w Augé

15HYH LLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
6/20/25. Office in NY Co.

SSNY design. Agent of LLC
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to The LLC 553 W
30th St Unit 78C NY, NY
10001. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
10965 Jul2 w Aug6

A&B HVAC SOLUTIONS LLC
Arts of Org. filed SSNY
6/16/2025 Bronx Co. SSNY de-
sign agent for process & shall
mail to 41 STATE ST, # 112,
ALBANY, NY, 12207 General

Purpose
11171 Jul2 w Augé

ABYV Hospitality LLC filed w/
SSNY 6/20/25. Off. in Nassau
Co. Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 245 Ever-
green Ave, Bethpage, NY
11714. Any lawful purpose.

10863 Jul2 w Augé

ANJANEYA INNOVATIONS
LLC Arts of Org. filed SSNY
1/24/2025 New York Co. SSNY
design agent for process &
shall mail to 41 STATE ST, #
112, ALBANY, NY, 12207 Gen-

eral Purpose
11172 Jul2 w Augé

ART JW LLC Arts of Org.
filed SSNY 3/6/2025 New York
Co. SSNY design agent for
process & shall mail to 131
7TH AVE, # 251, NEW YORK,
NY, 10011 General Purpose

11183 Jul2 w Augé

AUGUSTINE CREATIVE
LLC Articles of Org. filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 5/5/25.
Office in NY Co. SSNY de-
sign. Agent of LLC upon
whom process may Dbe
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to Courtney Kier-
sznowski 39 Newel St Apt 1R
Brooklyn NY 11222. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.

11136 Jul2 w Augé

GWEISTAR TROYCO LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY Sec.
of State (SSNY) 1/20/25. Office
in NY Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.

SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 228 Park
Ave S #675014 NY, NY 10003.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.

11131 Jul2 w Augé

MAZEL INVESTORS LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY Sec.
of State (SSNY) 6/9/25. Office
in Nassau Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 2 Beech
Dr Great Neck NY 11024.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
1 Jul2 w Augé

OSKI BRUTUS LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 6/25/2025
New York Co. SSNY design
agent for process & shall
mail to 99 WEST
HAWTHORNE AVE. # 408,
VALLEY STREAM, NY, 11580
General Purpose

11185 Jul2 w Augé

RHYTHMIC ARTS CENTER
LLC Arts of Org. filed SSNY
1/29/2025 New York Co. SSNY
design agent for process &
shall mail to 41 STATE ST, #
112, ALBANY, NY, 12207 Gen-
eral Purpose

11179 Jul2 w Augé

SCIENTIFICUS CONSULT-
ING LLC Arts of Org. filed
SSNY 2/26/2025 New York Co.
SSNY design agent for
process & shall mail to 41
STATE ST, # 112, ALBANY,
NY, 12207 General Purpose

11182 Jul2 w Augé

SJK COMMUNICATION
VENTURES, LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 12/9/2024
New York Co. SSNY design
agent for process & shall
mail to 41 STATE ST, # 112,
ALBANY, NY, 12207 General

Purpose
11181 Jul2 w Augé

STECK CAPITAL PART-
NERS LLC Arts of Org. filed
SSNY 6/20/2025 New York Co.
SSNY design agent for
process & shall mail to 41
STATE ST, # 112, ALBANY,
NY, 12207 General Purpose

11177 Jul2 w Augé

STECKVANTAGE LLC Arts
of Org. filed SSNY 2/12/2025
New York Co. SSNY design
agent for process & shall
mail to 41 STATE ST, # 112,
ALBANY, NY, 12207 General

Purpose
11174 Jul2 w Augé

Garg Realty LLC filed w/
SSNY 7/7/25. Off. in Nassau
Co. Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 15 Quail
Run, Old Westbury, NY
11568. Any lawful purpose.

11562 Jullé w Aug20

GREENBRIDGE CAPITAL
GROUP LLC. Filed 7/1/2025.
Office: Nassau Co. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 185 GREAT
NECK RD SUITE 400A,
GREAT NECK, NY 11021.
Purpose: General.

11646 Jull6 w Aug20

BAREFOOT PRODUCTS LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY Sec.
of State (SSNY) 6/13/25. Office
in Nassau Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 257
Cedarhurst Ave Cedarhurst
NY 11516. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Jul2 w Augé

YID PROJECTS LLC Articles
of Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 6/12/25. Office in Nas-
sau Co. SSNY design. Agent
of LLC upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to The
LLC 74 Hartwell P1 Wood-
mere NY 11598. Purpose: Any

lawful activity.
930 Jul2 w Augé

168-07 84 AVE LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/14/2025. 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: Jamilur Chaud-
hury, 168-07 84th Avenue, Ja-
maica Hills, NY 11432. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

11728 jy16-W au20

2ND AVE LADYBUG LLC
Art. Of Org. Filed Sec. of
State of NY 7/8/2025. Off.
Loc.: Nassau Co. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY to mail copy of
process to The LLC, 5
Bayview Avenue, Port Wash-
ington, NY 11050, USA. Pur-
ptose Any lawful act or activ-

11y.
11727 jy16-W au20

GN JEWELRY & FASHION
PLAZA LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/15/2025. 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: Granad Khan, 89-
06 120th Street, Richmond
Hill, NY 11418. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.

11733 jy16-W au20

FLAMINGO PLATFORM
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 06/24/2025. 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: Zenbusiness Inc.,
41 State Street, Ste 112, Al-
bany, NY 12207. Reg Agent:
Zenbusiness Inc., 41 State
Street, Ste 112, Albany, NY

12207. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.
12066 jy23-W au27

110 MINEOLA AVE REALTY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 06/23/25. 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, 110 Mineola Avenue,
Roslyn Heights, NY 11577.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

pose.
1 1155 jy2-W au6

121 DEAN LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
06/23/25. 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, 130
Stewart Avenue, Hicksville,
NY 11801. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

11151 jy2-W au6

Karma Alliance , LLC filed
w/ SSNY 7/8/25. Off. in Nas-
sau Co. Process served to
SSNY - desig. as agt. of PLLC
& mailed to the LLC, 25 New-
bridge Rd, Ste. 311,
Hicksville, NY 11801. Any
lawful purpose.

11564 Jull6 w Aug20

BOWERY CONSULTING
LABS LLC Arts of Org. filed
SSNY 5/9/2025 New York Co.
SSNY design agent for
process & shall mail to 41
STATE ST, # 112, ALBANY,
NY, 12207 General Purpose

11175 Jul2 w Aug6

Rechler Football Manage-
ment LLC filed w/ SSNY
7/18/25. Off. in Nassau Co.
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 85 S. Ser-
vice Rd, Plainview, NY 11803.
Any lawful purpose.

12098 Jul30 w Sept3

122 GLENN AVE LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/20/25. 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, c/o
Walter Von Holt III, 14 Maple
Place, Huntington, NY 11743.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
11150 jy2-W au6

PandaQueen LLC filed w/
SSNY 3/19/25. Off. in Nassau
Co. Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to Panda Pancakes,
100 Duffy Ave, Ste. 510,
Hicksville, NY 11801. Any
lawful purpose.

11565 Jull6 w Aug20

BRIUT LLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
6/24/25. Office in Nassau Co.
SSNY design. Agent of LLC
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to The LLC 301A
Central Ave Lawrence NY
11572. Purpose: Any lawful

Zaratin Football Holdings
LLC filed w/ SSNY 7/18/25.
Off. in Nassau Co. Process
served to SSNY - desig. as
agt. of LLC & mailed to the
LLC, 6 Town Path, Glen Cove,
NY 11542. Any lawful pur-

pose.
Jul30 w Sept3

356 PLAYERS LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
05/20/25. 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, 24 Bay-
side Drive, Point Lookout,
NY 11569. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
1153 jy2-W au6

RLN 552 MANAGEMENT
LLC. Filed 7/2/2025. Office:
Nassau Co. SSNY designated
as agent for process & shall
mail to: 255 WARNER AVE,
ROSLYN HEIGHTS, NY
11577. Purpose: General.

11645 Jull6 w Aug20

activity.

10972 Jul2 w Augé
CHOE CONSULTING LLC
Arts of Org. filed SSNY

5/30/2025 New York Co. SSNY
design agent for process &
shall mail to 41 STATE ST, #
112, ALBANY, NY, 12207 Gen-

eral Purpose
76 Jul2 w Augé

12100

Zaratin Football Manage-
ment LLC filed w/ SSNY
7/18/25. Off. in Nassau Co. o
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 6 Town
Path, Glen Cove, NY 11542.
Any lawful purpose.

12095 Jul30 w Sept3

REPARATION NOW LLC.
Filed 2/25/25. Office: NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 228
Park Ave S #584348, NY, NY
10003. Registered Agent:
United States Corporation
Agents, Inc., 7014 13th Ave ,
Ste 202, Bklyn, NY 11228.
Purpose: General.

12587 au6-w s10

649 MONTAUK HIGHWAY
LLC Articles of Org. filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 7/7/25.
Office in NY Co. SSNY de-
sign. Agent of LLC upon
whom process may Dbe
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to Heather Ander-
sen 447 Broadway F1 2 763
NY, NY 10013. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

12002 Jul23 w Aug27

EM CONSOLIDATION LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY Sec.
of State (SSNY) 4/28/25. Office
in Nassau Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to Shahid Hassan
2473 Belmond Ave N Bell-
more NY 11710. Purpose: Any

lawful activity.
0966 Jul2 w Augé

KV APEX 1780 CHARTER
LLC Articles of Org. filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 7/2/25.
Office in Nassau Co. SSNY
design. Agent of LLC upon
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to The LLC 45 N
Station Plz Ste 401 Great
Neck NY 11021. Purpose: Any

lawful activity.
11381 Jul9 w Augl3

4 LITTLES, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
06/24/25. 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, c/o
Bruce S. Seckendorf, 3000
Marcus Avenue, Suite 1W5,
Lake Success, NY 11042. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

11156 jy2-W au6

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Wroxton Abbey, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 6/16/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Rodney L. White Foundation,
Inc., ¢c/o Lakshman Achuthan,
Director, One Rockefeller
Plaza, 20th F1, NY, NY 10020.
Purpose: any purposes per-
rlr(l)lgied by applicable law.

