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Shooter Frank James Wants
To Plead Guilty, Lawyers Say

Attorneys for Frank James, the
63-year-old man accused of
conducting a mass shooting in
a New York City subway car in
April, on Wednesday informed a
federal judge that James wants
to plead guilty.

U.S. District Judge William
Kuntz Il of the Eastern District of
New York scheduled the change
of plea hearing for Jan. 3 after
James’ attorneys, both from the
Federal Defenders of New York,
said they would prefer to meet
in the first week of January.

The news that James plans to
plead guilty comes less than a
week after a grand jury returned
a superseding indictment in the
case, charging James with nine
additional counts of terrorism
attack on a mass transporta-
tion system. He was previously
charged with a single count of
terrorism attack on a mass
transportation system and one
count of discharging a firearm
during a crime of violence.

Each of the 10 counts of ter-
rorism corresponded to one
person who was shot during the
attack in the Brooklyn neighbor-
hood of Sunset Park, according
to the superseding indictment.
James faced a maximum of 11
sentences of life in prison, pros-
ecutors said last week.

Prosecutors informed James’
attorneys in a letter last week
that the new counts were based
on the same evidence already
being produced in discovery.

Jury selection for James’
trial was scheduled to start in
February.

A spokesperson for the U.S.
Attorney’s Office for the Eastern
District of New York declined
to comment on the matter
Wednesday.

—Jane Wester

NYS Lawyers’ Fund for Client
Protection Doled Out
Almost $10 Million in 2022

The New York State Lawyers’
Fund for Client Protection
announced Tuesday that it has
so far awarded $9.8 million in
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their attorneys.

In the final months of the
year, the fund reimbursed
$1.9 million to 44 clients of 10
crooked attorneys.

“The theft of law client
money is not only a crime but
a profound violation of the trust
placed in lawyers,” Lawyers’
Fund chair Eric Seiff of Amini
LLC said in a statement. “On
behalf of the 345,000 members
of New York’s legal profession,
the Lawyers’ Fund strives to
restore that trust by reimburs-
ing the financial harm caused
by the statistically few in our
profession who have been iden-
tified for this massive loss.”

Of the 44 awards granted
by the Lawyer’s Fund for the
final quarter of 2022, 24% reim-
bursed funds pocketed by two
now-disbarred lawyers. Those
former attorneys were Yohan
Choi of Bayside and the once-
prominent Manhattan real
estate attorney Mitchell Kos-
soff, who was sentenced to
prison in May for stealing $14.6
million from his clients.

The fund, established in
1982, has now remitted more
than $250 million to victim-
clients. It is financed by a por-
tion of the registration fees
paid by New York’s attorneys.
Awards are determined by a
seven-member board of trust-
ees appointed by the New York
State Court of Appeals. Trustees
are not paid.

The organization reimburses
clients whose attorneys have
stolen estate assets, real estate
down payments, litigation set-
tlement proceeds and other
sums. The fund does not cover
alleged legal malpractice.

Awards for 2022 surpassed
2021, when 114 clients were
reimbursed for funds lost to
thieving attorneys.

The fund’s next annual report
is scheduled for release in April
2023.

—Emily Saul

Two Lawyers Elevated
To New York’s Ethics
Watchdog Panel

A panel of law deans on Tues-
day unanimously approved
attorneys Kaylin Whittingham
and Dolly Caraballo to join New
York’s state ethics watchdog
commission, which launched
in July. » Page 4

DECISIONS OF INTEREST

First Department

CONTRACTS: Sub-subcontractor’s
mechanic’s lien is void, unenforce-
able. F.R.P. Sheet Metal Contr. Corp. v.
Georgetown Eleventh Ave. Owners LLC,
Supreme Court, New York.

ADMINISTRATIVE LAW: Court affirms
state liquor authority decision to
grant liquor license. Matter of Eldridge
St. Block Assn. v. NYS Lig. Auth., Supreme
Court, New York.

CONTRACTS: Plaintiff shows defen-
dant was unjustly enriched over
performance cancellation. Hammer
Promotions LLC v. Certified Celebrity
Bookings Inc., Supreme Court, New York.

PERSONAL INJURY: Plaintiff sufficient-
ly states negligence claim over bed
bugs against pest control company.
Pistocco v. HHM Hospitality, Supreme
Court, New York.

PERSONAL INJURY: Accident case dis-
missed against Uber; driver was not
operating vehicle as Uber. Webster v.
Golding, Supreme Court, Bronx.

Second Department

PERSONAL INJURY: Slip and fall,
assumption of risk case dismissed
against golf course. Parafestas v.

Somers Pointe Golf Club, Supreme Court,
Queens.

U.S. Courts

CIVIL RIGHTS: Challenge to school
sports gender policy dismissed; stand-
ing theories do not show injury. Soule
v. Connecticut Ass’n of Schools Inc.,, 2d Cir.

CIVIL RIGHTS: Denial of bid to bar
parole board’s use of erroneous infor-
mation in decision explained. Albritton
v. Fredella, SDNY.

INSURANCE LITIGATION: Lloyd'’s
insurer granted judgment; faulty work
caused wall’s collapse, bars breach
claim. 348 37th Street LLC v. Lloyd’s
London - Brit Global Specialty USA, EDNY.

PATENT LITIGATION: Court enjoins
communication of patent infringe-
ment claims to third parties. Sound
Around Inc. v. Shenzhen Keenray Innova-
tions Ltd., EDNY.

EMPLOYMENT LITIGATION: Default’s
entry vacated; default not willful,
failure to exhaust remedies defense
raised. Gilmore v. Saratoga Center for
Care LLC, NDNY.

DECISION SUMMARIES, Page 17
FULL-TEXT DECISIONS, nylj.com

|
INSIDE LAW JOURNAL
Classifieds.......cccocecvreennene 13
Corporate Update............... 5
Court Calendars................. 9
Court Notes
Decisions..........
Expert Analysis
Judicial Ethics Opinions.....2
Lawyer to Lawyer .............. 4
Legal Experts

& Services.......ccocvevennnnen.
Legal Notices .
Outside Counsel................. 4
Perspective........cccccevvennenne 3
See page 2 for complete
Inside lineup.

Venues Is Unlawful: Attorney

BY EMILY SAUL

AS MADISON Square Garden Enter-
tainment continues to blacklist
attorneys involved in litigation
against the company, one New
Jersey lawyer is going after James
Dolan’s liquor license.

In a complaint filed with the
New York State Liquor Authority,
partner Samuel Davis alleges that
MSGE'’s policy is a clear violation
of the New York Alcohol Beverage
Law.

Davis, of the Teaneck, New
Jersey, firm Davis, Saperstein &
Saloman, filed the complaint on
November 14, after receiving a let-
ter from MSGE counsel Hal Weiden-

feld barring the firm’s lawyers from
entering any MSGE-owned venue.

“By excluding all members of the
Firm approximately one month ago,
MSGE is violating the conditions of
its liquor licenses requiring that
the general public be permitted to
enter the premises,” the complaint
reads. “Lawyers, even if they are
engaged in the representation of
clients allegedly harmed by the
conduct of MSGE, are nevertheless
part of the general public.”

A spokesperson with the New
York State Liquor Authority con-
firmed that the SLA issued a Letter
of Advice to MSGE on November
29, informing the organization
that, if the facts laid out in Davis’
complaint are foundto  » Page 7

Partner Sam Davis and associate Kelly Conlon of New Jersey-based law firm

Davis, Saperstein & Salomon

J&J Expert Ken Feinberg
‘Under the Gun’ To Evaluate
Talc Bankruptcy Claims

BY AMANDA BRONSTAD

KEN Feinberg told a bankruptcy
judge on Tuesday that he was
“under the gun” to complete a re-
port that estimated the total value

DAVID ZALUBOWSKI/AP

Ken Feinberg said he received data

from 265 law firms but gave the other
230 of them until Dec. 31 to provide

information about their suits.

and volume of cancer claims over
Johnson & Johnson'’s baby powder.

U.S. Chief Bankruptcy Judge
Michael Kaplan tasked Feinberg,

as a court-appointed estimation
expert, with preparing a report.
And the report is on the value
and volume of current and future
claims alleging talcum powder
caused ovarian cancer or mesothe-
lioma after opting to move ahead
on an estimation process in the
Chapter 11 case of Johnson & John-
son subsidiary LTL Management.
In his first update since being
appointed, Feinberg told Kaplan
on Tuesday that he “had a very
difficult time” finding an economic
modeling firm, ultimately decid-
ing on advisory firm StoneTurn.
He was even “less successful” at
finding an epidemiologist, he said,
and that search is ongoing.
Feinberg said 265 law firms had
provided data to him about their
individual talc clients, but 230
had not. He gave them until Dec.
31 to provide information about
their lawsuits, including settle-
ments, unfiled cases and medical
corroboration about the disease at
issue. » Page 4
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N.Y. State Assemblyman-elect Lester Chang speaks at a news conference held
on 8th Ave. in Sunset Park in Brooklyn earlier this month.

Does He Live Here?
Attorneys, Lawmakers
Spar Qver Assembly
Member-Elect’s Residency

BY BRIAN LEE

LAWYERS sparred for hours on
Wednesday as New York lawmakers
held a rare factfinding hearing on
whether Republican Lester Chang,
who won last month's race for the
49th Assembly District, resides in
the Brooklyn jurisdiction for which
he was voted to represent.

Chang, at the very least,
appeared to admit to the Assem-
bly's Judiciary Committee that
his rent-stabilized apartment in
Manhattan wasn't his primary resi-
dence, which would be a violation
of state law.

Chang's lawyer Hugh Mo says his
client was the first Asian-American
to represent the Brooklyn district,
when he defeated Assemblyman
Peter Abbate Jr., D-Dyker Heights,
on Nov. 8.

Mo went on to say that the
Democratic-controlled Assembly
could also make history in their
own right, but for the wrong rea-

son—by trying to prevent his client
from joining the body through a
state law that vets qualifications.

"Certain members of this legis-
lature have now decided to chal-
lenge Lester Chang's residency for
one reason and one reason only—
because he won and the incumbent

Charles
Lavine,
D-Nassau,
Assembly
Judiciary
Committee
Chair

lost, subverting the will of the vot-
ers in the interest of inherent bias
and political animus," Mo said.
Charles Lavine, D-Nassau, chair-
man of the Assembly Judiciary
Committee, said that the hearing
was held pursuant to the state con-
stitution. He said Chang is required
to establish "abonafide  » Page 7

2023 Bankruptcy Outlook:
Rising Interest Rates Lift
All Restructuring Practices

BY DAN ROE

IF ANYONE was holding out hope
for a tidal wave of corporate bank-
ruptcies in 2022, it's time to aban-
don ship. If that was part of your
2023 budget, don't get on the ship
altogether.

As the domestic and global
economies slide toward reces-
sion at the end of 2022, leading
bankruptcy practitioners aren't
calling when—or even whether—
corporate bankruptcies will pick

up in a way that corresponds with
most professionals' understanding
of the amount of insolvency lurking
in the market.

Yet, restructuring practices that
slowed down are picking back
up, and those that stayed busy
are fielding inbound inquiries at
a rate rivaled by the Great Reces-
sion. Refinancing is more difficult
than it was a year ago. Covenants
in credit agreements are tighten-
ing. Lenders are demanding greater
concessions from borrowers. Slug-
gish bankruptcy dock-  » Page7

As Law Firms Seek To Manage Capacity, Layoffs Become Last Resort

BY JUSTIN HENRY

WHILE the industry's attention has
been focused on the layoffs playing
out in Big Law, firm leaders, associ-
ates and industry observers say
such drastic measures to reduce
capacity aren’t the go-to method of
managing personnel after a period
of overhiring.

Layoffs are often the final resort
by firms that have already endeav-
ored to repurpose associates into
other practice areas or administra-
tive functions at the firm and used
performance evaluations to weed
out excess capacity and underper-
forming lawyers.

These measures are being
wielded with greater frequency in
2022 as it’s easier to stay under the

radar as an underperformer when
a firm experiences windfall profits
as in 2021, when robust levels of
transactional work led to the best
financial years on record for many
firms, industry observers and firm
leaders note.

A combination of the pandemic
and the unprecedented levels of
demand for corporate work in 2021
led to firms being more willing to

absorb underperformers last year,
according to associates and firm
leaders interviewed for this article,
who declined to be named. While
work remains busy, there has been
anoticeable downturn in work this
year in corporate and transactional
practices, they said.

But it’s not just low hours that
prompt an associate’s ousting,
said one associate at  » Page6
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Report Shows Positive Outlook for Cross-Border M&A in 2023

BY GAIL S. COHEN

TECHNOLOGY, media and telecom-
munications will continue to be the
most appealing sector for cross-
border deals, according to a new
report from Dentons Canada and
Mergermarket.

The “Shifting Tides of Cross-
border M&A,” released this week,
showed 72% of U.S./Canada respon-
dents and 93% of their peers out-
side North America predict they’ll
be involved in transactions in the
TMT sector. Financial services,
cited by just over half the respon-
dents, was the next most popular

industry, followed by pharma,
medical and biotech (PMB).

Mergermarket conducted 150
interviews of senior executives
involved in cross-border M&A in
the third quarter of this year. Half
of the respondents were acquirers
based in the U.S. and Canada of tar-
gets based elsewhere in the world,
and the other half were acquirers
from elsewhere in the world of
U.S. or Canadian targets. These
two groups were divided equally
between corporate and private
equity respondents.

The survey showed while the
market cooled somewhat in 2022, it
remained above pre-pandemic levels.

“The onset this year of monetary
tightening and fever-pitch geopo-
litical tensions understandably
have investors questioning the
sustainability of the recent pace
of action,” said the report.

With that backdrop, still more
than a third of U.S./Canadian
respondents and 40% outside
North America are predicting
increasing M&A activity for 2023.
Among U.S./Canada respondents,
39% expect it to decrease com-
pared with the past 12 months—a
view 36% of non-North American
executives share. The majority
expect to be involved in one to
four deals in the new year.

Two-thirds of respondents out-
side North America cite the U.S. as
one of the most appealing regions
for buy-side cross-border M&A
activity, far ahead of other markets.
Almost half of their U.S./Canadian
peers (47%), meanwhile, see a lot
of opportunities in Eastern Europe.