ATBUILD LLC Arts of Org.
filed SSNY 2/27/2025 New
York Co. SSNY design agent
for process & shall mail to 41
STATE St, # 112, ALBANY,
NY 12207 General Purpose
12019 Jul23 w Aug27

GL HOLLIS HILLS LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 3/6/25. Office in
NY Co. SSNY design. Agent
of LLC upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to The
LLC 393 Jericho Tpke Ste 208
Mineola NY 11501. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
10928 Jul2 w Augé

Long Island Men's Pro Soc-
cer LLC filed w/ SSNY
6/30/25. Off. in Nassau Co.
Process served to SSNY -
desig. as agt. of LLC &
mailed to the LLC, 1 Charles
Lindbergh Blvd, Uniondale,
NY 11553. Any lawful pur-

pose.
11245 Jul9 w Augl3

7 LARK AVENUE, LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/23/25. 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, 100
Summa Avenue, Westbury,
NY 11590. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
11152 jy2-W au6

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BSD Development
Manager LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with NY Dept. of State:
4/7/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 451
Broome St., Ste. 5E, NY, NY
10012. Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC upon

H. V. ESCAPE LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 04/10/2025. Of-
fice: New York County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: ONE
PENN PLZ, 6TH FL, NEW
YORK, NY 10119. Purpose:
Any Lawful

jy9-W aul3

RINCH PROPERTIES LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY Sec.
of State (SSNY) 7/2/25. Office
in NY Co. SSNY design.
Agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of
process to The LLC 125
Greenwich St Unit 38A NY,
NY 10006. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Jul9 w Augl3

ASCEND AUTISM GROUP,
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/17/2019. Of-
fice loc: Westchester County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 22 Saw
Mill River Road, Suite 101,
Hawthorne, NY 10532. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

11167 jy2-W au6

11413
MX CORE GROUP LLC Arts

11379

SECOND FACTORY, LLC
filed Arts. of Org. with the
Sect'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/23/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against

1512 BROADWAY LLC, Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 04/08/2025. Office loc: Nas-
sau County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: Judy
Bush, 2 Jarvis Court, Far
Rockaway, NY 11691. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

11732 jy16-W au20

EAI CONTENT SERVICES

designated as agent of LLC mail to: 500 W 56th St, Apt Jul2 w Augé whom process against it may of Org. filed SSNY 6/9/2025 v LLC Arts of Org. filed SSNY
upon whom process against 2205, NY, NY 10019. Regis- be served and shall mail New York Co. SSNY design it may be served and shall 1/16/2025 New York Co. SSNY
it may be served. SSNY shall tered Agent: United States See Decisions in the News process to: Cogency Global agent for process & shall mail process to: ¢c/o The LLC, design agent for process &
mail copy of process to 242 W Corporation Agents, Inc., Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1., mail to 41 STATE ST, # 112, 228 Park Ave S, #88643, New shall mail to 41 STATE ST, #
53rd St, NY, NY 10019. Pur- | 7014 13th Ave, Ste 202, Bklyn, only at NY, NY 10168. Purpose: any | ALBANY, NY, 12207 General York, NY 10003. Purpose: any 112, ALBANY, NY, 12207 Gen-
pose: any lawful purpose. NY 11228. Purpose: General. NYLJ.COM lawful activity. Purpose lawful act. eral Purpose

11598 Jull6 w Aug20 12588 au6-w s10 . 11400 Jul9 w Augl3 11173 Jul2 w Augé 12579 au6-W s10 11184 Jul2 w Aug6

TO PLACE, CORRECT OR CANCEL CLASSIFIED ADS: DEADLINES:

LASSIFIED

INFORMATION

New Vork Lao Tonrnal

www.nylj.com

A L M n
An Integrated Media Company

Contact: Carol Robertson
Phone: 212 457 7850

E-mail: crobertson@alm.com
Monday thru Friday 8:30 AM to 5:30 PM
A sales representative will confirm receipt.

ERROR RESPONSIBILITY NOTE
Please check your ad the first day it appears. All ads placed by telephone are read back
for verification of copy content. In the event of New York Law Journal error, we are
responsible only for the first incorrect insertion. We assume no responsibility for any
item error in an ad beyond the cost of the ad itself, or for the omission of copy.
New York Law Journal reserves the right to edit, reject, cancel or correctly classify any ad.

Line Ads: Tuesday through Friday editions:
11:00 AM one day prior to publication
Monday edition: Friday 12:00 Noon
Display Ads: 11:00 AM two days prior to publication

CONFIDENTIAL BOX NUMBER REPLIES:

You may respond to ads with Box numbers using any method below:
E-mail your resume to:
NYLJobs@alm.com (indicate box# in subject)
Fax your resume to:

646-822-5028 (indicate box # on cover sheet)

Please do not enclose writing samples unless specifically requested.




14 | WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 6, 2025

New Yok Lawo Torwenal | NYLJ.COM

PUBLIC NOTICES

UPREME COURT OF

THE STATE OF NEW
YORK, COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, In the Matter of the
General Assignment for the
Benefit of Creditors of 532
MADISON AVENUE
GOURMET FOODS, INC.
D/B/A SMILER’S DELI, As-
signor -to- DOUGLAS J.
PICK, Assignee, No.
159968/2025 PLEASE TAKE
NOTICE that by Order of
the Hon. Lyle E. Frank,
J.S.C., entered on July 31,
2025, all creditors of the es-
tate of assignor 532 MADI-
SON AVENUE GOURMET
FOODS, INC. D/B/A
SMILER’S DELI are re-
quired to file duly verified
claims, with vouchers at-
tached, against the As-
signor, formerly doing busi-
ness at 532 Madison Avenue,
New York, NY on or before
September 30, 2025 with
Pick & Zabicki LLP, Attor-
neys for the Assignee, 369
Lexington Ave., 12th FI.,
New York, NY 10017 (212)
695-6000
12570 au6-W-1t

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF BRONX,
DIANA KNIGHT AND

CAROL KNIGHT, Plaintiff,
vs. CARLOS PARRA, ET
AL., Defendant(s). Pursuant
to a Judgment of Foreclo-
sure and Sale duly entered
on August 11, 2017, an Order
duly entered on March 16,
2018, a Decision and Order
duly entered on October 3,
2022, a Decision and Order
duly entered on October 11,
2023 and an Order Extend-
ing the Sale Deadline duly
entered on April 12, 2024, 1,
the undersigned Referee
will sell at public auction at
the Bronx County Supreme
Court, Courtroom 711, 851
Grand Concourse, Bronx,
NY 10451-2937 on Septem-
ber 8, 2025 at 2:15 p.m.,
premises known as 1337
Teller Avenue, Bronx, NY
10456. All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land, with
the buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, situ-
ate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Bronx, City and State of
New York, Block 2782 and
Lot 54. Approximate amount
of judgment is $470,457.58
plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed
Judgment Index
#21991/2013E Steven  J.
Baker, Esq., Referee
Friedman Vartolo LLP, 85
Broad Street, Suite 501,
New York, New York 10004,
Attorneys for Plaintiff. Firm
File No.: 171547-1

12122 au6-W au27

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT-
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK DEUTSCHE BANK
NATIONAL TRUST COM-
PANY, AS TRUSTEE FOR

SECURITIZED ASSET
BACKED RECEIVABLES
LLC ~TRUST  2007-NCl1,
MORTGAGE PASS-

THROUGH CERTIFICATES,
SERIES 2007-NC1, Plaintiff,
AGAINST CECIL H USHER,
et al. Defendant(s) Pursuant
to a judgment of foreclosure
and sale duly entered on
September 19, 2019. I, the
undersigned Referee, will
sell at public auction at the
New York County Court-
house, 60 Centre St, Room
130, New York, NY 10007 on
September 3, 2025 at 2:15
PM premises known as 53 W
130th Street, New York, NY
10037. Please take notice
that this foreclosure auction
shall be conducted in com-
pliance with the Foreclo-
sure Auction Rules for the
First Judicial District, New
York County, and the COVID
19 Health Emergency Rules,
including proper use of
masks and social distancing.
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 1728 and Lot 112. Ap-
proximate amount of judg-
ment $2,669,519.32 plus in-
terest and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment.
Index #850243/2013. Mark L.
Mckew, Esq., Referee,
Aldridge Pite, LLP - Attor-
neys for Plaintiff - 40 Mar-
cus Drive, Suite 200,
Melville, NY 11747

12451 au6-W au27

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT OF

THE STATE OF NEW
YORK COUNTY OF BRONX
THE PARKCHESTER
SOUTH CONDOMINIUM,
INC., on behalf of its unit
owners of the Parkchester
South Condominium, Plain-
tiff, - against - BRANDEN
LOPEZ, et. al., Defendants.
INDEX NO. 819448/2022E
Pursuant to a Judgment
dated October 11, 2024, I
will sell at public auction
on August 25, 2025, at 2:15
p.m. in Room 711 of the
Bronx County Courthouse,
851 Grand Concourse,
Bronx, New York, the Con-
dominium unit in the
Parkchester South Condo-
minium known as apart-
ment 4C, in the building
known as E-11 a/k/a 81, and
by street address 1560 Met-
ropolitan Avenue, Bronx,
New York, and de51gnated
as Tax Lot 5132 in Block
3943 of Section 15 on the tax
map of the Borough of
Bronx, together with an un-
divided .0130 percent inter-
est in the common elements
of the Parkchester South
Condominium. The amount
due under the Judgment is
$30,645.52, with interest,
costs, etc. Sale subject to
terms of sale and provisions
of the Judgment herein.
Index No. 819448/2022E.
KELECHI O. ONYEIBIA
ESQ., Referee ROBERT R.
LAROCCA LAW PLLC Attor-
neys for Plaintiff 505 White
Plains Road, Suite 110 Tar-
%tzcéwn, NY 10591 (914) 591-

11560 jy23-W aul3

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CAMBRIDGE ARMS
DEVELOPER, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/23/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 30 Hud-
son Yards, Fl. 72, NY, NY
10001. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
11063 Jul2 w Augé

UPREME COURT OF

THE STATE OF NEW
YORK COUNTY OF NEW
YORK In the Matter of the
General Assignment for the
Benefit of Creditors of:
BELLA INTERNATIONAL
TEXTILES INC., Assignor, -
to BELLILTRU, LLC, As-
signee. Index No. 510002-
2023 In the Matter of the
General Assignment for the
Benefit of Creditors of:
LILLY GARMENTS, INC.,
Assignor, -to BELLILTRU,
LLC, Assignee. Index No.
510003-2023 NOTICE OF
September 25, 2025, HEAR-
ING NOTICE TO CREDI-
TORS OF BELLA INTER-
NATIONAL TEXTILES INC.
AND LILLY GARMENTS,
INC., OF September 25,
2025 HEARING: Please be
advised that on December 1,
2022, Bella International
Textiles Inc. and Lilly Gar-
ments, Inc. (together, the
“Assignors”), both corpora-
tions organized under the
laws of the State of New
York, assigned their assets
to Belliltru, LLC, as As-
signee, for the benefit of
creditors, pursuant to Arti-
cle 2 of the New York Credi-
tor and Debtor Law. Pur-
suant to an Order of the
Supreme Court of the State
of New York, a hearing will
be conducted before the
Honorable A. ENGORON, at
the New York County Court-
house, 60 Centre Street,
New York, Courtroom 418,
on SEPT. 25 2025, at 2:15 PM,
to consider the following re-
lief requested by Belliltru,
LLC, Assignee for the bene-
fit of the Assignors’ credi-
tors: (i) allowing the As-
signee’s Final Account, in-
cluding the distribution of
the remaining funds on
hand in accordance with the
proposed distribution de-
scribed therein; (ii) approv-
ing the Assignee’s final
statutory commission pur-
suant to N.Y. Debtor & Cred-
itor Law § 21; (iii) approving
the final compensation of
the Assignee’s Court ap-
proved counsel, Law Offices
of Kenneth L. Baum LLC;
(iv) authorizing the As-
signee to abandon any un-
administered and wuncol-
lectible assets; (v) authoriz-
ing the A551gnee to destroy
or abandon the Assignor’s
books and records; (vi) dis-
charging the Assignee from
his trust upon completion of
the final distribution; and
(vii) other related relief.
Questions may be directed
to Law Offices of Kenneth L.
Baum LLC, at 201-853-3030
or kbaum@kenbaumdebt
solutions.com.
11896 au6-W-1t

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RDC Infinite Bay
View JV LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State
(SSNY) on 6/16/25. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: ¢/o MDG De-
velopment Owners LLC, 170
Froehlich Farm Blvd, Wood-
bury, NY 11797. Purpose: any
lawful act or activity.
10895 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Samson Haven LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 12/30/24.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Cynthia Sze, 118-35 Queens
Blvd., Ste 171, Forest Hills,
NY 11375. Purpose: any law-

ful activity.
Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Sixth Floor Office,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State (SSNY) on
6/13/25 Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall
mail/email process to: 110 E
55 St, 17th F1, NY, NY 10022,
arnoldphillipsmd@gmail.
com. Purpose: any lawful ac-

tivity.
10876 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of TENAFLY FILMCO,
SENIOR LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 06/18/25. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
office of LLC: c¢/o Eric Weber,
1965 Broadway, #29E, NY, NY
10023. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
addr. of its princ. office. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
10861 Jul2 w Augé

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CAMBRIDGE ARMS
PRESERVATION GP, LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
06/23/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of LLC:
30 Hudson Yards, Fl. 72, NY,
NY 10001. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Jul2 w Augé

11064

OTICE OF FORMATION

of DD LENDER LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
06/24/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of LLC:
201 W. 79th St., NY, NY 10024.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the addr. of its
princ. office. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
11124 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Dear Dazy LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with NY Dept. of
State: 6/18/25. Office location:
NY County. Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: 777 3rd Ave., NY,
NY 10017, principal business
address. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of FAY RESORT SER-
VICES LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/24/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. Princ. of-
fice of LLC: c/o Villa Roma
Resort & Conference Center,
356 Villa Roma Rd., Calli-
coon, NY 12723. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
11122 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of JON-MOR CAPITAL
PARTNERS, LLC. Art. Of
Org. filed with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on
10/04/10. Office in Nassau
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC, 3
NORTH CT OYSTER BAY
COVE, NY, 11771. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose
10923 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of K&A KEMAHLI LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
06/19/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, 36 W.
44th St., Ste. 1007, NY, NY
10036. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
10859 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ASPEN & ONYX LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
07/09/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Stacy G. Rom-
Jensen, Esq., 412 W. 42nd St.,
5th Fl., NY, NY 10036. The
regd. agent of the company
upon whom and at which
process against the company
can be served is Kelly Ra-
masir, 890 Conklin St., Farm-
ingdale, NY 11735. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11669 Jull6 w Aug20

NOTICE OF FORMATION
of DAM Select Holdings
LLC, Art. of Org. filed with
Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
6/26/25. Cty: New York. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to 400 E
85th St, NY, NY 10028. Pur-
pose: any lawful purpose.

11589 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Dreampath Consult-
ing LLC, Art. of Org. filed
with Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
2/18/25. Cty: New York. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to 601
West 137th St, NY, NY 10031.
Purpose: any lawful purpose.
11579 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of VELVET SKY BAL-
LOON & BOUNCY LLC. Art.
Of Org. filed with the Sect’y
of State of NY (SSNY) on
06/01/25. Office in New York
County. SSNY has been des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC, 276
FIFTH AVE STE 704 PMB
70149 NEW YORK, NY, 10001.
Purpose: Any lawful purpose
11659 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of BVT PROPERTY
HOLDINGS, LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/15/25. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-

2543. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.
12023 Jul23 w Aug27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of YELD LLC. Art. Of
Org. filed with the Sect’y of
State of NY (SSNY) on
07/18/25. Office in Westch-
ester County. SSNY has been
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC, 465 TUCKAHOE RD
#1282 YONKERS, NY, 10710.
Purpose: Any lawful purpose
12025 Jul23 w Aug27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Empower U. Wellness
Networks LLC, Art. of Org.
filed with Sec’y of State
(SSNY) on 6/18/25. Cty: New
York. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to 295 Madison
Ave, NY, NY 10017. Purpose:
any lawful purpose.
11576 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of FAMILY MANAGE
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
SSNY on 06/25/2025.0ffice lo-
cation: New York SSNY desg.
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process to
155 EAST 44TH STREET,
21ST FLOOR, NEW YORK,
NY, 10017.Any lawful pur-

pose.
11697 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Forever Young Media
Group LLC, Art. of Org. filed
with Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
4/17/25. Cty: New York. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to 228
Park Ave S, NY, NY 10003.
Purpose: any lawful purpose.
11583 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of KIRKWOOD HOUSE
ACQUISITION, LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/18/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 30 Hud-
son Yards, 72nd Fl., NY, NY
10001. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
10852 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of LIC REALTY IN-
VESTORS LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/08/25. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Harfenist Kraut & Perlstein
LLP, 3000 Marcus Ave., Ste.
2E1, Lake Success, NY 11042.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11742 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Lambert Phase III As-
sociates LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State
(SSNY) on 6/16/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: c/o Phipps
Houses, 257 Park Avenue
South, 12th F1, NY, NY 10010.
Purpose: any lawful activity.
10910 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION
of MAISYDOGNY LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with SSNY
on 06/23/2025.0ffice location:
New York SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process to
ATTN: JEFFREY M.
SCHWARTZ ESQ., 444 MADI-
SON AVENUE, 6TH FLOOR,
NEW YORK, NY, 10022.Any
lawful purpose.
Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Latitude Property
Group LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State (SSNY) on
10/22/19. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Brandon Thomas,
433 Broadway, Ste Cl1, NY,
NY 10013, the registered
agent of LLC upon whom
process may be served. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
10879 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MERAMEC REALTY
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/09/25. Office location:
Bronx County. Princ. office of
LLC: 1250 Waters Pl.,, PH-1,
Bronx, NY 10461. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
addr. of its princ. office. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
116 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of The Abigail Heyman
Estate, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State
(SSNY) on 6/18/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: Lazar Bloch,
40 W 12th St, Apt. 2, NY, NY
10011. Purpose: any purposes
permitted by applicable law.
10916 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ROUTE & REIGN LO-
GISTICS LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 5/28/2025. Of-
fice location: BX County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 2065
Saint Raymond Ave, Bronx,
NY 10462. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
11123 Jy02 W Au06

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MERCURY FUND-
ING, LLC Cert. of Conversion
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/24/02, con-
verting MERCURY ASSOCI-
ATES to MERCURY FUND-
ING, LLC. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to ¢/o United Ameri-
can Land, LLC, Attn: Joseph
Jody Laboz, 430 W. Broadway,
NY, NY 10012. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
11128 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Mila Penn Capital
LLC, Art. of Org. filed with
Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
6/23/25. Cty: New York. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to 90
Lexington Ave, NY, NY
10016. Purpose: any lawful

purpose.
11586 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 256 W 4th LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State (SSNY) on 6/12/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o Farrell Fritz, P.C., Grand
Central Plaza, 622 Third Ave,
37th Fl, NY, NY 10017. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
10961 Jul2 w Augb

OTICE OF FORMATION

of TE69TH LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
(SSNY) on 6/6/25. Office loca-
tion: NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Corporation Ser-
vice Company, 80 State St, Al-
bany, NY 12207-2543. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
10960 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Advisory Brands LLC.
Art. of Org. filed Sec’y of
State (SSNY) 6/18/25. Ofﬁce
location: NY Co. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served SSNY shall mail
process to: Ricardo Food
Group Inc., 14 Wall St, 20th
F1l, NY, NY 10005; Attn: Ri-
cardo Cordero. Purpose: any
lawful activities.