“Eastern Europe may not seem
like an obvious choice given the
conflict in Ukraine, but the region
has emerged as a tech tour de force
in recent years,” said the report.

Interestingly, nearly half of the
non-North American executives
said experiences with the pan-
demic and global supply chain
issues have them looking to pri-

oritize onshoring and domestic
dealmaking while only 38% of North
Americans felt that way.

What the majority of respon-
dents (80%) agreed on is that
stricter protections on foreign
direct investment “will have a
noticeable negative impact on their
cross-border dealmaking strategy,”
said the report.

Opinion is certainly split over
the appeal of Chinese markets,
according to the report. Outside
North America, 40% said China
is among the least appealing and
43% said it was among their top
destinations for buy-side activity.
Of the U.S./Canada respondents,

53% were not interested in China
and only 20% said they were.

And almost all (87%) of respon-
dents around the world expect
guidelines related to environment,
social, and governance (ESG) prin-
ciples to have more impact on
cross-border M&A over the next
12 months.

Also, in order to improve the
M&A process, more than half of
respondents say they will be put-
ting more emphasis on post-deal
integration as well as allocating
more time to due diligence.

I
@‘ Gail S. Cohen can be reached at
gcohen@alm.com.

‘Congress Spins Its Wheels’: Cannabis Industry Attorneys See Familiar Trends Looming in 2023

BY CHERYL MILLER

THE LAST 12 months in the can-
nabis industry offered plenty of
hype and headlines.

Voters and lawmakers in a hand-
ful of additional states and coun-
tries said “yes” to recreational use
and medical marijuana. President
Joe Biden made history by signing
a marijuana research bill into law.
More celebrities jumped into busi-
ness ventures featuring the previ-
ously taboo product. Law firms
expanded their cannabis prac-
tices or dived into psychedelics
law.

But for all the hoopla, 2022 was
remarkably like 2021 in cannabis
law. States struggled to launch and
maintain thriving recreational-use
programs and quash illicit mar-
kets. Lawsuits targeted cities’ and
states’ social equity efforts. And
hopes dimmed of Congress pass-
ing a bill to provide cash-depen-
dent marijuana operators access
to banks.

Amid the changes and stagna-
tion, we asked three lawyers who
work with the industry to give us
their predictions for cannabis law
in 2023. Their answers sometimes

Rachel Gillette of Holland & Hart, Zachary Kobrin of Akerman, and Stanley

Jutkowitz of Seyfarth Shaw

reflected the frustration with, or
even pessimism of, a business sec-
tor that continues to grapple with
the same huge issues.

On legalization and decrimi-
nalization efforts at the federal
level:

¢ Rachel Gillette, head of Hol-
land & Hart’s cannabis industry
practice: “Distracted by the wave
of states legalizing other ‘natural

medicines’ like psilocybin, federal
law enforcement decides cannabis
is the least of their worries. Mired
in divisive politics (again), how-
ever, Congress spins its wheels,
and cannabis remains Schedule I
in 2023.”

e Zachary Kobrin, a partner in
Akerman’s cannabis practice: “I
anticipate momentum to build for
more incremental reforms at the

COURTESY PHOTOS

federal level, but not wholesale
cannabis reform. This could be
seen in potential [Internal Revenue
Code] 280 reform efforts, increased
federal support for clinical trials in
cannabis, or allowance of cannabis
through Veterans Administration
benefits.”

e Stanley Jutkowitz, leader
of Seyfarth Shaw’s cannabis law
practice: “There will be no new
meaningful federal legislation for
the cannabis industry in 2023. No
legalization. No SAFE Banking. No
relief from section 280E of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code.”

On the Industry’s Finances
And Financial Dealings:

Jutkowitz: "Cannabis compa-
nies’ access to capital will continue
to be limited in 2023 as investors
and lenders focus on cash flow,
or lack thereof. This, together
with higher costs of capital will
increase the financial stress on
plant-touching businesses.

There will be more restruc-
turings and loan defaults in the
cannabis industry as a result of
limited access to capital, among
other factors. These restructur-
ings will require creative solutions

since federal bankruptcy, includ-
ing Chapter 11 reorganization, is
not an option for plant-touching
businesses.”

Kobrin: “2023 will be a year of
consolidation and reduction for the
cannabis industry. Low company
values and stock prices will create
great opportunities for those com-
panies with strong management
and strong balance sheets, seeking
to snatch up smaller operators at
a discount. This will be especially
prevalent as larger companies
begin or continue to expand their
footprints in adult-use markets
like Arizona, Illinois, New Mexico,
Maryland (once it comes online)
and many others.

The capital markets will, unfor-
tunately, continue to be down in
2023, making it harder for those
in the industry to borrow money
or obtain financing. On a positive
note, we will start seeing more
blue-chip companies outside of
cannabis enter the market to pro-
vide goods and services. | expect
an increase in banking and insur-
ance services to the industry (even
if SAFE doesn’t pass).”

Gillette: “More and more com-
panies [will] face financial distress
resulting from reduced consumer

demand (thank you, inflation),
oversupply and high costs of regu-
latory compliance .... Despite the
constant drumbeat of a looming
recession, tenacious cannabis busi-
nesses carry on, as more adult use
markets develop. Public support
for federal legalization of cannabis
continues to grow.”

Other Predictions:

Jutkowitz: “More states will
legalize adult use. Watch for Min-
nesota, Oklahoma and possibly
Pennsylvania.”

Kobrin: “We can also expect to
see increased use of technology
across all levels of cannabis. The
pandemic fast-tracked technologi-
cal advancements and the cannabis
industry has embraced anything
that might help reduce costs and
increase revenue.”

Gillette: “Deciding the best use
of their limited resources is not
customer service, the IRS contin-
ues auditing state-legal cannabis
businesses for 280E compliance,
only to find there is no pot of gold
at the end of the rainbow. “

|
@ ‘ Cheryl Miller can be reached at
cmiller@alm.com.

Judicial Ethics

—nmemmn—

Opinions From the Advisory Committee on Judicial Ethics

The Advisory Committee on Judicial
Ethics responds to written inquiries
from New York state’s approximately
3,600 judges and justices, as well as
hundreds of judicial hearing officers,
support magistrates, court attorney-
referees, and judicial candidates
(both judges and non-judges seeking
election to judicial office). The com-
mittee interprets the Rules Govern-
ing Judicial Conduct (22 NYCRR Part
100) and, to the extent applicable,
the Code of Judicial Conduct. The
committee consists of 27 current and
retired judges, and is co-chaired by
the Honorable Margaret Walsh, a jus-
tice of the supreme court in Albany
County, and the Honorable Lillian
Wan, an associate justice of the
appellate division, second depart-
ment.

—nnenn—
Opinion: 22-89

Digest: A full-time judge (1) may
participate in a group, organized
by the Governor’s office and the
Department of Motor Vehicles, that
will propose simpler verbiage and
more logical organization for the
Vehicle and Traffic Law, where
the membership is balanced with
subject matter experts from rel-
evant state agencies, non-profits,
prosecutors, and defense counsel,
(2) may be reimbursed for travel
and lodging expenses reasonably
incurred; but (3) may not be com-
pensated for work performed on
behalf of the group.

Rules: 22 NYCRR 100.2;
100.2(A); 100.3(B)(6); 100.3(B)
(8); 100.4(A)(1)-(3); 100.4(C)(3);
100.4(H)(1); 100.4(H)(1)(a)-(b);
100.4(H)(c)(1); 100.4(H)(2); Opin-
ions 22-14; 20-198; 19-127; 18-183;
18-127; 17-88; 15-26/15-44; 14-177;
06-73; 03-130.

Opinion: A full-time judge has
been invited to participate in a
group, organized by the Gover-
nor’s office and the Department of
Motor Vehicles, that will “rewrite
significant sections of the New York
State Vehicle and Traffic Law” in an
attempt to “simplify verbiage and
organize [it] logically.” The focus of
the group’s work is to restructure
the statutes in an orderly manner,
resulting in “a report on current
law.” The group’s members will
be “subject matter experts” from
“all state agencies with VTL relat-
ed practice, non-profits, Interlock
Providers, STOP-DWI, Bar Asso-
ciations, Prosecutor Associations
and prominent practicing defense
attorneys.” On these facts, the
judge asks if it is ethically permis-
sible to become a member and
participate in the group’s work. If
so, the judge further asks if they
may accept reimbursement for
travel and lodging when in-person
meetings are required, given that
the expected source of reimburse-
ment will be “a Grant ... from the
Governor’s Traffic Safety Commit-
tee.” The judge states there will be
“no use of STOP DWI proceeds in
this project.” Finally, the judge asks
if they may accept compensation
“at anominal state- based rate per
hour expended” for this work.

A judge must always avoid even
the appearance of impropriety (see
22 NYCRR 100.2) and must always
act to promote public confidence in
the judiciary’s integrity and impar-
tiality (see 22 NYCRR 100.2[A]).
Judges generally may serve on
entities “devoted to the improve-
ment of the law, the legal system or
the administration of justice” (22
NYCRR 100.4[C][3]), subject to
generally applicable limitations on
judicial speech and conduct (see
e.g. 22 NYCRR 100.3[B][8] [public
comment rule]).! Full-time judges

“may receive compensation and
reimbursement of expenses” for
permissible extra-judicial activi-
ties, subject to limitations (22
NYCRR 100.4[H][1]). For example,
the source of payments must not
“give the appearance of influenc-
ing” performance of judicial duties
or “otherwise give the appearance
of impropriety” (id.) and compen-
sation for a full-time judge’s extra-
judicial activities must “not exceed
a reasonable amount nor shall it
exceed what a person who is not
ajudge would receive for the same
activity” (22 NYCRR 100.4[H][1]
[a]). Moreover, “[n]o full-time judge
shall solicit or receive compensa-
tion for extrajudicial activities per-
formed for or on behalf of ... New
York State, its political subdivisions
or any office or agency thereof” (22
NYCRR 100.4[H][1][c][1]).

1. Participation in the Group

In general, a judge may be a
member of an organization “devot-
ed to the improvement of the law,
the legal system or the administra-
tion of justice” (22 NYCRR 100.4[C]
[3]). The present group, organized
by the executive branch, clearly
seeks to improve the law by pro-
posing changes to the Vehicle and
Traffic Law that would “simplify
verbiage and organize [it] logically”
and render it “more clear, simple
and useful.” We note this activity is
likely to draw on the judge’s judi-
cial experience applying the statute
in cases before the judge.

It is also significant that the
group appears to be balanced
with subject matter experts from
relevant state agencies, non-profits,
prosecutors, and defense counsel.
We have recognized that where a
group “is balanced among lawyers
representing all interests before the
court it is appropriate  » Page6

Calling All Lawyers: LexisNexis, Ukrainian
Bar Association Foster New Legal Aid Portal

BY ISHA MARATHE

RUSSIA’S invasion of Ukraine start-
ed in February and has since held
the Eastern European region in a
state of fear and crisis.

For lawyers in the region, the
past year has resulted in job loss,
trauma and immense physical and
mental upheaval.

It may not be surprising then
that LexisNexis Rule of Law Foun-
dation, the nonprofit entity rolled
out by LexisNexis to spread the
“rule of law” around the world,
has sought to mitigate the impact
from the conflict as its latest focus.

In partnership with the Ukrai-
nian Bar Association and Lexis-
Nexis, the nonprofit Foundation
has launched the “Legal Aid
Portal — Ukraine.” The free web-
site is meant to enable Ukrainian
attorneys and legal professionals
to search for job opportunities,
aid, office spaces, housing, and
mental health resources, among
other offerings. All those enrolled
on the website—whether interna-
tional lawyers offering resources
or Ukrainian lawyers receiving
them—must be verified through
the registration and login process.

Ian McDougall, the executive
vice president and general coun-
sel for LexisNexis, said that, as a
corporate sponsor for the Interna-
tional Bar Association, LexisNexis
had the opportunity to connect
with the Ukrainian Bar Associa-
tion after the country’s invasion,
spurring the eventual creation of
the legal aid portal.

“They said to us, [considering]
the various problems they were suf-
fering, ‘if we could be put in touch
with the lawyers and law firms
around the world who could help us
continue to provide legal services
to someone inside Ukraine, it would
be very powerful,” McDougall said.

Ukrainian State Emergency Service firefighters clear the rubble at the building
which was destroyed by a Russian attack in Kryvyi Rih, Ukraine, Friday, Dec. 16.
Russian forces launched at least 60 missiles across Ukraine that day.

“Jointly, this idea of the tool came
up as an idea to connect the need
and volunteer supply.”

Currently, McDougall noted that
the portal functions by generat-
ing various options depending on
the needs of the user, who would
register and type into the search
bar “housing,” “disability care” or
“refugee council,” among myriad
options, for example. While the
portal is live, it is still in its early
stages and needs attention from
legal professionals internationally,
McDougall said. He noted that the
database could use opportunities
from legal professionals all over the
world.

“As time goes on, we’ll kind of
iterate, and as people give us ideas
and suggestions, we’ll add more
resources to it, but that’s the initial
sort of launch status,” he added.

“The Ukrainian Bar Association has
put the word out, but that’s on the
need side. We now need to get the
word out to international lawyers
on the volunteer side.”

To be sure, the Lexis Nexis
“Legal Aid Portal — Ukraine” isn’t
the first attempt to create an online
solution to bring legal aid to the cri-
sis area. In April, only two months
after the war began, Chicago-based
legal tech provider Paladin teamed
up with the Ukrainian legal associa-
tion Legal Development Network
to roll out its own pro bono portal.
The portal is powered by an Al-
based chatbot called Pravoman
and works to connect basic legal
questions from users with legal
professionals.

I
@ ‘ Isha Marathe can be reached at
imarathe@alm.com.
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ASKTHE FORMER REGULATOR

The Attorney General’s Power
To Enforce Real Estate Regulations

uestion: | am a trans-

actional attorney who

works closely with real

estate developers, many

of whom are in the busi-
ness of developing condominiums.
[would like to have a better under-
standing of the powers bestowed
upon the New York Attorney Gen-
eral when it comes to regulating
real estate offerings. Could you
provide an overview?