10877 Jul2 w Augé
OTICE OF FORMATION
of AMG 1739 MLK

QUICKSERVE LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
(SSNY) on 6/16/25. Office lo-
cation: Bronx County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: ¢/o The LLC,
555 S. Columbus Ave, Ste 201,
Mt. Vernon, NY 10550. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.

10880 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ASTRID & MIYU NY
II LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State (SSNY) on
6/16/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E 42nd St, 18th F1I,
NY, NY 10168. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
10911 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Bay View Master Ten-

ant LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State (SSNY) on
6/16/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: ¢c/o MDG Develop-
ment Owners LLC, 170
Froehlich Farm Blvd, Wood-
bury, NY 11797. Purpose: any
lawful act or activity.
900 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF FORMATION

of MR. BLUE SKY, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with SSNY
on 06/27/2025.0ffice location:
Nassau SSNY desg. as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY mail process to 84
POND VIEW DRIVE, PORT
WASHINGTON, NY, 11050.
Any lawful purpose.
11705 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Bay View MM LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 6/16/25. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o MDG Development Own-
ers LLC, 170 Froehlich Farm
Blvd, Woodbury, NY 11797.
Purpose any lawful act or

activity.
10908 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of COPPER
RIVER STRATEGIES, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/19/25 Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Alaska (AK) on 01/22/25.
Princ. office and AK addr. of
LLC is: 1577 C St., Ste. 300,
Anchorage, AK 99501. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to Corporation
Service Co., 80 State St., Al-
bany, NY 12207-2543. Cert. of
Form. filed with Commis-
sioner, P.O. Box 110800,
Juneau, AK 99811-0800. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

11068 Jul2 w Augé
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of GENUINE

PROPERTY SERVICES LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/24/25. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 03/24/20.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon 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: ¢/oCSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wllmmgton 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.
11112 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of GREEN CEDAR
MANAGEMENT LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/24/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 01/13/21.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon 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: ¢/o 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.
11114 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of HMG GLOBAL
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/16/25. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
07/13/22. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State of DE, 401 Federal St.,
Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
10858 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of IUV PHASE 2A
JV, LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/20/25. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/20/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC, 111 Fifth
Ave., 9th FL, NY, NY 10003.
DE addr. of LLC: ¢/o Corpora-
tion Service Co., 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.
11066 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of IUV PHASE 2A
LIHTC OWNER, LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/23/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 06/20/25.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC, 111 Fifth Ave., 9th
Fl., NY, NY 10003. DE addr.
of LLC c/o Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wllmlngton DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401 Fed-
eral St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11067 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of OPTERRA EN-
ERGY SERVICES, LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/25/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 04/16/14.
Princ. office of LLC: 12980
Foster St., Ste. 400, Overland,
KS 66213. 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: CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State Charuni
Patibanda-Sanchez, 401 Fed-
eral St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11109 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of STORAGE
POST / 4388 BROADWAY,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/20/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/03/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401 Fed-
eral St. - Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.

11060 Jul2 w Augé
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of STORAGE

POST / 4396 BROADWAY,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/20/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/03/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, Div. of Corps., John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St. - Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11059

Jul2 w Aug6
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of STORAGE

POST / 475 AMSTERDAM
AVE, LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 06/20/25. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/03/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401 Fed-
eral St. - Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.

11062 Jul2 w Aug6
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of STORAGE

POST / 491 BERGEN
STREET, LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 06/20/25. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/03/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps., John
G. Townsend Bldg., 401 Fed-
eral St. - Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RAEWOOD PROPER-
TIES LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/07/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. Princ. of-
fice of LLC: 124 W. 18th St.,
3rd F1, NY, NY 10011. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to Eric Simon at
the princ. office of the LLC.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11721 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of NAMINA BioScience
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/23/25. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

OTICE OF FORMATION

of NROC REALTY AS-
SOCIATES, LLC Cert. of Con-
version filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
07/10/25, converting NROC
REALTY ASSOCIATES to
NROC REALTY ASSOCI-
ATES, LLC. Office location:
Nassau County. Princ. office
of LLC: c/o Paul Lang, 31 Or-
chard Dr., Woodbury, NY
11797. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
addr. of its princ. office. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

OTICE OF FORMATION

of STEPHEN FRIED-
MAN LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/27/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to Stephen J.
Friedman, 315 Riverside Dr.,
#11D, NY, NY 10025. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
1143 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Wildflower Advocate
Coordination LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 3/28/24. 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 #495332, New
York, NY 10003. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
4157 Jy02 W Au06

10932 Jul2 w Augb 11743 Jull6 w Aug20
OTICE OF FORMATION OTICE OF FORMATION
of RABINLDV OPERAT- of THE FORT

ING, LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/18/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. Princ. of-
fice of LLC: 255 W. 34th St.,
NY, NY 10001. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose: Any

lawful activity.
10862 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RDC Bay View Dev
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State (SSNY) on
6/16/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: ¢/o MDG Real Es-
tate Partners LLC, 170
Froehlich Farm Blvd, Wood-
bury, NY 11797. Purpose: any
lawful act or activity.
10905 Jul2 w Augé

WILLIAMSBURG LLC Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/30/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Purpose: Any

lawful activity.
433 Jul9 w Augl13

OTICE OF FORMATION

of RDC Bay View LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 6/16/25. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o MDG Development Own-
ers LLC, 170 Froehlich Farm
Blvd, Woodbury, NY 11797.
Purpose any lawful act or

activity.
10902 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of JMDH Real Es-
tate of Blauvelt, LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Dept. of
State: 6/24/25. Office location:
NY County. Princ. bus. addr.:
1710 Whitestone Expwy.,
Whitestone, NY 11357. LLC
formed in DE: 6/24/25. NY
Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168, regd. agent
upon whom processed may
be served. DE addr. of LLC:
850 New Burton Rd., Ste. 201,
Dover, DE 19904. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
Jul2 w Augb

11061

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of YEHUDA CON-
SULTING GROUP, LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/23/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 06/04/25.
Princ. office of LLC: 121 W.
36th St., Ste. 515, NY, NY
10018. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
princ. office of the LLC. DE
addr. of LL.C: c/o Corporation
Service Co., 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. #4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11127 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF FORMATION

of US OVERSIGHT
PROPERTIES LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 07/08/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. office of LLC: 641 Lex-
ington Ave., 15th Fl1.,, NY, NY
10022. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
addr. of its princ. office. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
11734 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of TTC HOLDCO LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
06/18/25. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to ¢/o Moses & Singer

LLP, Attn: Jeffrey Davis,
Esq., 405 Lexington
Ave., 12th Fl., NY, NY 10174.

Purpose: Any lawful activity.
10856 Jul2 w Augé

11076

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of NW 101 7TH
LENDER LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/20/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/05/25. Princ. office of LLC:
1700 Broadway, 25th Fl., NY,
NY 10019. 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: CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808-1674. Cert. of Form.
filed with Secy. of State,
State of DE, Div. of Corps.,
401 Federal St., #4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of NEON Rated
International, LLC. Author-
ity filed with NY Dept. of
State: 7/21/25. Office location:
NY County. Princ. bus. addr.:
636 Broadway, Ste. 1000, NY,
NY 10012. LLC formed in DE:
10/23/23. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 838 Walker Rd., Ste. 21-
2, Dover, DE 19904. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful
purposes.
12325 Jul30 w Sept3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 67 ULSTER AVE
HOLDINGS LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/01/25. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Marilyn Hazan, 77 Ulster
Ave., Atlantic Beach, NY

11509. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.
11419 Jul9 w Augl3

11125

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Soho Ses-
sions LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
6/23/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in DE:
11/14/24. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th FI.,
NY, NY 10168. DE address of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
11079 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of NEON Rated
Music, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
7/23/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 636
Broadway, Ste. 1000, NY, NY
10012. LLC formed in DE:
6/27/25. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all
lawful purposes.
12318 Jul30 w Sept3

TIANZE VENTURES LLC
Authority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
6/24/25. Office location: NY
Co. LLC formed in DE on
6/23/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to The LLC 675 W
59th St Apt 2503 NY, NY
10019. DE address of LLC:
1811 Silverside Rd Ste 260
Wilmington DE 19810. Arts.
of Org. filed with DE Secy. of
State, P.O. Box 898 Dover, DE
19903. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
10969 Jul2 w Augé
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CMK TRAVEL LLC Articles
of Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 7/15/25. Office in NY
Co. SSNY design. Agent of
LLC upon whom process may
be served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to Zjantelle
Markel 150 Nassau St Apt 3E
NY, NY 10038. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.

12021 Jul23 w Aug27

CHAULK STRIPE LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/12/25. 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, c/o Mr.
Victor Scognamiglio, 47 Glen
Cove Road, Greenvale, NY
11548. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
11145 jy2-W au6

CMIYM, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
04/23/25. 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, 94
Fonda Road, Rockville Cen-
tre, NY 11570. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

44 jy2-W au6

EMARONAK LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
07/01/2025. 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: Erick Maronak, 10
Locust Ave, East Norwick,
NY 11732. Purpose: Any Law-
ful Purpose.

11178 jy2-W au6

KLI CONSULTING LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 06/12/25. 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, 83 Second Avenue, Mas-
sapequa Park, NY 11762. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

11146 jy2-W aué

LDR REALTY ASSOCIATES
LLC Art. Of Org. Filed Sec. of
State of NY 6/4/2025. Off.
Loc.: Bronx Co. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served &
shall mail proc.: The LLC,
2419 Crotona Avenue, Bronx,
NY 10458, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

jy2-W aué

RDP MANAGEMENT RE-
SOURCES LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/28/2025. 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: Robert D. Penn,
74 Acorn Ponds Dr., Roslyn,
NY 11576. Purpose: Any Law-

ful Purpose.
12411 jy30-W s3

TELSTAR EQUITIES, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/18/25. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 13 East 17th Street, 8th
Floor, New York, NY 10003.