Answers: Many people say there
is no state attorney general in the
country with as much power as the
New York State Attorney General
(AG). There are two laws, in par-
ticular, that give the AG’s Office
its power—the Martin Act and the
Executive Law. There are others, but
for the purposes of this article, I will
focus on these two laws and provide
the general overview you seek.

The Martin Act: New York's
Blue Sky Law

General Business Law (GBL)
Article 23-A (the Martin Act) grants
the AG both civil and criminal pow-
ers to investigate “any deception,
misrepresentation, concealment,
suppression, fraud, false pretense
or false promise” on behalf of the
public interest. Generally, the Mar-
tin Act applies to the “issuance,
exchange, purchase, sale, promo-
tion, negotiation, advertisement,
investment advice or distribution
within or from this state, of any
stocks, bonds, notes, evidences of
interest or indebtedness or other
securities,” which includes the sale
of condominium units by a sponsor.
See N.Y. Real Prop. Law §339-ee.

The AG need not prove intent
on the part of a sponsor to allege
a violation of the Martin Act. See
People v. Federated Radio, 244 N.Y.
33 (1926). There is also no private
right of action under the Martin
Act, which means that the AG has

ERICA F. BUCKLEY is the former Bureau
Chief of the Real Estate Finance Bureau
and is the practice group leader of
Nixon Peabody’s cooperatives and
condominiums team. This column is
for informational purposes only and
is not a substitute for agency guidance.

By
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Buckley

sole and exclusive jurisdiction to
remedy alleged violations. See
Kralik v. 239 E. 79th St. Owners, 5
N.Y.3d 54 (2005); see also CPC Int’l
v. McKesson, 70 N.Y.2d 268 (1987).
While not exhaustive, a summary of
the key powers is as follows:

GBL §352(1) Sworn Statement.
Under this provision of the Martin
Act, whenever it appears through
complaint or otherwise that there
may be any device, scheme, or
artifice to defraud the public dur-
ing the advertisement or sale of
real estate securities, the AG may

The AG has a tremen-
dous amount of power
under the Martin Act and
Executive Law and has a
low threshold to use these
various tools on behalf of
the public.

demand a statement, under oath, be
given. Often referred to as a “352-1
Demand,” a receipt of such a letter
is a warning sign that the AG may
have concerns about the truthful-
ness or accuracy of information
provided to the Office to date. A
352-1 Demand is also a precursor
to a subpoena (although sometimes
used in tandem to get information in
amore digestible form) and should
be taken very seriously. If a spon-
sor gets a 352-1 Demand during the
review process of a condominium
offering plan, it should be seen as
an immediate red flag.

GBL §352(2) Subpoenas. The AG
also has broad subpoena powers
under the Martin Act and can take
testimony under oath and seek
the production of documents.
Any failure to comply with an AG
subpoena without reasonable
cause could lead to misdemeanor
charges, and, therefore, compliance

should be taken very seriously. See
People v. Forsyth, 109 Misc.2d 234
(Sup. Ct. N.Y. Cnty. 1981). A couple
of other interesting things to note
about AG subpoenas: (1) There is no
constitutional right to have counsel
present during testimony under a
Martin Act subpoena (although the
Office has a longstanding policy of
permitting, so long as counsel does
not interfere with the examination
process). See First Energy Leasing v.
Attorney General, 68 N.Y.2d 59 (1986)
and (2) There is no right to receive
a copy of a transcript while a Martin
Act investigation is pending (only
afterward, subject to the Freedom
of Information Law). See Gutterman
v. Lefkowitz, 92 Misc.2d 583 (Sup.
Ct. N.Y. Cnty. 1977). It is exception-
ally hard to challenge the AG’s sub-
poena powers. If a client receives a
subpoena from the AG, you should
immediately bring in counsel that
is familiar with the Martin Act to
assess the next best steps to com-
ply and whether there is any way
to try and narrow the scope of the
subpoena—something that is gener-
ally done through negotiations as
opposed to motion practice.

GBL §353 Actions. Once the AG
has determined that there is sat-
isfactory evidence to show that a
person, partnership, corporation,
company, trust, or other associa-
tion has engaged in fraud; an action
may be brought on behalf of the
people of the state of New York.
The AG may seek a permanent
injunction barring a person or
named entity from engaging in the
offer or sale of securities in New
York (including condominiums)—a
remedy usually reserved for the
most egregious cases. In addition
to a bar, the AG can also seek resti-
tution, disgorgement, and civil pen-
alties of up to $5,000 per violation.
In cases where a defendant derived
property by means of a fraudulent
practice, the AG also has the ability
to seek the appointment of a receiv-
er of that property at any time after
the complaint has been filed. See
GBL §353-a. This extends to com-
mingled property (think jointly
owned property), and a receiver
appointed under GBL §353-can be
authorized to take title to the prop-
erty and liquidate it for ~ » Page 8
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Limiting Risks When Lawyers
Engage Private Investigators

mprobably, deception often
leads to truth. Still, might
there be adverse conse-
quences for having somehow
engaged in the deception?

We see deception always on
TV cop shows. Detectives falsely
cajole suspects into confessing,
telling them that “the train is leav-
ing the station—your boy down
the hall is itching to sell you out,”
whereas the police haven’t even
found him. A legally acceptable
tactic for law enforcement agents.

No sensible prosecutor,
though, wants to be near that:
“You, detective, just bring me the
results.” After all, lawyers, includ-
ing prosecutors are duty bound
ethically to be truthful to those
with whom they communicate.
Responsible prosecutors won’t
falsely tell that to suspects
or be present when that
occurs, even though they
may benefit from such
deceptive conduct.

Scholarly thought
often questions why law-
yers forfeit their arguable
First Amendment “right”
to engage in deception.
Forget about it. All lawyers want
to achieve victory without risking
ethics probes or negative media
attention attendant to decep-
tions that benefit their clients—
public or private. If deception is
employed to ferret out helpful
information, they want distance
or at least deniability.

And lawyers don’t want to rely
on the First Amendment to bail
them out. Nor do they want the
type of notoriety that the Boies
Schiller law firm received from
having employed the Black Cube
intelligence firm (housing some
former Mossad agents) to inter-
view Harvey Weinstein victims
under false pretenses, without

JOEL COHEN, a former state and fed-
eral prosecutor, practices white-collar
criminal defense law as senior coun-
sel at Stroock & Stroock & Lavan. A
frequent author, he is an adjunct pro-
fessor at both Fordham and Cardozo
Law Schools.

BY JOEL COHEN

having sufficiently supervised it.
Or the negative attention recent-
ly foisted on the Reed Smith
firm for using investigators who
purportedly intimidated former
Washington Commander cheer-
leaders who had reached NDAs
with the team over alleged sexual
misconduct.

Suffice, if a private investigator
approaches a potential interview-
ee and candidly says “I represent
X and want to gain information
from you designed to exonerate
him, even though you previously
spoke negatively about him,” little
benefit will be gained from that
interview. Accordingly, some level
of legerdemain will typically be
employed to put the interviewee
at ease—suggesting some per-
sonal benefit in her telling “her

Will an investigator’s questionable
conduct be imputed to the lawyer? Yes,
the investigator's conduct may well be
imputed to the lawyer or law firm if the
investigator was inadequately supervised.

truth.” How far can that go, and
what are the ethical concerns for
the lawyer employing the inves-
tigator? Meaning, will an investi-
gator’s questionable conduct be
imputed to the lawyer?

Yes, the investigator’s con-
duct may well be imputed to
the lawyer or law firm if the
investigator was inadequately
supervised. Likewise, if the law-
yer (recklessly) doesn’t warn the
investigator against interviewing
“parties” whom the lawyer knows
are actually represented by coun-
sel. So, some basic ground rules
must be obeyed lest the hiring
lawyer herself not become sub-
ject to discipline, civil lawsuit or
media recrimination. And yes, the
lawyer must ensure that the cli-
ent itself isn’t sanctioned in the
civil litigation due to the lawyer’s
ethics violation in inadequately
circumscribing the investigator’s
conduct.

Unquestionably, lawyers are
discouraged from encouraging

some forms of deception even
from a distance, by the disciplin-
ary rules themselves. Rule 8.4(c)
of the New York Rules of Profes-
sional Conduct (in place in most
jurisdictions), forbids lawyer
or law firms from engaging “in
conduct involving dishonesty,
fraud, deceit or misrepresenta-
tion.” Importantly, Comment [1]
of New York’s Rule, for example,
provides that “[l]Jawyers are
subject to discipline when they
violate or attempt to violate
the Rules of Professional Con-
duct, knowingly assist or induce
another to do so, or do so through
the acts or another, as when they
instruct an agent to do so on their
behalf” (emphasis added). Care-
ful lawyers will question whether
it’s worth the risk in allowing an
“agent” —i.e., a private
investigator—to engage
in deception on her
behalf in order to effec-
tively represent a client,
however important that
client might be.

For example, you cer-
tainly don’t want your
investigator: (1) engag-
ing in illegal conduct (such as
impersonating law enforcement
officers, tapping phones, hacking
computers, bribing or stealing
information); (2) pretending to be
a lawyer so that the interviewee
is persuaded that the interview
conversation is privileged; (3)
soliciting attorney-client or doc-
tor-patient privileged material
from a subject; or (4) deceiving
court personnel to gain access to
sealed material. See Simon’s New
York Rules of Professional Conduct
Annotated (Thompson Reuters,
2022 Ed., Section 8.4).

Clearly, case law around the
nation addresses the potential
consequences of a Rule 8.4(¢c)
encounter when investigative
actions arguably trespass the
Rule. For example, using an
attorney-supervised undercover
investigation may be viewed by
some courts as permissible even
with deception as long as the “no
contact” rule prohibiting con-
tact with represented  » pages
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What Does an ‘Exceedingly Broad’
Duty To Defend Mean in 2022?

hen policyholders get
sued, insurance com-
panies are supposed
to step in to help and
defend. An insurance
company’s duty to help and defend
its policyholder is “exceedingly
broad.” That has been the law in
New York and in most, if not every,
jurisdiction in the United States for
decades. But what does “exceed-
ingly broad” mean in 2022? Two
recent cases provide a helpful
barometer for policyholders.

In a nutshell, the “exceedingly
broad” duty to defend requires
an insurance company to resolve
all doubts in favor of defending,
including:

1. Whether the lawsuit alleges
covered loss or damage
2. Whether an exclusion
applies
3. Whether a condition for cov-
erage has been satisfied
4. Whether the defendant is an
insured under the policy; and,
5. All of the above—so if
there are doubts in multiple
respects, an insurance com-
pany must separately resolve
each doubt in favor of defend-
ing.

New York courts recently had
occasion to reaffirm these sacro-
sanct subparts of the exceedingly
broad duty to defend.

In the first recent case, Aspen
Specialty Ins. Co. v. NCMIC Risk
Retention Grp., No. 20-cv-03439,
2022 WL 16837069 (E.D.N.Y. Nowv.
9, 2022), a massage went horribly
wrong. A massage therapist work-
ing for a chiropractor massaged a
patient’s shoulder and accidentally
tore the patient’s rotator cuff. The
patient sued the chiropractor.

In the underlying case, the chi-
ropractor argued that the massage
therapist was not an employee
to try to avoid liability. The chi-
ropractor’s insurance company
then refused to defend. It said:

BRUCE STRONG is a shareholder in the
New York and Philadelphia offices of
Anderson Kill P.C. EARL A. KIRKLAND is
an attorney in the firm's New York and
Washington, D.C. offices. Both are mem-
bers of the insurance recovery practice.

By And
Bruce Earl A.
Strong Kirkland

(1) the massage therapist is not an
“insured person” under the insur-
ance policy because she is not an
employee; (2) massages performed
at a chiropractor’s office are not
covered “professional services”
under the chiropractor’s policy;
and (3) the massage therapist was
not “under the supervision” of the
chiropractor, so no coverage.
The court emphatically found in
favor of coverage for the defense.

What does “exceedingly
broad” mean in 20227
Two recent cases provide
a helpful barometer for
policyholders.

First, the underlying complaint
stated that the massage thera-
pist “worked for” the chiroprac-
tor. Since that could include an
employer/employee relationship,
all doubts must be resolved in
favor of providing a defense. Even
though the record evidence sug-
gested there was no employee/
employer relationship, the insur-
ance company still needed to
defend. Even though the chiro-
practor argued in the underlying
case that the massage therapist
was NOT an employee to defeat
liability, the insurance company
still needed to defend.

Second, the court found that
a massage therapist massaging a
patient at a chiropractor’s office
could be a covered “professional
service”—so the insurance com-
pany must defend. It was “at the
very least” not clear to the court
that massage fell outside the realm
of professional services performed
by a chiropractor.

Third, the court found that the

massage therapist was “under the
supervision” of the chiropractor
because the chiropractor had
told the therapist to massage the
patient.

The court’s analysis shows
just how “exceedingly broad” is
the duty to defend. It applies to
determine who is insured, what
is insured, and what is excluded,
(among other things) and in any
combination.

In the second recent case,
Stoncor Grp. v. Peerless Ins. Co.,
No. 16-cv-4574, 2022 WL 3701640
(S.D.N.Y. Aug. 26, 2022), a floor
installation went horribly wrong.
A floor manufacturer contracted
with a floor installation company
to install a floor at the Grand Hyatt
Hotel and at many other locations.
A Hyatt kitchen employee walked
on the completed floor with a tray
full of dishes, slipped, fell, and was
injured. He sued the floor manu-
facturer.

The insurance company for the
floor installation company refused
to defend the manufacturer. It
argued that the manufacturer was
not an additional insured under the
installation company’s policy and
that several exclusions applied,
including the “ongoing operations”
clause and the “completed opera-
tions” and “intended use” clauses.

Again, the court emphatically
found in favor of coverage for the
defense.

First, the court had no trouble
finding that the manufacturer was
an additional insured under the
policy. The policy included as an
additional insured anyone the instal-
lation company agreed to insure “in
writing in a contract, agreement, or
permit” with respect to the ongoing
operations of the installation com-
pany until the project was complete.
The insurance company argued
that the agreement between the
manufacturer and the installation
company was never reduced to a
writing signed by an authorized rep-
resentative. The court rejected this
“tendentious” argument because
there was a written contract that
the manufacturer and installation
company believed memorialized
their agreement even if an autho-
rized representative never signed it.