Purpose: Any lawful pur-
pose.
12121 jy30-W s3

630 GRAND LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
06/27/2025 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: Arnaldo Kalaid-
jian, 51 Dosoris Lane, Glen
Cove, NY 11542. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

11162 jy3-Th au7

945 BRUCKNER BOULE-
VARD LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 05/08/2025. Office: Bronx
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 6 MEADOW LANE,
NORWOOD, NJ 07648. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
11411 jy9-W aul3

ARETZ CONSULTING LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
05/02/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 28B PEQUOT AVE,
PORT WASHINGTON, NY
11050. Purpose: Any Lawful

11394 jy9-W aul3

BLEECKER STREET NYC
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
06/19/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 77 BLEECKER ST
#106, NEW YORK, NY 10012.
Purpose: Any Lawful

11416 jy9-W aul3

KOORESH SHOOSHTARY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 07/01/25. 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, 31 A Hillside Lane,
Syosset, NY 11791. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

11451 jy9-W aul3

MADISON STUDIOS LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 05/22/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 10 Park Drive East, Old
Westbury, NY 11568. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

11453 jy9-W aul3

NATURAL HAIR AND ME
LLC. Filed 3/2/25. Office: NY
Co. SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: C/O
Entity Protect Registered
Agent Services LLC, 447
Broadway 2nd FIl. - #3000,
New York, NY 10013. Pur-
pose: General.

11445 jy9-W aul3

ODYSSEY JACK LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 02/06/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 122 E
42ND ST, STE 4300, NEW
YORK, NY 10168. Purpose:

Any Lawful

11401 jy9-W aul3
ORANGE SUN RMA LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

06/10/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 315 8TH AVE., #10D,
NEW YORK, NY 10001. Pur-

pose: Any Lawful
11414 jy9-W aul3

PARK 1440 LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
06/12/25. 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, 250
West 26th Street, New York,
NY 10001. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
11449 jy9-W aul3

LUCKYSHINE 84 REALTY
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 04/17/25. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of the LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the
LLC, 118 South Street, Oyster
Bay, NY 11771. Purpose: Any

lawful purpose. .
1154 jy2-W au6

BRB PROPERTY MANAGE-
MENT LLC. Filed with SSNY
on 06/06/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 814 FULTON ST,
FARMINGDALE, NY 11735.
Purpose: Any Lawful
11395 jy9-W aul3

PERMAUL TRADING LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
07/03/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 107 21 103 ST,
OZONE PARK, NY 11417.
Purpose: Any Lawful

11434 jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 42-02 INVESTORS
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/08/25. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Harfenist Kraut &
Perlstein LLP, 3000 Marcus
Ave., Ste. 2E1, Lake Suc-
cess, NY 11042. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
11740 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of AUBREY VEN-
TURES 4 LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/02/25. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to Greeley
Square Station, P.O. Box
20366, 4 E. 27th St., NY, NY

10001-9998. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
11736 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION
of QIAOHENGTONG
LLC, Art. of Org. filed with
Sec’y of State (SSNY) on
6/11/25. Cty: New York. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to 400
5th Ave, NY, NY 10018. Pur-
pose: any lawful purpose.
594 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Bar4dBar Rap League
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/18/2025. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 228 Park Ave S #446776,
New York, NY 10003. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
11477 Jyl6 W Au20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of HEARTWIRED LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
4/28/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 228 Park Ave S #974113,
New York, NY 10003. R/A: US
Corp Agents, Inc. 7014 13th
Ave, #202, BK, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
12007 Jy23 W Au27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of VOZLINK SOLU-
TIONS LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 5/10/2025. Office lo-
cation: BX County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 1100
Grand Concourse, Apt 3K,
Bronx, NY 10456. Purpose:

any lawful act.
10351 Jy23 W Au27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of J PARADISE LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on
07/16/25. Office location: Nas-
sau County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Juan Paredes, 17
Fox Ln., Jericho, NY 11753.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
12024 Jul23 w Aug27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 21 SUMMIT HOLDING
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/9/2025 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 21 West 70th Street, New
York, NY 10023. Purpose: any

lawful act.
11982 Jy30 W S03

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 29 West Main LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 6/5/25. Of-
fice location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 29 W Main St, Oys-
ter Bay, NY 11771. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
10914 Jul2 w Augé

MERMAR SERVICES LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 06/03/2025. 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, 907 Prescott Ct,
Valley Stream, NY 11581.
Reg Agent: Meredith Marlin,
907 Prescott Ct, Valley
Stream, NY 11581. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

11169 jy2-W au6

CHAMPION COMMUNITY
PARTNERS, LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 07/02/2025. Office:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent for process &
shall mail to: 5100 SUNRISE
HWY, MASSAPEQUA PARK,
NY 11762. Purpose: Any Law-

ful
11442 jy9-W aul3

CLAKEMO NY LLC. Filed
8/15/24. Office: NY Co. SSNY
desig. as agent for process &
shall mail to: 228 Park Ave S
#792856, New York, NY 10003.
Registered Agent: United
States Corporation Agents,
Inc., 7014 13th Avenue , Suite
202, Brooklyn, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: General.

11448 jy9-W aul3

PRISTINE CLEAN LI LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/02/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 118 Beverly Rd,
Massapequa, NY 11758. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

11456 jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of West 104th Street
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State (SSNY) on
7/16/12. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 45
Broadway, 25th Fl, NY, NY
10006. Purpose: any lawful
act or activity.
10893 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Fairway and Green
Turf Management LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
7/15/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 64 Webster
Ave, Port Washington, NY
11050. Purpose: any lawful

act.
12388 Jy30 W S03

NE SARANT 06, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
06/20/25. 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, 4705
Concord Avenue, Great Neck,
NY 11020. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

11147 jy2-W au6

FDJ EVENTS LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
06/30/25. 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, 580
Nassau Avenue, Freeport,
NY 11520. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

11454 jy9-W aul3

RKI INVESTORS LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/30/25. 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, 459 6th
Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 11215.
Purpose: Any lawful pur-

pose.
jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of All Island Handyman
Services, LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 6/5/2025. Office
location: Nassau County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 125
Lindbergh Street, Massape-
qua Park, NY 11762. Purpose:

any lawful act.
11140 Jy02 W Au06

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Tiphareth Heart En-
terprises LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 5/27/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to R/A:
Zenbusiness Inc., 41 State St,
Ste 112, Albany, NY 12207.
Purpose: any lawful act.
12415 Jy30 W S03

NM SARANT 02, LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 06/20/25. 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, 4705
Concord Avenue, Great Neck,
NY 11020. Purpose: Any law-

ful purpose.
11148 jy2-W au6

Formation of RECKON CRE-
ATIVE LLC filed with the
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 5/20/2025. Office loc.: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. The address SSNY
shall mail process to Claudia
Giblin, 202 E. 6th St., Apt.
#15, New York, NY 10003.
Purpose Any lawful activity.
11418 jy9-W aul3

11450

ROBERT BUOTE PART-
NERS LLC. Filed 3/24/25. Of-
fice: NY Co. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 228 Park Ave S
#406806, New York, NY 10003.
Registered Agent: United
States Corporation Agents,
Inc., 7014 13th Avenue , Suite
202, Brooklyn, NY 11228. Pur-
pose: General.

11444 jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of AOKAWA GROUP
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/17/2025. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to Apex Legal
PC, 418 Broadway, Unit 6344,
Albany, NY 12207. Purpose:
any lawful act.
11115

G 1858 LLC Art. Of Org.

Filed Sec. of State of NY
7[7/2025. Off. Loc. : Bronx Co.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY to
mail copy of process to The
LLC, 1829 Haight Avenue, 1F,
Bronx, NY 10461, USA. Pur-
pose: Any lawful act or activ-

ity.
12617 au6-W s10

SABBETH PROJECTS LLC.
Filed 2/5/25. Office: NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: C/O
Peter Sabbeth, 331 Green-
wich St Fl1 2, New York, NY
10013. Purpose General.

11446 jy9-W aul3

NS SARANT 05, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
06/20/25. 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, 4705
Concord Avenue, Great Neck,
NY 11020. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

jy2-W aué

FRANKAR INVESTING
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
06/30/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 553 WILLOW AVE
STE 201, CEDARHURST, NY
11516. Purpose: Any Lawful

ORIGINS AND BEYOND
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 07/01/2025. 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: Kevin MclIntyre,
141 Bayside Dr, Point Look-
out, NY 11569. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.

11191 jy2-W au6é

11406 Jjy9-W aul3
ICHTHYS VISUAL LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
06/16/2025. Office: Nassau

County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 696 OLD BETHPAGE
RD, STE 373, OLD BETH-
PAGE, NY 11804. Purpose:

Any Lawful
11439 jy9-W aul3

SCATTERPLOT ANALYTICS
LLC, Arts. of Org. filed with
the SSNY on 07/07/2025. Of-
fice loc: Westchester County.
SSNY has been designated
as agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: Sanjeev Pati, 45

Seely Pl, Scarsdale, NY
10583. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

11455 jy9-W aul3d

Jy02 W Au06
OTICE OF FORMATION
of CRG CAPITAL

GROUP LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 5/8/2025. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to C/O
Arjay Properties, LLC, 134
West 29th St, 4th FI, New
York, NY 10001. Purpose: any

lawful act.
Jy02 W Au06

SHEFA D'OR LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 05/05/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 2
WINFIELD TER, GREAT
NECK, NY 11023. Purpose:
Any Lawful

11397 jy9-W aul3

8839

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Hernandez & Son's
Est. 2025 LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 3/27/2025 Of-
fice location: BX County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 6
Lazaroff Place, New Windsor,
NY 12553. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
11057 Jy02 W Au06

ELITE LEGACY CONSULT-
ING GROUP LLC Articles of
Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 7/28/25. Office in
Bronx Co. SSNY desig. agent
of LLC whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to 1672 Gunhill Rd.,
Bronx, NY 10469, which is
also the principal business
location. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.
12381 jy30-W s3

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Bilt Cafe LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Dept. of State: 2/19/25. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
bus. addr.: 31 Bond St., NY,
NY 10012. LLC formed in DE:
9/16/24. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl., NY, NY 10168. DE
addr. of LLC: 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 lawful activity.
10981 Jul2 w Aug6

ROOKIES OCEANSIDE LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 06/20/2025. Office
loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been designated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
C/O One Stop Property, 240
Lincoln Place, Westbury, NY
11590. Purpose: Any Lawful

INTEGRA REAL ESTATE
AND FACILITY SERVICES
LLC. Filed with SSNY on
05/21/2025.  Office:  Bronx
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 3300 STEUBEN AVE,
BRONX, NY 10467. Purpose:

Any Lawful
11412 jy9-W aul3

THE METAL DOC, LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
07/01/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 7 E 47TH ST 5TH
FLR, NEW YORK, NY 10017.
Purpose: Any Lawful

11437 jy9-W aul3

JFC170 CONSULTING LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
06/06/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 170 HEMPSTEAD
AVE, MALVERNE, NY 11565.