Second, the insur-  » pages
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Whittingham is Gov. Kathy
Hochul’s third and final appoin-
tee to the Commission on Ethics
and Lobbying in Government.

Caraballo was appointed by
Assembly Speaker Carl Heastie,
D-Bronx.

Once appointed, the lawyers
will bring the 11-member com-
mission to nine members.

Whitting-
ham is a for-
mer president
of the Associa-
tion of Black
Women Attor-
neys and the
principal of
her law firm.

Caraballo is
a managing member of the law
firm Caraballo & Mandell. The
civil litigator has tried cases
in U.S. District Courts, New

Kaylin
Whittingham

York state supreme and surro-
gate courts, and New York City
Civil Courts. She’s a member of
the Latino Judges Foundation
Board.

In a statement, Heastie said
he’s “pleased that Ms. Caraballo
has been approved and that she
can begin her work on the Com-
mission.”

The vetting process was con-
ducted by the New York State
Independent Review Committee,
which is comprised of deans of
New York’s 15 accredited law
schools.

“As with its earlier determina-
tions, the IRC’s review of these
two nominations was careful and
rigorous,” said Anthony W. Crow-
ell, IRC chairman, and dean of
New York Law School. “We look
forward to future nominations,
applying the same high standard
of review, and ensuring all open

seats on the Commission are
filled as soon as possible.”

The deans rejected Heastie’s
first appointment, retired trial
court Judge Robert Torres.

The deans had also said no to
Emily Jane Goodman, a former
longtime state trial court judge
who was appointed by Attor-
ney General Letitia James, and
Syracuse lawyer Gary Lavine, a
former longtime commissioner
on the former Joint Commission
On Public Ethics, who had been
nominated by Republican Senate
Minority Leader Robert Ortt.

Lavine has sued the state and
the panel as result of his rejec-
tion. A hearing is expected to
take place on Thursday.

A spokesman for James did
not respond to a message ask-
ing for a status on who she’ll
appoint next.

—Brian Lee

Feinberg

« Continued from page 1

“It is not an easy process,” said
Feinberg, who is working with Al
Togut, of New York’s Togut, Segal
& Segal. “We’ve got cooperation
from everybody, but it’s not easy
because of the number of law firms
and cases that are allegedly out
there.”

Still, he praised the work of law-
yers on both sides and remained
optimistic that he would have a
final report by the end of March,
that is, if the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit doesn’t dis-
miss the Chapter 11 case and the
parties don’t reach a settlement.

“Everybody really hopes, fingers
crossed, that that report will not
see the light of day,” Feinberg told
Kaplan. “Everybody has said this is
no secret: They would rather settle
the case.”

'Smells Awful of Desperation’

LTL Management, a subsidiary
created by Johnson & Johnson
through a merger process called
a Texas “two-step,” filed for
Chapter 11 bankruptcy protec-
tion last year. On Feb. 25, Kaplan
rejected a motion from the talc
claimants to dismiss the case
and allowed LTL Management
to extend the automatic stay to
include claims against Johnson &
Johnson.

But on Dec. 16, LTL Management
filed its own suit, alleging fraud
against Dr. Jacqueline Moline, a
prominent plaintiffs expert in cases
linking Johnson & Johnson'’s talc
products to mesothelioma.

At Tuesday’s hearing, both sides
brought up the complaint, which
alleges Moline failed to disclose
that at least five of the 33 indi-
viduals in her 2019 report linking
cosmetic talc to mesothelioma
had asbestos exposure from other
sources.

In a Sept. 13 order, a federal
judge in North Carolina identified
one of them as having filed work-
ers' compensation claims over
asbestos exposure from other
sources, a finding that had “direct
bearing on the study’s credibility.”

David Molton, of New York’s
Brown Rudnick, a lawyer for the
Official Committee of Talc Claim-
ants, questioned the standing and
jurisdiction of the complaint, which
he called a “witch hunt” against
Moline and a “classic defense tac-
tic of misdirection and attack” as
Feinberg evaluated talc settlements
and claims.

“It really smells awful of despera-
tion,” he said.

Allison Brown, a partner at
New York’s Skadden, Arps, Slate,
Meagher & Flom and one of LTL
Management lawyers who filed the
complaint, told Kaplan that no one
has disputed the allegations, which
support her client’s view that the
claims have no merit.

“I' heard that complaint just now
referred to as a distraction, a mis-
direction, even a witch hunt, but I
didn’t hear the allegations in that
complaint aren’t true,” she said. “I
didn’t hear anyone stand up and
say the judge in North Carolina got
it wrong when he found conceal-
ment, when he found information
that was published that was untrue,
that information was withheld from
the defendants that stymied our
ability to cross-examine Dr. Moline.”

Feinberg didn’t mention the
fraud suit on Tuesday, but he rec-
ognized the scientific debates in
the talc cases.

“Science is disputed,” he told
Kaplan. “It’s disputed by the
plaintiffs. It’s disputed by the FCR
[future claimants’ representative].
It’s disputed by the debtor. And
that is an integral element of any
final report that the estimation
expert might issue.”

@‘ Amanda Bronstad can be reached at
abronstad@alm.com. Twitter: @abronstadlaw
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Corporate Update

Despite Slumping
Market, 2022 Big
Year for Cryptocurrency
In-House Counsel

BY HUGO GUZMAN

2022 WILL likely be remembered as a landmark
year for cryptocurrency, and for in-house counsel’s
position within the growing blockchain industry.

While major companies such as Binance and
Coinbase have had legal chiefs for years, 2022 saw
ahost of smaller and younger outfits follow suit and
lawyer up, often by turning to top law firms or estab-
lished tech companies for their legal leadership.

For example, crypto unicorn Celsius hired Big
Law veteran Ron Deutsch from Paul, Weiss, Rifkind,
Wharton & Garrison early this year, while Circle
Internet Financial picked up Jones Day partner
Jeremy Grey as it prepped to go public through
a $9 billion special purpose acquisition company
merger, a deal that ultimately unraveled.

Also from Jones Day, digital finance veteran
Benjamin Bai joined digital asset trading company
Amber Group in June as chief legal officer.

Even established companies got in on the frenzy.
Eying potential regulatory hurdles, Binance added
former federal prosecutor Joshua Eaton to its legal
team as deputy general counsel, while Bittrex pro-
moted its global GC to CEO.

It’s also been a rough year, however. Early in
2022, cryptocurrency markets crashed, and they
haven’t recovered. In May and June, cryptocurren-
cies lost approximately $1 trillion in value. Since
May, Bitcoin has fallen in price from more than
$60,000 to $17,000.

Cryptocurrency pioneer Coinbase announced
layoffs soon after the early summer crash.

But the worst news was yet to come. In July,
two major crypto companies, Voyager Digital and
Celsius, filed for bankruptcy protection. That was
followed last month by the collapse of crypto
exchange FTX and crypto lender BlockFi.

The most spectacular collapse was FTX, whose
quirky founder, Sam Bankman-Fried, now is facing
multiple counts of fraud and conspiracy by the
Justice Department, U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission and the Commodity Futures Trading
Commission.

Holland & Knight partner Thomas Brooke, an
expert in blockchain technologies and legal con-
siderations for cryptocurrency, said crypto’s rough
year is part and parcel of tremendous growth.

“We’ve seen this in every growth industry,”
Brooke said. “Any time there’s a new develop-
ment, the inventors, the founders and engineers
get geared up and they realize they don'’t like pay-
ing legal fees.”

He said companies come to recognize that it’s
better to pay those legal costs now in the form of
in-house expertise rather than down the line in
the form of lawsuit payouts and regulatory fines.

In fact, Brooke said he expects escalating regula-
tory pressures fueled by 2022Ks carnage to accel-
erate the crypto industry’s efforts to recruit top-
notch legal expertise.

“Some cryptocurrency companies will be here in
afew years, but many won'’t,” Brooke said. “Those
who survive will turn themselves into trustworthy
companies.”

@ ‘ Hugo Guzman can be reached at hguzman@alm.com.

Fortnite Developer’s $520M
FTC Privacy Settlement

To Reverberate Through
Gaming Industry

BY HUGO GUZMAN

FORTNITE developer Epic Games has been fined
$520 million by the Federal Trade Commission
after the regulator alleged the company violated
child privacy laws and duped users into making
unwanted purchases.

It’s the largest penalty ever assessed by the
FTC, the agency announced on Monday.

Fortnite on Nintendo Switch

Both Epic Games and legal experts say the settle-
ment could change how video game developers
engage with players and customers, including how
they label and execute in-game purchases.

“The old status quo for in-game commerce
and privacy has changed, and many developer
practices should be reconsidered,” Epic wrote in
a statement. “We share the underlying principles
of fairness, transparency and privacy that the FTC
enforces, and the practices referenced in the FTC’s
complaints are not how Fortnite operates.”

FTC attorneys, however, say the Cary, North
Carolina-based company engaged in a variety of
inappropriate practices, including recording text
and voice communications, along with other
data, from children and teens users by default.
The agency alleges the company also forced par-
ents trying to scrub their children’s data to jump
through hoops to delete it. » Page7

rior to the enactment of the

’ Bankruptcy Code in 1978,

courts generally determined

that a debtor’s obligations

to pay interest stop accruing

as of the petition date. Section 502(b)

(2) of the Bankruptcy Code prohibits

the inclusion of “unmatured inter-

est” in an allowed claim. Pre-Code

common law recognized a so-called

“solvent debtor” exception, whereby

a solvent debtor continued to incur

obligations to pay interest accruing
after filing its bankruptcy petition.

The Bankruptcy Code provision
has been a point of contention when
asolvent debtor prosecutes and con-
firms a plan that does not provide for
the payment of post-petition interest.

Indeed, in practice, the debtor
treats such bondholders as “unim-
paired” by the plan with the conse-
quence that such bondholders do
not vote and the plan can be con-
firmed over their objection without
meeting requirements for confirma-
tion of plan with a dissenting class of
creditors, often called the “absolute
priority rule.”

Equity and junior creditors are
the beneficiaries of such a plan,
as it relies upon the Bankruptcy
Code to avoid the payment of post-
petition interest, thereby eliminat-
ing a contractual payment right,
often worth hundreds of millions
of dollars. Creditors argue that this
approach violates the absolute
priority rule, relying upon the so-
called “solvent-debtor exception”
to the disallowance of unmatured
interest.

A number of courts have recently
addressed whether this doctrine sur-
vived the Code’s enactment and if so,
the extent to which a solvent debtor
with a plan providing value to equity

CORINNE BALL s a partner with Jones Day.

DISTRESS MERGERS AND ACQUISITIONS

2nd Circuit Addresses Post-Petition
Interest on Unsecured Claims

must pay post-petition interest in its
plan, based on the importance of the
absolute priority rule with respect to
a class of dissenting creditors.

Several courts have concluded
that rendering creditors unimpaired
requires a solvent debtor to pay
post-petition interest at the contrac-
tual default rate to which creditors
would otherwise be entitled. See In
re Ultra Petroleum Corp., 51 F.Ath 138
(5th Cir. 2022); In re PG&E Corp., 46
F.4th 1047 (9th Cir. 2022).

Other courts have disagreed and
held that rendering creditors unim-
paired only requires a solvent debtor
to pay post-petition interest at the
much lower federal judgment rate to
which impaired creditors would be
entitled, In re Hertz Corp., 637 B.R.
781 (Bankr. D. Del. 2021), or at an
appropriate rate determined “under
equitable principles.” In re Energy
Future Holdings, 540 B.R. 109 (Bankr.
D. Del. 2015).

None of the aforementioned
decisions concluded that a
debtor was insolvent, and thus,
could render indenture creditors
unimpaired without paying any
post-petition interest. Moreover,
none of these decisions focused
on the requirements set forth in
§1129(b) of the Bankruptcy Code
for confirmation over the objection
of a dissenting class of unsecured
creditors.

In LATAM Airlines, the U.S. Court
of Appeals for the Second Circuit
favorably discussed portions of the
Ultra Petroleum and PG&FE decisions,
but did not address the extent to
which the “solvent debtor” excep-
tion survived the enactment of the
Bankruptcy Code because the court
deferred to and affirmed the bank-
ruptcy court’s determination that the
debtor was insolvent.

Unlike the U.S. Court of Appeals
for the Fifth and Ninth Circuits, the
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Second Circuit analyzed the Bank-
ruptcy Code’s confirmation require-
ments in addressing whether return
of value to equity under a plan alone
demonstrates that a debtor is sol-
vent.

Both the Fifth and Ninth Circuits
noted that the solvent debtor excep-
tion has roots in the absolute priority
rule—which prior to the Bankruptcy
Code enactment prohibited payment
to equity without payment in full of
a debtor’s creditors.

In LATAM, the Second Circuit
reasoned that the enactment of the
modified absolute priority rule in the
Bankruptcy Code changed priority
rules relative to pre-Code practice
and that such an application of the
solvent debtor exception premised
solely on the historic formulation of
the absolute priority rule did not sur-
vive the Code’s enactment. Accord-
ingly, the Second Circuit held that
recovery to equity under a plan does

By
Corinne
Ball

The Second Circuit affirmed the
bankruptcy court’s conclusion that
such treatment rendered the claims
of unsecured noteholders unim-
paired under §1124(1) thereby avoid-
ing a vote and the need to meet the
Bankruptcy Code’s requirements for
confirmation of plan over the dissent
of a class of unsecured creditors.
Based on the court’s holding, unse-
cured creditors were “unimpaired,”
and thus deemed to accept the debt-
ors’ plan and not entitled to vote on
confirmation.

Unlike other decisions, the Second
Circuit permitted confirmation of a
plan which provided recovery to
equity, relying on the plain meaning
of the confirmation requirements set
forth in §1129(b)(2)(B) for confirma-
tion of a plan over the objections
of an unsecured creditor class that
was not paid post-petition interest.
The Second Circuit did not reach
the issue of whether creditors of a

The Bankruptcy Code provision has been a point of contention when
a solvent debtor prosecutes and confirms a plan that does not pro-
vide for the payment of post-petition interest.

not necessarily trigger the solvent
debtor exception.

In reaching its conclusion, the
Second Circuit affirmed a decision
by the Bankruptcy Court for the
Southern District of New York and
held that (1) a claim is not impaired
under 11 U.S.C. §1124(1) when it is
altered by the Bankruptcy Code, as
opposed to a Chapter 11 plan, and
(2) that the bankruptcy court did
not err in determining that TLA—
an affiliate debtor in the LATAM
case—was not solvent when its
plan was confirmed. The debtors’
plan proposed to pay unsecured
noteholders of TLA in full except
for any post-petition interest.

solvent debtor are entitled to receive
post-petition interest, a question
which the Fifth Circuit and Ninth
Circuit answered in the affirmative
and which the Third Circuit may
soon weigh in on.

Background

LATAM and several of its affili-
ates—including Brazilian airline
TLA—filed for bankruptcy in the
summer of 2020 as a result of travel
disruptions caused by the COVID-19
pandemic. For administrative con-
venience, the debtors’ cases were
consolidated for procedural pur-
poses only—and each  » Pages

Vetting Deals:

The Future of Foreign
Direct Investment
Screening in Europe

BY ANNE BAGAMERY

WILL 2023 be the year that foreign direct invest-
ment screening in Europe becomes a question of
quality over quantity?

Competition lawyers, the frontline of FDI noti-
fications on behalf of their clients, say that after
several years of being deluged with cases to vet,
national regulators in Europe are getting more stra-
tegic about which cases to worry about and why.

“It’s an evolution toward taking a little more risk,”
Oliver Geiss, a competition partner at Squire Pat-
ton Boggs in Brussels, told Law.com International
during a recent interview.

As a global trend, FDI regulation looks set to
grow, according to a recent report from Bryan Cave
Leighton Paisner. The firm cited governments’ con-
tinuing efforts to balance “the contrasting demands
of an open, welcoming economy” with “protection-
ist policies around public security and national
defense interests.”

Although Europe’s regulatory posture is still
much less restrictive than that of the United States,
the EU “continues to embrace industrial policy as a
means of advancing the bloc’s collective interest,”
according to the Center for Strategic and Interna-
tional Studies, a think tank based in Washington,
D.C.

In Europe, the workload in FDI screening has
increased exponentially since 2020, when the Euro-
pean Commission, reacting to China’s increasing
economic ambitions, strengthened its guidance to
national authorities on when and how to screen
deals.

Today, 18 of the 27 EU member states have
adopted the framework and are actively using it
to vet M&A deals, especially in the red-flag sectors
of defense, technology, and infrastructure.

Several EU governments, including France, Ger-
many, Italy and the Netherlands, have since expand-
ed their FDI screening guidelines to encompass
other sectors, such as consumer goods, where they
are concerned about potential market dominance
by foreign investors.

FDI screening has gone from “a niche area for
defense industry deals where it might be relevant”
to “a part of every deal structure, timetable, and
assessment of regulatory risks,” Geiss said.

As a result, the number of deals being notified
to national authorities has exploded, competition
lawyers said.

In Italy, for example, the number of notifications
went from 83 in 2019 to more than 500 in 2021,
according to Massimo Merola, a partner and head
of the EU competition practice in Brussels for the
[talian firm BonelliErede.

2022 looks likely to beat that record, he added,
since by the end of September some 480 deals had
been notified.

“The feeling is, ‘When in doubt, notify,”” Merola
said. » Page 7
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Ethics

« Continued from page 2

- indeed necessary - for judges
to participate in discussions
between lawyers aimed at the
functioning and improvement of
the court system” (Opinion 17-88
[internal citation omitted]). For
example, in the domestic violence
context we noted that including
“representatives from all com-
ponents of the community” or “a
wide variety of persons and orga-
nizations, including law enforce-
ment and the defense bar,” helps
“ensure that the judge’s participa-
tion will not cast reasonable doubt
on the judge’s impartiality” (Opin-
ion 15-26/15-44 [internal citation
omitted]).

Accordingly, we conclude the
judge may serve as a member of
the group. The judge’s participa-
tion is, of course, subject to gen-
erally applicable limitations on
judicial speech and conduct. For
example, the judge should avoid
discussing pending or impend-
ing cases, avoid demonstrating
any predisposition to deciding a
specific case in a certain way, and

avoid any ex parte communica-
tions concerning a pending matter
(see e.g. Opinions 18-183; 20-198;
22 NYCRR 100.3[B][6] [ex parte
rule]; 100.3[B][8] [public com-
ment rule]).

2. Travel Reimbursement

In general, a full-time judge may
receive reimbursement for “the
actual cost of travel, food or lodg-
ing reasonably incurred by the
judge” for permissible extra-judi-
cial activities (22 NYCRR 100.4[H]
[1][b]). Here, it appears that the
source of funds is the Governor’s
Traffic Safety Committee. As noth-
ing in the inquiry suggests that the
Traffic Safety Committee is likely
to appear before the judge, and no
monies are coming from the STOP
DWI fund, we conclude this source
of payments is unlikely to create
any appearance of “influencing the
judge’s performance of judicial
duties” or other appearance of
impropriety (22 NYCRR 100.4[H]
[1]; see generally Opinions 19-127;
06-73).

We thus conclude the judge
may accept reimbursement of
actual travel and lodging expenses

reasonably incurred when in-per-
son meetings are required.

These amounts need not
be reported to the clerk of the
court under Section 100.4(H)(2)
(see Opinion 18-127; 22 NYCRR
100.4[H][1][b] [noting that “pay-
ment in excess of such an amount
is compensation”]).

3. Compensation

As pertinent here, “[n]o full-
time judge shall solicit or receive
compensation for extra-judicial
activities performed for or on
behalf of: (1) New York State, its
political subdivisions or any office
or agency thereof” (22 NYCRR
100.4[H][1][cD.

Accordingly, this judge may not
receive compensation for serving
on the group, whether at an hour-
ly rate or otherwise (see Opinions
22-14; 14-177; 03-130).).

1. A judge’s extra-judicial activities
must be compatible with judicial office
and must not (1) cast doubt on their ca-
pacity to act impartially as a judge, (2)
detract from the dignity of judicial office,
or (3) interfere with proper performance
of judicial duties (see 22 NYCRR 100.4[A]
[1}3D.

Capacity

« Continued from page 1

an Am Law 25 firm, noting that
in cases of counseling out peers
that she’s observed this year, the
firm has cited both low hours and
underwhelming performance as
justifications.

Performance review season
typically kicks off in the fall and
concludes by the end of the year,
according to interviews with
several Am Law 25 associates. In
the lead up, associates said they
worked to curry favor with senior
counsel and partners with whom
they collaborated on big-ticket
transactions and litigations. Some
firms even afford associates the
chance to review their superiors,
while others restrict performance
reviews to more senior lawyers
reviewing associates.

While performance evaluations
contribute to an assessment of an
associate's bonus eligibility, they
can also contribute to a firm's
decision on whether the associ-
ate has a future there.

Matthew Bersani, a legal
recruiter and consultant at Cliff
Group and former Shearman &
Sterling partner, said law firms
generally have a “tougher review
cycle” to manage associate ranks.
He said many firms don’t have
minimal hours quotas for billing,
but they have expectations, such
as, “We’d like to see you above
1,800.”

“It is happening—all the firms
are letting people go and letting
people out at higher rates more
than the last couple of years,”

Need a smart Expert Witness”?

Bersani said. “This is just the
ordinary course when the mar-
kets are down and no firm wants
to be seen doing [layoffs], so they
are simply being more aggressive
in their reviews.”

When associates fall below, but
demand is high, law firms “turn
a blind eye and don’t do any-
thing about it,” he said. “When
things are slow, hours are a big
factor. So associates with extreme-
ly low hours are much more
vulnerable.”

“When things are really busy,
even weaker associates are busy,”
he said, but “when the tide is low,
you can really see what’s going on
beneath the surface.”

“With the decrease in demand,
the strong associates are mainly
busy,” while less valued associ-
ates “naturally have lower hours,
which puts a target on their back,”
he said.

Low Performers Beware

An associate at an Am Law 25
firm said neither she nor any of
her colleagues are worried about
their job security “unless you
are an associate actively turning
down work.” This is especially in
view now as associates push to
complete deals before the end of
the year.

The associate cuts at her firm
didn't happen “because we're not
busy,” the associate said. “It’s
because whenever you have low
performers and people who are
actively pushing off work, it cre-
ates low morale.”

“They wanted people to know
that your job isn’t a sure thing,”

the associate said. “We could
absorb people for another year or
two, but people needed to know
it’s not a sure thing.”

Part of the motivation for firms
to hire so aggressively in 2021 was
to lower the average hours billed
by associates and thereby spread
the work across a greater number
of lawyers and avoid the risk of
lawyer burnout. The associate
even said her Am Law 25 firm
struggled to hold onto associ-
ates because of the excess work
last year.

“They wanted to get the aver-
age hours of associate down and
they succeeded,” the associate
said.

Another Am Law 25 associate
said her firm let go of a group of
associates earlier this year due
to performance issues, and those
associates had been at the firm
for at least two years.

In some cases, to avoid letting
go of associates, firms work to
repurpose associates to handle
support functions within the firm.
Firms are generally more willing
to repurpose associate efforts “if
they weren’t hiding in the corner,”
one associate said.

“If we have an issue with people
being overworked, who better
to keep associates from being
burned out than an associate
who has been overworked and
burned out?" the associate said.
"They need somebody who has
been in the trenches.”

Additional reporting contributed
by Christine Simmons.

|
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Too Big to Succeed: Lessons
From the Ye / Adidas Brand Partnership

BY JONATHAN BROWN,
ALEXA LA BARBIERA
AND DAVE ERVIN

y now, nearly everyone

is caught up on the latest

drama involving Ye (former-

ly Kanye) West. But in case
you missed it, here’s the recap: Ye
has been on an immoral bender
that has catapulted him from grace
to disgrace. Milestones on his epic
downturn include showing sup-
port for white supremacy at Paris
Fashion Week by sporting a “White
Lives Matter” shirt, and making
numerous anything-but-subtle
antisemitic comments in the press
and on social media. Now Ye is
paying the price, literally. Many
of Ye’s commercial partnerships—
including those with Adidas, Gap,
Balenciaga, and CAA talent agen-
cy—have been terminated. The
unraveling of Ye’s partnerships,
particularly Adidas, have attracted
the attention of law practitioners
and scholars, provoking questions
about the transactional mechanics
of the partnership agreements that
follow when brands decide to col-
laborate with celebrities and influ-
encers. This article will explore
(1) what we know about Ye’s
partnership deal with Adidas, (2)
how the deal’s termination likely
went down, and (3) key takeaways
for brands similarly situated or
who are contemplating future
partnerships.

What exactly is a “brand part-
nership?” A brand partnership
generally entails meaningful par-
ticipation from a celebrity partner
or social media influencer. For
example, the celebrity partner
may work with the brand’s creative
team to provide inspiration for,
and perhaps even approval rights
over, product designs. Some recent
brand partnerships include Lizzo’s
Yitty shapewear line for Fablet-
ics, Kim Kardashian’s Beats by Fit
Pro Wireless Earbuds, and Justin
Bieber’s “Timbiebs” limited-edition
line of doughnut holes created by
Bieber and Tim Hortons’ in-house
chef. A standard endorsement, like
when Beyoncé famously starred in
Pepsi’s ad campaign for $50 million,
differs from a brand partnership.
While Lizzo used her creativity and
know-how to create a new product
line for Fabletics, Beyoncé simply
appeared in Pepsi ads to promote
their products.

Ye's Partnership Agreement
With Adidas: What we Know:

Brand partnership agreements
with high-profile individuals are,
understandably, closely guarded.
However, this is Ye we are talking
about. His apparent compulsion
to rant isn’t limited to just racism
and anti-Semitism. As a result, the
general public is privy to certain
material details of the agreement.
Based on an account from an inti-
mate interview West gave Forbes
reporter Zack O’Malley Greenburg
in 2019 and a Bloomberg article
published a year later, here is what
we know about Ye’s sneaker deal
with Adidas:

e West’s deal with Adidas

grants him a 15% royalty on

wholesale, plus a marketing fee

e West owns 100% of the Yeezy

brand (i.e., the trademark

rights)

® West retains creative control

over design

¢ Adidas retains the rights in

the footwear designs them-

selves

¢ Adidas handles production,

fulfillment and logistics

¢ The original agreement term

was supposed to end in 2026

So what does all of this mean?
Ye’s deal structure is more appro-
priately understood to be a stan-
dard licensing agreement. In
other words, Ye simply licensed
to Adidas the rights to use his
trademarks (and perhaps public-
ity rights) for purposes of devel-
oping, manufacturing, marketing,
and distributing the shoe collec-
tion. It makes sense from what
we know about Ye’s deal with
Adidas that the deal reflects the
essence of a licensing agreement:
Ye receives a royalty for Adidas’s
use of his trademarks and Adi-
das retains ownership over the
designs and controls the product
supply chain. Structuring the deal
in this way was a smart move on
the part of Ye’s legal team: while
the original agreement term was
supposed to end in 2026, the life
of a trademark exists for as long
as it is being used. Even though
Adidas ended its deal with Ye, this
doesn’t mean the Yeezy brand
was killed along with it (although

whether the brand is viable on a
continuing basis is another ques-
tion).

How Adidas Likely
Terminated Its Deal With Ye

While the “why” of the Adidas
breakup with Ye seems obvious,
the “how” is not so straightfor-
ward. Commercial relationships
that reach the level of notoriety
and value that the Adidas / Ye
partnership achieved are not cast
aside lightly. Yeezy sneakers have
been estimated to generate about
$2 billion in annual sales for Adi-
das, accounting for roughly 8%
of its total annual revenue and
more than 40% of the company’s
profits. The partnership was even
more valuable to West, reportedly
accounting for $1.5 billion of his
(formerly) nearly $2 billion net
worth.