TS MANAGEMENT 7 LLC.
Filed with SSNY on
06/18/2025. Office: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 910 FRANKLIN
AVE, STE 220, GARDEN
CITY, NY 11530. Purpose:

OTICE OF FORMATION

of R&J 6G LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 3/5/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to R/A:
Michael Resnikoff, Esq., 156
West 56th St, Ste 703, New
York, NY 10019. Purpose: any

lawful act.
11143 Jy02 W Au06

Purpose. Purpose: Any Lawful Any Lawful

11170 jy2-W au6 11438 jy9-W aul3 11440 jy9-W aul3
19 ADMIRAL STREET LLC, OTICE OF FORMATION TS MANAGEMENT 9 LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the of YVETTEMICHAEL Filed with SSNY on
SSNY on 07/28/2025. Office LLC. Arts of Org filed with 06/18/2025. Office: Nassau

loc: Nassau County. SSNY
has been deslgnated as agent
upon whom process against
the LLC may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
The LLC, 266 Chestnut Ave,
East Meadow, NY 11554. Pur-
pose: Any Lawful Purpose.

12412 jy30-W s3

CHAOS AGENCY LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of NY
7/21/2025. Off. Loc. : New York
Co. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY to mail copy of process
to the LLC, 400 Central Park
West #8V, New York, NY
10025, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful act or activity

9 jy30-W s3

Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 7/1/2025 Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 345 West 4th St, #2B, NY,
NY 10014. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
710 Jyl6 W Au20

County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 910 FRANKLIN
AVE, STE 220, GARDEN
CITY, NY 11530. Purpose:
Any Lawful

OTICE OF FORMATION

of stylezilla LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 6/9/2025. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to
stylezilla LLC, 178 Columbus
Ave, #262, New York, NY
10023. Purpose: any lawful

act.
11139 Jy02 W Au06

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Atalan Long GP,
LLC. App. For Auth. filed
with Secy of State of NY
(SSNY) on 6/17/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
6/11/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 2 Grand Central
Tower, 140 E. 45th St, 17th F1,
NY, NY 10017; Attn: David
Thomas. DE address of LLC:
c/o Cogency Global Inc., 850
New Burton Rd, Ste 201,
Dover, DE 19904. Arts of Org
filed with DE Secy of State,
Townsend Bldg, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
Jul2 w Augé

ICG SE V TITAN CIAF GP
LLC Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/23/24. Office location:
NY Co. LLC formed in DE on
9/12/24. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to The LLC 45 Rocke-
feller Plz 5th Fl1 NY, NY
10111. DE address of LLC:
1209 Orange St Wilmington
DE 19801. Arts. of Org. filed
with DE Secy. of State, P.O.
Box 898 Dover, DE 19903.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11135 Jul2 w Augb

NEOTECH ELEMENTS LLC.
Filed: 1/31/25 . Office: Bronx
Co. Org. in MN: 06/10/2020.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to : 3633
Ensign Ave N, Minneapolis,
MN 55427. Foreign add: 3633
Ensign Ave N, New Hope,
MN 55427. Arts. of Org. filed
with Steve Simon, Secy Of
State, 332 Mn St, Ste N201,

Saint Paul, MN 55101. Pur-
pose: General.
11443 jy9-W aul3

TWINSIX LLC. Filed: 4/24/25.
Office: NY Co. Org. in WY:
04/29/2024. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall
mail to Firstbase Regis-
tered Agent Inc., 447 Broad-
way, 2nd F1 #187, New York,
NY 10013. Principal Office:
225 S. 6th St Ste 3900, Min-
neapolis, MN 55402. Arts. of
Org. filed with Wy Secy Of
State, Herschler Bldg E, 122
W 25th St Stes 100 And 101,
Cheyenne, WY 82002. Pur-
pose: General.

11447 jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Alpha Genera-
tion, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
7/31/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in DE:
8/22/24. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE address of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose: all

lawful purposes.
Augb w Septl0

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 151 KENT
OWNER LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/02/25 Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/27/25. Princ. office of LLC:
152 W. 57th St., 12th F1,, NY,
NY 10019. 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 of the
State of DE, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11723 Jull6é w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 2488 FULTON
OWNER LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/07/25. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
07/07/25. 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: c¢/o 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.
11731 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of 45 VAN SIN-
DEREN OWNER LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
07/08/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 07/07/25.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC wupon 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: c/o CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wllmlngton 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.
11716 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FIFTH AV-
ENUE PRIVATE EQUITY 18
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/02/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
07/18/24. 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 LL.C: ¢/o CSC, 251 Lit-
tle Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., 401 Federal St., John
G. Townsend Bldg., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FIFTH AV-
ENUE REAL ASSETS 6 LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/02/25 Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 02/06/23.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation  Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: c/o CSC, 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, Div. of Corps.,
401 Federal St., John G.
Townsend Bldg., Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11618 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of SCALE 355 EX-
TERIOR LENDER LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
07/07/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 05/12/25.
Princ. office of LLC: c/o Slate
Property Group, 440 Park
Ave. South, 3rd Fl.,, NY, NY
10016. 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: CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State of the
State of DE, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401 Federal
St., Ste. 3, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11730 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Steel Storage
LLC. Authority filed with NY
Dept. of State: 5/13/25. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
bus. addr.: 230 Park Ave., Ste.
920, NY, NY 10169. LLC
formed in DE: 5/8/25. NY Sec.
of State designated agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served and
shall mail process to: Co-
gency Global Inc., 122 E. 42nd
St., 18th F1, NY, NY 10168.
DE addr. of LLC: 850 New
Burton Rd., Ste. 201, Dover,
DE 19904. Cert. of Form. filed
with DE Sec. of State, 401
Federal St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: all lawful purposes.
116! Jull6é w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Wasabi Upper
HoldCo LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/07/25. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
05/06/24. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Al-
bany, NY 12207-2543." DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State, 401 Federal
St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11717 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUAL. of 17
BLEECKER, LLC Auth.
filed with SSNY on
06/18/2025. Office location:
New York. LL.C formed in DE
on 03/12/2025. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 580 5TH AVENUE, #2908,
NEW YORK, NY, 10036. Arts.
of Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901 Any lawful purpose.
11703 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Brook Road En-
ergy C LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State: 7/9/25.
Office location: NY County.
LLC formed in DE: 3/13/25.
NY Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail
process to: 110 William St.,
Fl1. 24, NY, NY 10038. DE ad-
dress of LLC: c/o Corporate
Creations Network Inc., 1521
Concord Pike, Ste. 201, Wilm-
ington, DE 19803. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF QUAL. of 17

BLEECKER OWNER
LLC Auth. filed with SSNY
on 06/24/2025. Office location:
New York. LL.C formed in DE
on 06/23/2025. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 580 5TH AVENUE, #2908,
NEW YORK, NY, 10036. Arts.
of Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901. Any lawful purpose.
11704 Jull6é w Aug20

ALEXTO GROUP LLC. Filed
with SSNY on 06/27/2025. Of-
fice: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: 15
LUCILLE DR, SYOSSET, NY
11791. Purpose: Any Lawful

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Rigging Details LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
2/26/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to Garth Shack, 815 W 181 St,
Apt 4K, New York, NY 10033.
Purpose: any lawful act.
11775 Jyl6 W Au20

11441 jy9-W aul3
WATERFALL NYS LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

06/19/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 77 BLEECKER ST
#106, NEW YORK, NY 10012.
Purpose: Any Lawful

11417 jy9-W aul3

otice of Formation of 914

UNPLUGGED, LLC. Ar-
ticles of Organization filed
with SSNY on 12/18/2024. 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: Itzel Aguilera, 339
Tarrytown Road, Elmsford,
NY 10523. Purpose: any law-

ful purpose.
Jy09 W Aul3

10917

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ADVANTAGE
SALES & MARKETING LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/18/25 Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Nevada (NV) on 12/30/24.
Prine. office of LLC: 8001
Forsyth Blvd., Ste. 1025, Clay-
ton, MO 63105. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Cert. of Form.
filed with Secy. of State, 101
N. Carson St., Ste. 3, Carson
City, NV 89701. Purpose: Any
lawful activity.
10855 Jul2 w Augé

11399 jy9-W aul3
APERTURE GROUP LLC.
Filed with SSNY on

05/30/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 140 FRANKLIN ST,
UNIT 2B/C, NEW YORK, NY
10013. Purpose: Any Lawful

11427 Jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF FORMATION

of THE VILLAGE SOCI-
ETY LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 6/17/2025. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 55
Harrison Avenue, Hicksville,
NY 11801. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
11715 Jyl6 W Au20

OTICE OF FORMATION

of 39 HILLCREST AV-
ENUE LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with SSNY on 07/07/2025.
Office location: Nassau SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY mail
process to 55 BREGMAN AV-
ENUE, NEW HYDE PARK,
NY,11040. Any lawful pur-
pose.