Contractually, a deal like that of
Ye and Adidas is akin to ending a
marriage without a pre-nup. How-
ever, sophisticated parties that
undergo careful diligence during

Kanye West

an agreement’s drafting and nego-
tiation process usually plan for
the worst and hope for the best.
They cover their tracks for a Ye-
type circumstance, and include
what is often referred to as a
“morality clause.” Morality claus-
es are designed to deal with cases
in which a personality with whom
a company associates behaves in
a way that could be detrimental
to the company. Although we can-
not be absolutely certain wheth-
er Adidas leveraged a morality
clause to terminate its contract
with Ye, we can guess with confi-
dence that it was at least part of
the agreement- especially given
Adidas’ statement from its most
recent Annual Report. Under Adi-
das’ legally required disclosure,
“Illustration of Risks”, the com-
pany notes that they do in fact
prepare for the worst:

“To mitigate business partner
risks, Adidas has implemented
various measures. For example, we
generally include clauses in con-
tractual agreements with partners
that allow us to suspend or even
terminate our partnership in case
of improper or unethical conduct.”

Lessons for Other Brands

The appeal of brand x celebrity
partnerships has never been more
fervent, and it is easy to see why.
Marketing campaigns involving
iconic and impossibly popular per-
sonalities are incomparably effec-
tive. They have the ability to reach
massive and widespread fan bases
and establish brand association
with iconic and influential figures.
From Travis Scott (McDonald’s,
Reese’s Puffs cereal, Fortnite, and
others) and Jack Harlow (KFC), to
Shaquille O’Neal (Carnival Cruise
Ships, Papa Johns) and Martha
Stewart (Canopy Growth CBD),
one might feel a kinship when
using products celebrities create.
But what happens when the prod-
ucts birthed by these partnerships
take on a life of their own? What
happens when the partnership’s
individual success rivals that of
the brand itself?

Until the recent events sur-
rounding Ye, companies with suc-
cessful brand partnerships would
have found little reason to question
them. The ill fraught fate of Adidas
and the Yeezy brand might serve as
an important learning opportunity
for others. The financial impact
Adidas will face from having to
shut down production of one of
its most lucrative product lines
is, as shown by the stats above,
devastating. Consider if a similar
fate were to befell Nike’s Jordan
sneakers, Apple’s Beats by Dr. Dre
headphones, or Spectrum Brands’
George Foreman Grill. The Jordan
Brand alone is worth nearly $5
billion in annual revenue to Nike
and is defined as one of the com-
pany’s six key product categories.

SHUTTERSTOCK

And this is just talking numbers.
Consider, too, the much harsher
and intangible effect felt when
billion-dollar businesses disappear
overnight: job loss. At the begin-
ning of this month, CNN reported
that a family-owned footwear man-
ufacturer in Georgia had to lay off
142 employees (two-thirds of the
company’s workforce) as a result
of Adidas ending its partnership
with Ye.

What should brands do to
prevent becoming a cautionary
tale? Consider leaning into the
relationship that the title of ‘part-
nership’ suggests. Structure such
deals less like licensing agree-
ments and more like co-branding
/ co-development agreements.
The terms of a celebrity co-
branding agreement allow for a
truly collaborative, shared pro-
cess. This means shared profits,
joint decision-making and execu-
tion regarding production and
marketing, 50/50 ownership of
resulting intellectual property,
and—most importantly for pur-
poses of this article—a shared
assumption of liability. For Adi-
das, structuring its deal with Ye
as a true co-branding initiative
wouldn’t have prevented the
eventual fallout, but it would
have at least softened the blow
by spreading the cost of asso-
ciated liabilities (e.g., unsold
inventory) to the responsible
party, Ye.

Instead of a celebrity x brand
co-branding agreement, compa-
nies may also consider brand x
brand collaborations. Brand x
brand collaborations have seen
greater stability and success than
celebrity x brand collaborations.
Gucci has been a trail-blazer in this
space. In the past few years, Gucci
has rolled out collaborations such
as Gucci x Adidas, Gucci x Balen-
ciaga, Gucci x North Face, Gucci
x Disney, and Gucci x Xbox, just
to name a few. And these col-
laborations continue to sell
successfully. Celebrity x brand
collaborations have had less
success. For example, QVC had
to remove Paula Deen products
from its broadcasts and online
sales channels shelves after Deen
admitted to using a racial slur.
And we saw what happened here
with Adidas and Ye. With brand x
brand collaborations, two brands
that already have independently
strong and steady customer bas-
es pool their collective recogni-
tion and resources to develop a
unique, and highly sought-after
product. There is less opportu-
nity for volatility, or the need to
trigger a morality clause, because
companies like Balenciaga and
Disney thrive based on the val-
ue of their brand and therefore
have an aggressive responsibility
to protect it. What’s more, brand
collaborations create similar or
even greater buzz as celebrity
collaborations. A consumer’s
loyalty for classic brands like
Gucci and Disney tend to spread
across demographics and geogra-
phies, and demonstrate staying
power. Celebrity interest, on the
other hand, tends to be ‘trendy’
and short-lived, answering to a
younger demographic.

Moral (pun intended) of the
story: If you are thinking about a
celebrity x brand collaboration, be
sure to consider the personality
of the individual with whom you
are doing business. No matter how
tweet-happy or social-media silent
the individual is, if you decide to
move forward then make sure you
have a robust agreement that pro-
tects your brand with thoughtful
drafting, such as incorporation of
amorality clause, and a measured
approach to each party’s obliga-
tions and risk allocation.

JONATHAN BROWN is an associate in
Crowell & Moring’s Chicago office, where
he focuses his practice on intellectual
property transactions and IP portfolio
management. ALEXA LA BARBIERA is a
senior law clerk in Crowell & Moring’s
New York office. DAVID ERVIN is a part-
ner in the firm’s Washington, D.C. office,
co-lead of the Advertising & Media prac-
tice, and a member of the Technology &
Brand Protection Group. He focuses on
the intersection of advertising and intel-
lectual property law.
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MSG
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be accurate, MSGE was failing to
meet the standards under which
their license was issued.

If they are found to be in viola-
tion of the laws and face discipline,
MSGE could face civil fines of up
to $10,000 per violation, or even
lose its liquor license for up to two
years.

MSG has a policy of barring
attorneys involved with active
litigation against the company
from its venues, according to a
statement.

“We are confident that our pol-
icy is in compliance with all appli-
cable laws including the New York
State Liquor Authority," an MSG
spokesperson said.

“MSG instituted a straightfor-
ward policy that precludes attor-
neys from firms pursuing active
litigation against the Company
from attending events at our ven-
ues until that litigation has been
resolved," the statement reads.
"While we understand this policy
is disappointing to some, we can-
not ignore the fact that litigation
creates an inherently adversarial
environment."

In an interview, Davis said he
briefly considered requesting an
injunction—as other firms have—
but ultimately decided a complaint
with the NYSLA was the way to go.
He amended the complaint after
his associate Kelly Conlon was
barred from a Rockettes show at
Radio City Music Hall on November
27 while escorting her daughter’s
Girl Scout troop.

“Knowing Dolan's propensity
to double down and appeal every-
thing, I said I'm going to take a shot
where he has his greatest liability,”
said Davis, adding he believes
MSGE holds about 40 separate
licenses across New York State.

Davis called the MSGE policy
of excluding attorneys involved
in litigation against the company
“an assault on justice.”

“It's also a clumsy attempt to
strong-arm plaintiffs attorneys
into settling for plaintiffs below
value, so they can go back to living
their normal entertainment lives
again,” Davis stated. “I think Dolan
fails to realize our commitment
to our clients, and how devoted
we are.”

MSGE said that attorneys
from Davis' firm were previously
informed of its policy on plaintiffs
attorneys working on matters
involving the company.

"All impacted attorneys were
notified of the policy, including
Davis, Saperstein & Salomon, which
was notified twice. In this particu-

COMPLAINT DOCUMENTS

Kelly Conlon’s daughter and her Girl Scout Troop being confronted by Madi-
son Square Garden Entertainment security at Radio City Music Hall.

lar situation, only the one attorney
who chose to attend despite being
notified in advance that she would
be denied entry, was not permitted
to enter, and the rest of her group—
including the Girl Scouts—were all
able to attend and enjoy the show,"
a spokesperson said.

Davis also slammed the busi-
nessman for the organization’s
use of facial recognition technol-
ogy, which is how MSGE identified
Conlon—who was unaware of the
ban—within seconds of her entry
and ejected her in front of her ter-
rified daughter.

“He is perverting the use of the
most powerful surveillance tool in
existence,” Davis fumed. “Instead
of using it as he claims to protect
the safety of his clientele, he's wea-
ponizing it against his perceived
enemies.”

An MSG spokesperson defended
the company's use of facial recogni-
tion technology at its venues, not-
ing that they host large crowds and
are located close to some of New
York City's busiest transit hubs.

“Facial recognition technol-
ogy is a useful tool widely used
throughout the country, includ-
ing the sports and entertainment
industry, retail locations, casinos
and airports to protect the safety
of the people that visit and work at
those locations," the spokesperson
said. "Our venues are worldwide
destinations and several sit on
major transit hubs in the heart of
New York. We have always made
it clear to our guests and to the
public that we use facial recogni-
tion as one of our tools to provide
a safe and secure environment for
our customers and ourselves.”

This is not the first time Davis'
firm has squared off with MSGE.

According to court records, the
firm represented Carlos Zelaya
in his 2008 lawsuit against MSG.
Zelaya sued the company for alleg-
edly overserving Kevin Freibott, an
off-duty New Jersey police officer,

at a college basketball game at the
Garden.

Freibott drove away from the
venue and, while on the Pulaski
Skyway, his vehicle struck another
containing Zelaya’s wife, Ruth, and
the couple’s 2-year-old son, Carlos.
The toddler was killed in the crash
and Ruth Zelaya later died from her
injuries, according to NJ.com.

The case settled in 2008 and
MSG paid some $8 million in dam-
ages, the New York Post reported.

Lawyers at the firm are currently
barred from venues due to ongoing
litigation filed against restaurant
Lavo, in which MSGE owns an
interest. The firm filed its lawsuit
against Lavo in 2016, a time when
the restaurant had zero affiliation
with MSGE.

Davis, Saperstein & Saloman rep-
resents Laura Venticinque, who in
2013 worked at a retail store that
shared a common basement space
with Lavo, in an ongoing slip-and-
fall case against the restaurant.

Venticinque claims in her suit
that slipped on sludge that leaked
from garbage bags Lavo employees
dragged through the hallway, Davis
said. Her injuries were so severe
she required five back surgeries.
Yet discovery in that case has been
over for two years, according to
Davis.

In recent months, multiple firms
have taken action against the MSGE
policy.

Nicole Landi of Manhattan firm
Burns & Harris was denied entry to
arecent Mariah Carey show at the
Garden, according to a lawsuit she
filed in Manhattan Supreme Court
earlier this month.

Greenberg Law sued in late
November, after attorneys there
received a notice they would be
denied entry to any MSGE venue
immediately after filing suit against
MSGE on behalf of a client.
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Vetting Deals
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France issued new FDI guide-
lines in October that target cross-
border investments within the EU,
such as a leveraged buyout led by
a fund structured in Luxembourg
but managed by a French manage-
ment company.

Germany expanded its FDI regu-
latory regime in October 2020 and
is currently considering a new
amendment that would broaden
the number of covered sectors.

And in what is viewed as a
major departure from its tradition-
al free-trade posture, the Nether-
lands—the third-largest recipient
of foreign direct investment in the
world in 2019 after the U.S. and
China—this year adopted two new
FDI screening mechanisms that
apply to domestic and foreign
investors.

But while European govern-
ments clearly continue to be con-
cerned about investment in stra-
tegic industries—notably, but not
only, from China—they are also
refining their approach to regulat-
ing in this area, lawyers said.

Italy and Germany, for example,
have installed new pre-notification
procedures where parties can get
an early determination of whether
their case requires the full process.

Even where the old guardrails

are still in place, lawyers say that
they and FDI regulators now have
more experience in spotting which
cases are likely to trigger regula-
tory scrutiny and which will fly
under the radar.

“l hear more and more from
lawyers and regulators, ‘Wait a
second—does this really fall into
the mandatory regime?’” Geiss, of
Squire Patton Boggs, said. “You are
seeing change in the application
of the rules to limit the scope of
notification requirements.”

Merola agreed with that assess-
ment.

“The FDI authorities in Italy and
in other countries are organizing
themselves better,” he said.

The result, lawyers said, will
still be plenty of work in preparing
FDI notifications for deals, but less
follow-up as fewer deals are singled
out as needing deep investigation.

Merola added, however, that
many authorities will probably
need to add staff to conduct these
more extensive reviews, even if the
number of cases they consider
eventually dwindles.

“The level of difficulty of the
cases considered will increase,”
he said. “As the officials increase
in number and expertise, they will
look at a higher number of transac-
tions more carefully.”

Merola said that he expected
EU law would develop within the
next few years to lead to “more

harmonized screening in Europe,
and greater coordination among
screening authorities.”

Even if the EU does move in that
direction, lawyers said FDI screen-
ing would likely stay in the hands
of national authorities because it is
so closely tied with national secu-
rity interests, which under the EU’s
founding treaty is the province of
the member states.

Writing an EU-wide regulation
of FDI screening, therefore, would
involve changing the bloc’s found-
ing treaty—a lengthy and compli-
cated process that nobody, for the
moment, thinks is a high priority
for EU policymakers.

That said, competition lawyers
point to EU activism in areas such
as competition law and regulation
of digital services, especially under
the current European Commission
president, Ursula von der Leyen.

The commission “wants to go
further,” one competition partner
told Law.com International, noting
that recent bloc-wide regulations
had the common goal of protect-
ing EU markets and consumers—an
objective that could also rational-
ize keeping foreign entities out of
key industries.

“I wouldn’t be surprised if we
saw proposals for an EU regula-
tion,” the partner said.
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Fortnite
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Fortnite, which has more than
400 million users worldwide, is gen-
erally free to download and play,
but Epic charges for buying digital
resources, such as character skins
and dance moves.