9944

OTICE OF FORMATION

of LOCUS INVENTOR
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/22/2024. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 87 Martin Rd.
N., Bethpage, NY 11714. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
11253 Jy09 W Aul3

11702 Jull6 w Aug20
CHERRY HILL NYS LLC.
Filed  with SSNY on

06/20/2025. Office: New York
County. SSNY designated as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 77 BLEECKER ST
#106, NEW YORK, NY 10012.
Purpose: Any Lawful

11415 jy9-W aul3

CIRCLE PROPERTY VEN-
TURES LLC. Filed with
SSNY on 05/06/2025. Office:
New York County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent for process
& shall mail to: 935 PARK
AVE # 10A, NEW YORK, NY
10028. Purpose: Any Lawful

11436 Jy9-W aul3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of SCALE III SUB
355 LENDER LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 07/08/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/16/25. Princ. office of LLC:
c/o Slate Property Group, 440
Park Ave. South, 3rd FI1., NY,
NY 10016. 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: CSC, 251 Little
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.
11719 Jull6 w Aug20

11688

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of dub Advisors,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/09/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
10/20/21. Princ. office of LLC:
101 Greenwich St., Fl. 2, Ste.
504, NY, NY 10006. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Charuni
Patibanda-Sanchez, 401 Fed-
eral St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11718 Jull6 w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 422 FULTON
OWNER (BPCS), L.L.C. App.
For Auth. filed with Secy of
State of NY (SSNY) on
6/13/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 6/11/25.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
c/o Tishman Speyer, 45 Rock-
efeller Plaza, 7th Fl, NY, NY
10111. DE address of LLC: c/o
National Registered Agents,
Inc., 1209 Orange St, Wilm-
ington, DE 19801. Arts of Org
filed with DE Secy of State,
PO Box 898, Dover, DE 19903.
Purpose: any lawful activity.
10886 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FIFTH AV-
ENUE PRIVATE EQUITY 17
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/02/25. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
07/07/22. 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: ¢/o CSC, 251 Lit-
tle Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, Div. of
Corps., 401 Federal St., John
G. Townsend Bldg.,, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
11616 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 422 FULTON
TRS (BPCS), L.L.C. App. For
Auth. filed with Secy of State
of NY (SSNY) on 6/13/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
6/11/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: c/o Tishman
Speyer, 45 Rockefeller Plaza,
7th F1, NY, NY 10111. DE ad-
dress of LLC: c/o National
Registered Agents, Inc., 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Arts of Org filed with
DE Secy of State, PO Box 898,
Dover, DE 19903. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
10890 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUAL. of BO

WESTOVER HILLS
PLEDGOR LLC Auth. filed
with SSNY on 06/23/2025. Of-
fice location: New York. LLC
formed in DE on 06/13/2025.
SSNY desg. as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY mail
process to: 600 MAMARO-
NECK AVENUE, 400, HAR-
RISON, NY, 10528. Arts. of
Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901. Any lawful purpose.
10922 Jul2 w Aug6
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OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Bilt Travel LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Dept. of State: 2/19/25. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
bus. addr.: 31 Bond St., NY,
NY 10012. LLC formed in DE:
10/15/24. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl., NY, NY 10168. DE
addr. of LLC: 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 lawful activity.
10983 Jul2 w Augé

TION of Boulevard Car-

Audio & Design, LLC.
App. For Auth. filed with
Secy of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/18/25. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
New Jersey (NJ) on 9/25/23.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Cogency Global Inc., 122 E
42nd St, 18th Fl, NY, NY
10168. NJ address of LLC: 316
Berrhill Drive,
Williamstown, NJ 08094. Arts
of Org filed with NJ Dept. of
Treasury, Division of Rev-
enue and Enterprise Ser-
vices, PO Box 628, Trenton,
NJ 08625. Purpose: any law.

ful activity.
Jul2 w Augé

NOTICE OF QUALIFICA-
rol

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of CLEARLIGHT
FUND (AMERICA) LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/25/25. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 09/15/97.
Princ. office of LLC: 1799
Broadway, 35th Fl., NY, NY
10019. 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: CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State Charuni
Patibanda-Sanchez, 401 Fed-
eral St., Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11120 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RAHF VI Caro-
line Member, LL.C. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
7/10/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 551
5th Ave., 23rd Fl, NY, NY
10176. LLC formed in DE:
5/28/25. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
12329 Jul30 w Sept3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RAHF VI Caro-
line Preservation, LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Dept. of
State: 7/10/25. Office location:
NY County. Princ. bus. addr.:
551 5th Ave., 23rd F1.,, NY, NY
10176. LLC formed in DE:
5/28/25. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
12332 Jul30 w Sept3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 1552 BROAD-
WAY RETAIL LESSEE LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/26/25. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 06/10/25.
Princ. office of LLC: 1 Van-
derbilt Ave., NY, NY 10017.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 8
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. DE addr. of LLC: 251
Little Falls Dr., Wilmington,
DE 19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with  Charuni Patibanda-
Sanchez, 401 Federal St,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11423 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Eurofins As-
cend Clinical, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
5/21/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 343
W. Main St., Leola, PA 17540.
LLC formed in DE: 3/20/00.
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. DE addr. of
LLC: 850 New Burton Rd.,
Ste. 201, Dover, DE 19904.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Sec. of State, 401 Federal St.,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful purpose.
11405 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FBRED SNS
FIN, LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 07/02/25 Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/10/25. Princ. office of LLC:
1 Madison Ave., Ste. 1600, NY,
NY 10010. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co. (CSC), 80 State St.,
Albany, NY 12207-2543. DE
addr. of LLC: CSC, 251 Little
Falls Dr.,, Wilmington, DE
19808-1674. Cert. of Form.
filed with Secy. of State, 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11431 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MASSACHU-
SETTS SNF4 LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/27/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
05/07/19. Princ. office of LLC:
152 W. 57th St., 60th Fl., NY,
NY 10019. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be-
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11425 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MASSACHU-
SETTS SNF 5 LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/30/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LL.C
formed in Delaware (DE) on
05/07/19. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert,
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11428 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MASSACHU-
SETTS SNF7 LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/27/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
05/07/19. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11421 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of COMFORT CAP
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/27/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/25/25. Princ. office of LLC:
200 Madison Ave., 26th FI.,
NY, NY 10016. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to the LLC at the
princ. office of the LLC. DE
addr. of LL.C: c/o Corporation
Service Co., 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Secy. of State of DE, 401 Fed-
eral St.,, Ste. 4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11430 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MASSACHU-
SETTS SNF 8 LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/27/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
05/07/19. Princ. office of LLC:
152 W. 57th St., 60th F1., NY,
NY 10019. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. DE addr. of
LLC: 251 Little Falls Dr.,
Wilmington, DE 19808. Cert.
of Form. filed with Secy. of
State, John G. Townsend
Bldg., 401 Federal St., Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11420 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUAL. of

5505-1500 CARROLL
STREET BROOKLYN LLC
Auth. filed with SSNY on
06/10/2015. Office location:
New York. LLC formed in DE
on 06/01/2015. SSNY desg. as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY mail process
to: 80 STATE STREET, AL-
BANY, NY, 12207. Arts. of
Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901. Any lawful purpose.
11701 Jull6é w Aug20

OTICE OF QUAL. of
5523-WASHINGTON
AVE AND ST. JAMES
BROOKLYN LLC Auth. filed
with SSNY on 03/30/2016. Of-
fice location: New York. LLC
formed in DE on 01/12/2016.
SSNY desg. as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY mail
process to: 80 STATE
STREET, ALBANY, NY,
12207. Arts. of Org. filed with
DE SOS. Townsend Bldg.
Dover, DE 19901. Any lawful

purpose.
11700 Jullé w Aug20

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Adirondack
Bottling Works, LLC. App.
For Auth. filed with Secy of
State of NY (SSNY) on
6/17/25. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 6/4/25.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
Cogency Global Inc. (CGD,
122 E 42nd St, 18th Fl, NY,
NY 10168. DE address of
LLC: CGI, 850 New Burton
Road, Ste 201, Dover, DE
19904. Arts of Org filed with
DE Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activity.
10912 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Brook Road En-
ergy D LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State: 7/9/25.
Office location: NY County.
LLC formed in DE: 3/13/25.
NY Sec. of State designated
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served and shall mail
process to: 110 William St.,
Fl. 24, NY, NY 10038. DE ad-
dress of LLC: c/o Corporate
Creations Network Inc., 1521
Concord Pike, Ste. 201, Wilm-
ington, DE 19803. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
Jullé w Aug20

11690

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BAGGAGE AIR-
LINE GUEST SERVICES
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 06/11/25. Office lo-
cation: NY County. LLC
formed in Florida (FL) on
12/27/24. Princ. office of LLC:
501 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste.
200, Santa Monica, CA 90401.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the princ. office of
the LLC. Cert. of Form. filed
with Secy. of State, 2415 N.
Monroe St., Ste. 810, Talla-
hassee, FL 32303. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11118 Jul2 w Aug6

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 267 Pacific
Owner LLC. Authority filed
with NY Dept. of State:
7/10/25. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 157
Columbus Ave., Ste. 2E, NY,
NY 10023. LL.C formed in DE:
7/8/25. NY Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LLC wupon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc. (CGD, 122 E. 42nd St.,
18th Fl., NY, NY 10168. DE
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.
12050 jy23-W au27

OTICE OF FORMATION

of ALLONBY LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
5/8/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 10 Laurel St, Garden City,
NY 11530. R/A: US Corp
Agents, Inc. 7014 13th Ave,
#202, BK, NY 11228. Purpose:

any lawful act.
12065 Au06 W S10

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Nucleus Collab LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
4/27/2025. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall mail
copy of process against LLC
to 581 Ocean Parkway, Brook-
lyn, NY 11218. Purpose: any

lawful act.
12598 Au06 W S10

OTICE OF FORMATION

of TRAIN FORM PRAC-
TICE LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 7/9/2025. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be served
and shall mail copy of
process against LLC to 436 E
58th St, Apt 1B, New York,
NY 10022. Purpose: any law-

ful act.
12495 Au06 W S10

SILVER DREAMS CON-
SULTING L.P. Cert, of Lim-
ited Partnership filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 6/5/25.
Office in Nassau Co. SSNY
design. Agent of LP upon
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to Holli Blake 30 E
Cedar St Massapequa NY
11758 . Purpose: Any lawful

act1v1ty
11133 Jul2 w Augb

ASTON SPECIAL LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 07/25/25. 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, PO.
Box 231027, Great Neck, NY
11023. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
12625 au6-W s10

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MPF HOTEL
LENDER LLC Appl. for
Auth. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/26/25. Of-
fice location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/20/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to Corporation Ser-
vice Co., 80 State St., Al-
bany, NY 12207-2543. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little Falls
Dr., Wilmington, DE 19808.
Cert. of Form. filed with DE
Secy. of State, 401 Federal
St., Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
11424 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Nuwave Reno-
vation LLC. Application for
authority filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on
06/10/2025. Office loc: New
York County. LLC formed in
Connecticut €D on
05/21/2025. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
c/o The LLC, 58 East 117 St,
Apt 5B, New York, NY 10035.
CT address of LLC: 295 Dog-
wood Dr, Bridgeport, CT
06606. Cert. of LLC filed with
Secy. of State of CT loc: 165
Capitol Ave, Ste 1000, Hart-
ford, CT 06106. Purpose: any
lawful act or activity.
12028 Jy23 W Au27

DR. SUE LLC. Filed: 6/23/25.
Office: NY Co. Org. in DE:
01/14/2014. SSNY desig. as
agent for process & shall
mail to: 20 E 46th St, Ste 1201,
NY, NY 10017. Foreign add:
Incorp Services Inc., 131 Con-
tinental Dr, Ste 301, Newark,
DE 19713. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy Of State, Div Of

Corporations, P.o. Box 898,
Dover, DE 19903. Purpose:
General.

12591 au6-w s10

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of DEEP FRIDGE
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 11/20/24. Office lo-
cation:. NY County. LLC
formed in New Jersey (NJ)
on 07/10/15. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to Seda Business
Service, 28 Bloomfield Ave.,
Ste. 100, Pine Brook, NJ
07508. NJ addr. of LLC: 27
Reservoir Ave., Jersey City,
NJ 07307. Cert. of Form. filed
with State Treasurer and/or
Elizabeth Maher Muoio, 33
W. State St., Trenton, NJ
08608. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
11429 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of VWWHP, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/02/25. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 11/26/24.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co.,
80 State St., Albany, NY
12207-2543. DE addr. of LLC:
251 Little Falls Dr., Wilming-
ton, DE 19808. Cert. of Form.
filed with DE Secy. of State,
401 Federal St., Ste. 3, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Any law-
ful activity.
432 Jul9 w Augl3

PEAK RDR SOLUTIONS
LLC. App. for Auth. filed
with the SSNY on 06/30/25.
Office: Nassau County. Origi-
nally filed with the Secretary
of State of Florida on
08/31/18. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 175 SW
7th Street, Suite 1815, Miami,
FL 33130. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

12631 au6-W s10

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Elysian Claims,
LLC. Authority filed with NY
Dept. of State: 6/25/25. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
bus. addr.: 4325 Hillsboro
Pike, Nashville, TN 37215.
LLC formed in DE: 2/26/24.
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 FI.,
NY, NY 10168. DE addr. of
LLC: 8 The Green, Ste. B,
Dover, DE 19901. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Sec. of
State, 401 Federal St., Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: all lawful

purposes.
11403 Jul9 w Augl3

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of WINTERMUTE
USA LLC Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 06/30/25 Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE) on
06/27/25. Princ. office of LLC:
524 Broadway, NY, NY 10012.
SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543, DE addr. of LLC: 103
Foulk Rd., Ste. 202, Wilming-
ton, DE 19803. Cert. of Form.
filed with Charuni Pati-
banda-Sanchez  (Secy. of
State of DE), 401 Federal St.,
Ste. 4, Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.
426 Jul9 w Augl3

BLUEWAVE SMART FARM
LLC Authority filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 6/24/25. Office location:
NY Co. LLC formed in DE on
6/23/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to The LLC 675 W
59th St Apt 2503 NY, NY
10019. DE address of LLC:
1811 Silverside Rd Se 260
Wilmington DE 19810. Arts.
of Org. filed with DE Secy. of
State, P.O. Box 898 Dover, DE
19903. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
10967 Jul2 w Augé

BENIC VRONA LLP Cert. of
Limited Partnership filed
NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
6/12/25. Office in Nassau Co.
SSNY design. Agent of LLP
upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to Robert Puerto
500 Old Country Rd Ste 311
Garden City NY 11530. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

10974 Jul2 w Augé
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OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FRANKLIN
SQUARE HOLDINGS L.P.
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 07/08/25 Office location:
NY County. LP formed in
Pennsylvania (PA) on
05/01/07. Princ. office and PA
addr. of LP: 201 Rouse Blvd.,
Philadelphia, PA 19112. Du-
ration of LP is Perpetual.
SSNY designated as agent
of LP upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation  Service Co.
(CSC), 80 State St., Albany,
NY 12207-2543. Name and
addr. of each general partner
are available from SSNY.
Cert. of LP filed with PA
Dept. of State Bureau, 206 N.
Office Bldg., P.O. Box 8722,
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8722.
As amended by Cert. of
Amendment filed with SSNY
on 07/16/25, name changed to
FRANKLIN SQUARE HOLD-
INGS, L.P. Purpose: Any law-

ful activity.
11978 Jul23 w Aug27

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Atalan Long
Partners, LP. Fictitious name
in NY State: Atalan Long
Partners, L.P. App. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 6/17/25. Office
location: NY County. LP
formed in Delaware (DE) on
6/11/25. SSNY designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 2 Grand Central
Tower, 140 E. 45th St, 17th F1,
NY, NY 10017; Attn: David
Thomas. DE address of LP:
c/o Cogency Global Inc., 850
New Burton Rd, Ste 201,
Dover, DE 19904. Name/ad-
dress of each genl. ptr. avail-
able from SSNY. Cert. of LP
filed with DE Secy of State,
Townsend Bldg, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
10918 Jul2 w Aug6

DP LOTTOS LLC Art of Org.
filed with the SSNY on
07/18/2025 Office: Westchester
County. SSNY is designated
as the agent of the LLC for
service of process. Any legal
documents served to the LLC
through SSNY will be for-
warded to LEGALCORP SO-
LUTIONS, LLC 11 BROAD-
WAY SUITE 615 NEW YORK,
NY 10004 Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

12359 Au06 W S10

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Argentum Capi-
tal Partners V, L.P. Authority
filed with NY Dept. of State:
7/29/25. Office location: NY
County. LP formed in DE:
6/23/25. NY Sec. of State des-
ignated agent of LP upon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: c/o Daniel
Raynor, 17 State St., Ste.
2210, NY, NY 10004, principal
business address. DE ad-
dress of LP: PHS Corporate
Service, Inc., 1313 Market St.,
Ste. 1000, Wilmington, DE
19801. Name/address of genl.
ptr. available from NY Sec.
of State. Cert. of LP filed with
DE Sec. of State, 401 Federal
St., Dover, DE 19901. Pur-
pose: all lawful purposes.
12604 Augb w Sept10

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ICG SE V
TITAN CO-INVESTMENT
ACCESS FUND L.P. Author-
ity filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 6/5/25. Office
location: NY Co. LP formed
in Delaware (DE) on 9/18/24.
SSNY designated as agent of
LP wupon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
The LP 45 Rockefeller Plz
5th F1 NY, NY 10111. DE ad-
dress of LP: 1209 Orange St
Wilmington DE 19801. Arts.
Of Org. filed with DE Secy. of
State, P.O. Box 898 Dover, DE
19903. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
11134 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE of Adoption of

Pueblo Nuevo Associ-
ates to Pueblo Nuevo Associ-
ates L.P. Certificate filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/24/24. Office location:
NY County. SSNY designated
as agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: c¢/o Sukenik, Segal
& Graff, P.C.,, 450 Seventh
Ave, 42nd F1, NY, NY 10123.
Name/address of each genl.
ptr. available from SSNY.
Term: until 12/31/2032. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
10962 Jul2 w Augé

KONIGE MOTOREN WERKZ
L.P. Cert. of Limited Partner-
ship filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 6/13/25. Office in Nas-
sau Co. SSNY design. Agent
of LP upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to Victo-
ria Rodriguez 158 Colonial
Ave Freeport NY 11520. Pur-
pose: Any lawful activity.

10977 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of CAMBRIDGE ARMS
PRESERVATION, L.P. Cert.
of LP filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 06/24/25. Of-
fice location: NY County.
Princ. office of LP: 30 Hudson
Yards, FI1. 72, NY, NY 10001.
Latest date on which the LP
may dissolve is 6/23/2125.
SSNY designated as agent of
LP upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Corporation Service Co., 80
State St., Albany, NY 12207-
2543. Name and addr. of each
general partner are avail-
able from SSNY. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.
11065 Jul2 w Augé

OTICE OF FORMATION

of Malkev Capital Lim-
ited Partnership. Certificate
filed with NY Dept. of State:
6/30/2025. Office location: NY
County. Princ. bus. addr.: 950
3rd Ave., Fl. 21, NY, NY
10022. Sec. of State desig-
nated agent of LP wupon
whom process against it may
be served and shall mail
process to: Cogency Global
Inc., 122 E. 42nd St., 18th F1.,
NY, NY 10168. Name/addr. of
genl. ptr. available from Sec.
of  State. Term: until
12/31/2125. Purpose: all law-

ful purposes.
11708 Jullé w Aug20

DETH SECURITY LLC.
Filed 3/16/25. Office: NY Co.
SSNY desig. as agent for
process & shall mail to: 400 E
77th St, Apt 8b, NY, NY
10075. Registered Agent:
United States Corporation
Agents, Inc., 7014 13th Ave ,
Ste 202, Bklyn, NY 11228.
Purpose: General.
12592 au6-W s10
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