The FTC dinged Epic for using
counterintuitive, inconsistent and
confusing button configurations
that the agency alleges tricked
users into making purchases by
accident. Obtaining refunds often
was difficult, the FTC alleged, and
sometimes resulted in bans for

players who got their money back.

Under the settlement, Epic will
pay $275 million to resolve allega-
tions that it violated the Children’s
Online Privacy Protection Act and
will pay another $245 million in the
form of refunds to consumers who
made unwanted purchases.

Although Epic has removed all
offending policies, such practices
remain common in online gaming,
industry observers say.

That'’s going to change, said Wil-
liam Kovacic, a George Washington
University Law School professor
who was a former FTC chairman.

“When you have a settlement
that involves such a large number,

that catches the attention of the
whole sector,” Kovacic said.

He added: “The FTC is deliver-
ing on its efforts to get significant
remedies for breaches of data pro-
tection, and privacy commitments,
and data protection obligations in
the statutes.”

Epic was represented in the mat-
ter by Wilson Sonsini Goodrich &
Rosati lawyers Christopher Olsen
and Libby Weingarten, while FTC
staff attorneys Andrew Hasty,
James Trilling and Amanda Kou-
lousias represented the agency.
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Chang
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electoral residence" in Brooklyn
County on or before Nov. 7, 2021,
or 12 months immediately preced-
ing the Nov. 8 election.
Assemblyman Michael Tanous-
sis, R-Brooklyn/Staten Island, rank-
ing member on the Judiciary Com-
mittee, said the law was clear in
that Chang didn't have the burden
to prove his electoral residence.
Tanoussis also noted that Chang's
opponent didn't file the adequate
lawsuit prescribed by the law, after
the petition process.

'I'm a Brooklynite'

Chang, 61, said he lived in the
Manhattan apartment since 1993,
but when his wife died of cancer
in 2019, he moved back into his
aging mother and uncle's two-fam-
ily home in Brooklyn’s Midwood
neighborhood.

Chang said his mother is 95,
can't walk without assistance,
and has Alzheimer's and demen-
tia. Chang's uncle is 87 and legally
blind.

"Even during this time in Man-
hattan, I still had my personal
belongings, received mail and often
stayed at home in Midwood Brook-
lyn," Chang told the committee. "l
never completely left home. I'm a
Brooklynite."

Stanley Schlein, who was
retained as the committee's out-
side counsel, said no one questions
whether a person can have mul-
tiple addresses. But he said there's
alitany of evidence Chang's voting
residence was in Manhattan for the
time period in question.

Of the 33 times Chang voted dur-
ing his life, he voted 31 consecutive
times in Manhattan, and only the

last two times, in this year's June
primary and last month's general
election, were in Brooklyn, said
Schlein, who will issue a report to
assist the newly composed Assem-
bly that convenes on Jan. 4.

Schlein said Chang filed a desig-
nating petition for a bid for a City
Council seat using his Manhattan
address in March 2021.

Chang also had all of his pay-
ments as a poll watcher mailed
to his Manhattan address, and he
deposited the checks at banks near
his Manhattan apartment, as well
as his W-2 statements, Schlein said.

Meanwhile, 11 pages of Depart-
ment of Motor Vehicles records
reflected Chang's driver's licenses,
registrations and insurance docu-
ments were all reflected in New
York County, as were the Navy vet-
eran's records from the Bureau of
Military and Naval Affairs, Schlein
said.

Lastly, Chang made a political
contribution in late November
2021 to Republican gubernatorial
candidate Lee Zeldin that was filed
under Chang's Manhattan address.

'Almost Like a Prosecutor’

Several of the Democratic law-
makers turned their attention to
Chang's rent-stabilized apartment
in Manhattan. Assemblyman Ken-
neth Zebrowski, D-Rockland, sug-
gested he had violated rent-stabi-
lization laws, since the Manhattan
apartment wasn't his primary resi-
dence.

Chang replied that he wasn't
sure about that law itself, nor did
he sign any legal document regard-
ing residence.

To a series of questions by
Assemblymember Marcela
Mitaynes, D-Brooklyn, Chang said
he signed a two-year renewal of
his Manhattan lease that began on

Oct. 1, 2021. He told the lawmaker
he continues to pay rent for the
Manhattan apartment, yet no one
is actually residing there.

Assemblyman Andy Goodell,
R-Chautauqua, had asked Chang's
attorney if it was acceptable to
have one residence to receive
mail from the military, credit card
receipts, or driver's license, and a
different electoral residence. Mo
said it was.

Goodell also noted that Schlein
spent a great deal of time cross-
examining Chang, "almost like a
prosecutor." Goodell said Schlein
didn't present evidence or ask
questions that would be exculpa-
tory for Chang.

Schlein said it was his respon-
sibility, at the direction of Lavine,
to present the documentation and
evidence and summarize the facts
and appearances.

Lavine invited Chang's attorney
to issue a separate report, after
Mo noted Schlein's "adversarial
posture."

Mo said that if lawmakers pre-
vent his client from joining the
Assembly, it would send a "chill-
ing message not just in New York,
but across America—that we can
have a partisan body and in this
case, let's face it, we've got a Demo-
cratic supermajority. Why are we
trying to oust him when he is only
a minority member?"

Mo said he was "astounded" that
Assembly Speaker Carl Heastie, a
Black Democrat from the Bronx,
would ask for the inquiry, "when
my minority brothers and sisters
on this body, as well as those who
are sons and daughters of immi-
grants, who strive to achieve the
American dream and to be lead-

"

ers.
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ets betray the realities of rising
costs and interest rates across
sectors, leaving more companies
with fewer options heading into
2023.

"We've been in all-out mode,"
said Thomas Lauria, global head
of financial restructuring and insol-
vency at White & Case. "We've had
a hard time getting everything
staffed and staying on top of every-
thing. [ haven't seen this volume
of assignments since the crash of
2008 and 2009."

To break down the current
moment in the restructuring prac-
tice and venture an informed guess
at where it's headed next year, we
spoke with eight leading practitio-
ners about what they're seeing in
insolvency.

In-Demand Out-of-Court
Restructurings Obscure
Insolvency Levels

Commercial Chapter 11 filings
have remained slow since 2021,
compared with 2020 and 2019,
according to Epiq data. Large,
public company bankruptcy fil-
ings have been similarly depressed,
with five in 2022 and eight in 2023
compared to the 56 large public fil-
ings in 2020, per the Florida-UCLA-
LoPucki Bankruptcy Research
Database.

Yet depressed filings rates are
only part of the story. Until recent-
ly, widespread liquidity and low
interest rates favored out-of-court
restructurings, and Mayer Brown
restructuring partner Joaquin M.
C De Baca said he doesn't expect
that market preference to change
substantially, even as credit mar-
kets tighten.

"The preference, at least from
my sponsor clients, is to do some-
thing outside of a formal insolvency
process," he said. "l do think you
will see a slight increase in Chapter
11 filings, but I don't think it'll be a
tsunami of filings."

McDermott, Will & Emery
restructuring partner Kristin Going
said she also sees the trend of out-
of-court solutions remaining highly
in-demand, and predicted the trend
will continue into 2023.

Some of the current out-of-
court activity may also end up
in bankruptcy court in the near
future, predicted Sidley Austin
global restructuring lead Stephen
Hessler.

“From a restructuring perspec-
tive, workout activity is increas-
ing as it is becoming harder
for distressed borrowers to fix
over-levered capital structures
out of court, where readily avail-
able credit is needed to facilitate
consensual outcomes," Hessler
said. "It may take some time for
this distress to translate to an
uptick in Chapter 11 filings, but
we are already seeing compa-
nies exhaust the capital market
solutions.”

Rising Demand Isn't
Industry-Specific ...

Climbing interest rates are
driving demand for restructuring
across all market sectors, despite
the fact that some areas remain
softer than others.

"l continue to believe that inter-
est rates are going to be the single
biggest influence on demand," said
Going. "Even if rates don’t continue
to creep higher, we are already in
an interest rate environment unlike
anything we’ve seen in over a
decade."

Rather than by industry, insol-
vency waves are more likely to
crest along lines of companies'
overall financial health, Lauria said.

"What you see is companies
that took advantage of the great
availability of cheap financing since
the crash of 2008-09, which have
levered up their balance sheets to
a point where—at current market
interest rates—they not only can-
not afford financing, but financing
just is not available," Lauria said.

Weil, Gotshal & Manges restruc-
turing co-chair Gary Holtzer said
the extent to which capital provid-
ers are concerned about advancing
new money and extending existing
maturities—which may be greater
in certain business segments—
"will inform the length of the next
restructuring cycle and how wide-
spread it is across sectors."

Companies with floating debt
instruments are feeling compound-
ed financing pressures, Hessler
said, also noting that the more
interconnected nature of modern
industries means insolvency in one
sector is more likely to transfer to
others.

Supply chain interruptions are
also impacting companies across
sectors such as retail, nursing
homes, and health care facilities,
said DLA Piper Miami managing
partner and U.S. healthcare sector
chair Joshua Kaye. "These compa-
nies seem to be out of runway, hav-
ing exhausted their access to capi-
tal through government stimulus
programs and their other financing
sources."

... But Some Sectors
(Crypto) Are Driving
Demand Right Now

That said, several industries
are exhibiting particular distress
as of late, starting with Wall Street's
favorite punching bag: crypto.

"We've seen a lot of what I'd
characterize as crypto contagion,
which will continue into 2023," said
Adam Paul, Mayer Brown global
restructuring co-lead. "We're rep-
resenting an investment banker on
FTX—we've had a lot of in-bounds
on FTX."

Commercial real estate and
REITs are also particularly frothy
right now, said Nelson Mullins Riley
& Scarborough bankruptcy chair
Gary Freedman, as properties reli-
ant on retail and hospitality feel the
squeeze of rising rates, high wages,
and the end of federal funds. Retail

is perennially in trouble, restruc-
turing professionals said, and so
too are many firms in the energy
sector.

Despite the industry-agnostic
nature of insolvency right now,
Freedman said Nelson Mullins'
industry-based triage system helps
the firm respond to client needs
with attorneys who have experi-
ence in their sector.

"We are gearing up again and
looking at softening in various
industries," Freedman said. "So if
a present or future client in a par-
ticular industry has a financially or
economically distressful situation,
we have a team ready to parachute
in to take care of it across the spec-
trum."

McDermott's practice has been
busiest in crypto, life sciences and
health care insolvency work, said
Going. "I know from talking to
people at holiday parties that if
you aren't working on something
in the crypto space, things are
pretty quiet."

2023 or Bust

"Some time next year" is the
going projection for when insolven-
cy activity will pick up to meet the
amount of distress in the market.
If that feels unsatisfying, imagine
having been asked the same ques-
tion since the end of 2020.

"We're expecting a bit of a bumpy
road going into 2023," Freedman
said. "There are various signs in
the economy: increased inflation,
rate hikes and supply chain issues."
Going said she expects bankruptcy
filings and out-of-court restructur-
ings to pick up in the second quar-
ter of 2023.

While interest rates continue
to rise, a seller-friendly market
grapples with diminishing com-
pany valuations and rising costs
of capital. In other words, what
levers up must come down.

"The lion share of buyers may
be unwilling to risk losing a trans-
action by revisiting a purchase
price, which could lead to more
and more companies becoming
subject to much greater lever-
age ratios without the underlying
financial strength to support the
incremental debt," Kaye said. "As
these companies look to scale and
grow, their financing ratios could
become more suspect, which inevi-
tably leads to a greater degree of
pressure for bankruptcy filings. "
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debtor remained responsible for
satisfying its own liabilities from
its assets. In late 2021, the debt-
ors proposed a plan based on a
new equity offering in Chile that
would raise $5.442 billion. Pursuant
to §1123 of the Bankruptcy Code,
claims were divided into classes
based on their characteristics
and each class was designated
impaired, and thus entitled to
vote on confirmation of the plan,
or unimpaired and conclusively
deemed to accept the plan.

The plan proposed to pay gen-
eral unsecured claims, includ-
ing unsecured claims asserted
against TLA based on several
debt instruments, in full except
for post-petition interest. As the
court observed, it was undisput-
ed that TLA defaulted under the
instruments and that outside of
bankruptcy, the TLA claimhold-
ers would be entitled to substantial
default interest. Under the plan, the
TLA claimholders would receive
full payment on their allowed
claims totaling $300 million—but
would not receive $150 million in
post-petition interest. The TLA
claimholders objected to confirma-
tion and argued that their claims
were impaired because the plan
did not provide for the payment
of post-petition interest.

In support of their position,
the TLA claimholders argued that
§1124(1) requires the payment of
post-petition interest to render
claims unimpaired, or in the alter-
native, that the “solvent debtor”
exception to §502(b)(2) required
TLA to pay post-petition inter-
est. The claimholders introduced
expert analysis that attributed a
portion of the reorganized debtors’
value and liabilities to TLA based
on figures submitted by the debt-
ors in support of confirmation.

The expert’s waterfall analysis
demonstrated that TLA had an
overall value surplus. In addition,
the claimholders introduced a dis-
counted cash flow analysis which
demonstrated that, based on the
present value of its future cash
flow, TLA was solvent as a going
concern.

The debtors asserted that TLA
was not solvent based on a liqui-
dation analysis—which estimated
the amount that TLA could obtain
through sales—and a balance sheet
test—which compared the book
value of TLA assets to TLA liabili-
ties. The debtors also contended
that the claimholders’ expert
improperly used plan-related
settlement figures in its analysis.

The bankruptcy court overruled
the TLA claimholders’ objection
and confirmed the debtors’ plan.
In doing so, the bankruptcy court

held that the definition of impair-
ment under §1124(1)—which
does not mention post-petition
interest—does not supersede the
limitation on post-petition interest
contained in §502(b)(2).

The bankruptcy court also con-
cluded that the solvent debtor
exception did not apply as the
court determined that TLA was
insolvent based on its finding
that the analyses submitted by
the debtors were more credible
than those of the claimholders
and demonstrated that TLA satis-
fied the Bankruptcy Code’s defini-
tion of insolvency, that “the sum of
such entity’s debts is greater than
all of such entity’s property, at a
fair valuation.”

Specifically, the bankruptcy
court rejected the claimholders’
expert waterfall analysis as sig-
nificantly understating TLA’s lia-
bilities and their discounted cash
flow analysis as too speculative to
support a finding of solvency.

Second Circuit Decision

As a matter of first impression,
the Second Circuit considered
whether the common law “sol-
vent debtor” exception to the
disallowance of unmatured inter-
est survived the enactment of the
Bankruptcy Code. The circuit court
began its analysis by observing
that §502(b)(2) codified the pre-
Code practice by courts of recog-
nizing that a debtor’s obligations
generally stop accruing on the
petition date. Section 502 defines
the portions of a claim that may be
allowed and recovered in a bank-
ruptcy case and provides several
explicit limitations, including a
prohibition against the inclusion
of unmatured interest in an allowed
claim.

A Chapter 11 plan separates
claims into classes consisting of
claims with similar characteris-
tics. A plan proposes treatment
of claims on a class-by-class basis.
Classes that are designated as
impaired, or having their rights
affected under the plan, are permit-
ted to vote on the plan while unim-
paired classes are “conclusively
presumed to have accepted the
plan” and are therefore not entitled
to vote. If an impaired class rejects
a plan, the debtor must satisfy the
“cramdown” requirements set forth
in §1129(b) in order to confirm its
plan.

The court first concluded that
rendering claims unimpaired does
not require the payment of contrac-
tual post-petition interest for sol-
vent and insolvent debtors alike.
As the court observed, §1124(1)
of the Bankruptcy Code provides
that a claim is impaired unless the
plan does not affect the “legal, equi-
table, and contractual rights of the
claim.”

In its prior decisions, the Sec-
ond Circuit interpreted impairment
broadly to include “any change
in legal, equitable or contractual
rights.” In LATAM, the court held,
consistent with decisions of other
circuit courts addressing the issue,
that a claim is only impaired when
a plan—as opposed to a provision
of the Bankruptcy Code—alters the
creditor’s legal, equitable, or con-
tractual rights.

Based on its interpretation of
§1124(1), the court concluded
that the TLA claimholders’ rights
were not impaired solely because
they did not receive post-petition
interest payments. The court
reasoned that the claimholders’
assertion of a contractual right
to receive interest payments

the Fifth Circuit in Ultra Petroleum
Corp. persuasive and reasoned that
the legislative history associated
with repealing the statute demon-
strates that Congress only intended
to remove the option for a solvent
debtor to unimpair creditors by
paying the full allowed amount of
their claims less unmatured inter-
est in cash. The court concluded
that the amendment did not dem-
onstrate that Congress intended
for claimholders of an insolvent
debtor to be entitled to post-peti-
tion interest.

Continuing its analysis, the
court concluded that although
§1124(1) does not expressly refer
to solvency, the statute does pro-
tect a creditor’s “equitable rights,”
including any solvent debtor excep-

As a matter of first impression, the Second Circuit consid-
ered whether the common law “solvent debtor” exception
to the disallowance of unmatured interest survived the
enactment of the Bankruptcy Code.

was affected by operation of the
prohibition set forth in §502(b)
(2) against claims for unmatured
interest rather than the terms of
the debtors’ plan.

After concluding that the
asserted contractual rights do not
require payment of post-petition
interest, the court considered
several additional arguments by
the claimholders. First, the court
determined that impairment
only concerns allowed claims as
§1124(1) protects legal, equitable,
and contractual rights as deter-
mined under other provisions of
the Code, such as §502(b)(2).

Second, the court considered
decisions that have required a
debtor to pay post-petition inter-
est under §1124(2), which applies
where a creditor has a right to
“demand or receive accelerated
payment after the occurrence
of a default” and concluded that
decisions under that subsection
are not instructive with respect
to interpreting §1124(1). As the
court observed, unlike §1124(2),
§1124(1) incorporates provisions
of the Bankruptcy Code in deter-
mining whether a creditor’s rights
constitute an allowable claim.

Third, the court addressed an
argument by the claimholders that
in order for an amendment to the
Bankruptcy Code which repealed
§1124(3)—a provision that per-
mitted a debtor to render a claim
unimpaired by paying the allowed
amount of the claim in cash—to
have meaning, unimpairment
must require a debtor to pay post-
petition interest to its unsecured
creditors regardless of the debtor’s
solvency.

In addressing this argument,
the court found the reasoning of

tion that survived the enactment
of the Bankruptcy Code. Neverthe-
less, the circuit court held that the
strict absolute priority rule, which
prohibits payment to a debtor’s
equity holders before its creditors
are paid in full, is not the relevant
test for solvency of a debtor and
affirmed the bankruptcy court’s
decision that the solvent debtor
exception did not apply to TLA’s
plan. In reaching its conclusion, the
court confronted an argument by
the claimholders that post-petition
interest must be paid in order to
confirm a plan that returns value
to equity.

Moreover, the court character-
ized the claimholders’ challenges
regarding the lower courts’ valu-
ation of the debtors as an exten-
sion of their absolute priority rule
argument. As the court observed,
cases that have required the con-
sideration of cash flow in order to
properly ascertain a reorganized
debtor’s enterprise value upon con-
firmation have done so to avoid
impermissible recovery to equity
ahead of creditors.

While the Second Circuit did
not reach the issue of whether
creditors of a solvent debtor are
entitled to receive post-petition
interest, the issue has been certi-
fied for direct appeal to the Third
Circuit, Order at 74, In re Hertz,
No. 21-50995 (Dec. 2, 2022) (certify-
ing post-petition interest decision
for direct appeal to the Third Cir-
cuit) and will soon be the subject
of a petition for writ of certiorari.
Order at 57, In re PG&E Corp., No.
21-16043 (9th Cir. Oct. 27, 2022)
(staying Ninth Circuit’s decision
pending filing of a petition for writ
of certiorari).

Observing that the enactment

of the Bankruptcy Code provisions
governing the absolute priority rule
materially changed how bankrupt-
cy courts address priority relative
to pre-Code practice, the court con-
cluded that even if the common law
solvent debtor exception would
be triggered by priority concerns
before the Code’s enactment, such
a rule did not survive the enact-
ment of the relevant Bankruptcy
Code provisions.

In reaching its conclusion, the
Second Circuit distinguished recent
decisions by the Fifth Circuit, Ultra
Petroleum, and Ninth Circuit, PG&E,
which both identify the absolute
priority rule as a basis for the sol-
vent debtor exception. According
to the Second Circuit, the solvency
of the debtors in those cases was
uncontroverted and the issue of
whether recovery to equity under
a plan demonstrates that a debtor
is solvent was not before the other
circuits.

Moreover, the court concluded
that the debtors’ plan satisfied
the confirmation requirements of
§1129. The court reasoned that
the absolute priority rule was
not triggered as the claimholders
were receiving full payment on the
allowed portions of their claims
under the Code—which excludes
unmatured interest.

According to the Second Circuit,
the plain language of §1129(b)(2)
(B), which provides that credi-
tors either must recover the full
amount of their allowed claim or
the absolute priority rule must
be satisfied, did not support the
claimholders’ proposed applica-
tion of the absolute priority rule
as a means to determine whether
a debtor was solvent. The court
rejected the claimholders proffer of
a discounted cash flow analysis to
demonstrate solvency on the same
basis. Noting the substantial defer-
ence to a bankruptcy court’s deter-
mination of solvency, the court
affirmed the lower court’s finding
that TLA was not solvent.

Conclusion

While the Third Circuit has not
ruled, Hertz is another case where
solvency is conceded. The Second
Circuit rationale is important not
only for its observation that the
“solvent debtor” exception may
have survived enactment of the
Bankruptcy Code, but the court’s
analysis is equally noteworthy
for its assessment of require-
ments for confirmation of a plan
over the objection of a dissenting
class of unsecured creditors under
§1129(b)(2)(B).

The decision does not fully
reconcile its favorable view of
the survival of the solvent debtor
exception with its plain meaning
interpretation of the confirma-
tion requirements applicable to

confirming a plan over the dissent
of a class of unsecured creditors
under §1129(b)(2).

There is no question that the
decision favorably discusses
other circuit decisions reason-
ing that the “solvent debtor”
exception survived enactment of
the Bankruptcy Code. The court,
however, rejected the argument
that a plan which provides for
a distribution to equity without
paying unsecured creditors post-
petition interest necessarily fails
for violation of the absolute pri-
ority rule. Instead, the court’s
analysis turned to the history of
the solvent debtor exception in
reorganization cases under the
Bankruptcy Act, the statutory pre-
decessor to the Bankruptcy Code,
observing that the proffered tie to
the absolute priority rule bears
closer examination.

Reasoning that the absolute
priority rule as set forth in the
Bankruptcy Act had a mandatory
prohibition on any distributions to
equity unless creditors were paid
in full, the court pointed out that
when the Bankruptcy Code was
enacted, the confirmation require-
ments for confirming a plan over
the dissent of a class of unsecured
creditors were modified. Relying
upon the modified absolute prior-
ity rule as it is now formulated in
§1129(b), the court rejected the
argument that distributions to equi-
ty under a plan which did not pay
unsecured creditors post-petition
interest established solvency or at
least established an entitlement on
the part of unsecured creditors to
post-petition interest.

Turning to the bankruptcy
court decision, the Second Circuit
did not decide whether a solvent
debtor must pay post-petition
interest because the circuit court
deferred to the bankruptcy court’s
assessment of solvency. The bank-
ruptcy court decided that the TLA
debtor was not solvent when tak-
ing into account the definition of
insolvency provided in §101(32)
of the Bankruptcy Code. Hence
the impact of the solvent debtor
exception on unsecured credi-
tors remains unresolved, but the
guideposts provided by the circuit
court’s analysis of the statutory
language of §1129(b)(2)(B) should
be considered.

Perhaps as an equitable right,
creditors of solvent debtors seek-
ing payment of post-petition
interest will have to take into
account establishing solvency
and establishing that the facts of
the case warrant an equitable res-
olution of the issue in their favor.
This issue will come up again;
given the significant amounts at
stake, circuit courts—and poten-
tially the Supreme Court—will be
called upon to provide further
guidance.

Regulations

« Continued from page 3

the benefit of all persons interven-
ing in the action (such as victims
of the fraudulent conduct).

The AG’s Office rarely brings
actions under GBL §353 because,
frankly, it doesn’t have to. If a matter
reaches a point where an action has
been commenced, it usually signals
an unwillingness on the part of the
defendant to settle during the early
stages of the investigation.

GBL §354 Public Investigations. In
situations where the AG is deter-
mined to commence an action under
GBL §353 but believes that a court
must intervene to stop fraudulent
practices immediately, the AG can
commence a public investigation ex
parte and seek a temporary injunc-
tion to curtail fraudulent practices.
The AG has used a public investiga-
tion to temporarily bar a sponsor
from advertising and selling real
estate securities while an offering
plan is pending review with the Real
Estate Finance Bureau. Essentially,
it is a pre-pleading discovery tool
that allows the AG to take testimony
before an action has commenced.
The public investigation is often

referred to as a nuclear option,
given the fact that it often results
in a project being stopped dead in
its tracks.

The above is not an exhaustive
summary of all the tools under the
Martin Act and doesn’t include a
discussion of criminal powers,
which are also available to the
AG in situations where the AG can
prove, with intent, that fraudulent
practices were committed. Since so
few criminal cases are brought by
the Real Estate Finance Bureau, I
will save this analysis for another
day (and perhaps touch on the
harrowing subject of parallel pro-
ceedings).

New York Executive Law:
The Ultimate Weapon
In the Arsenal

While the Martin Act provides
the AG broad powers to investigate
wrongdoing directly related to the
offer and sale of securities, the AG
also has broad powers to fight what
[ would call ancillary fraud and
other forms of illegality under the
New York Executive Law (EL). EL
§63(12) is the section of law used
most recently by the AG in the
case brought against a particular

high-profile individual. In the real
estate space, the AG will often rely
on the Executive Law if the alleged
wrongdoing involves not only viola-
tions of the Martin Act but perhaps
other laws such as tax laws and
rent stabilization laws. However,
the scope of the Executive Law

to the supreme court of the
state of New York, on notice of
five days, for an order enjoining
the continuance of such busi-
ness activity or of any fraudu-
lent or illegal acts, directing
restitution and damages and,
in an appropriate case, cancel-

The AG is looking to safeqguard the public interest and will
do so reasonably. But it is key to understand the nature of
the AG’s Office as well as the nuances of the laws they use
on a regular basis to fight perceived wrongdoing.

goes beyond enforcing state law.
See People v. First American, 76
A.D.3d 68 (1st Dep’t 2010). The
Executive Law empowers the AG
to enforce city, state, and federal
laws. To drive home the breadth
of the power given to the AG, see
the text of EL §63(12) below:
Whenever any person shall
engage in repeated fraudulent
or illegal acts or otherwise
demonstrate persistent fraud
or illegality in the carrying on,
conducting or transaction of
business, the attorney general
may apply, in the name of the
people of the state of New York,

ling any certificate filed under
and by virtue of the provisions
of section four hundred forty of
the former penal law or section
one hundred thirty of the gen-
eral business law, and the court
may award the relief applied
for or so much thereof as it
may deem proper. The word
“fraud” or “fraudulent” as used
herein shall include any device,
scheme or artifice to defraud
and any deception, misrepre-
sentation, concealment, sup-
pression, false pretense, false
promise or unconscionable con-
tractual provisions. The term

“persistent fraud” or “illegal-
ity” as used herein shall include
continuance or carrying on of
any fraudulent or illegal act or
conduct. The term “repeated”
as used herein shall include
repetition of any separate and
distinct fraudulent or illegal act,
or conduct which affects more
than one person. Notwithstand-
ing any law to the contrary, all
monies recovered or obtained
under this subdivision by a
state agency or state official or
employee acting in their official
capacity shall be subject to
subdivision eleven of section
four of the state finance law.

In connection with any such
application, the attorney general
is authorized to take proof and
make a determination of the rel-
evant facts and to issue subpoenas
in accordance with the civil prac-
tice law and rules. Such authoriza-
tion shall not abate or terminate by
reason of any action or proceeding
brought by the attorney general
under this section.

Similar to the Martin Act, the
AG has subpoena power under the
Executive Law and has the ability
to seek broad relief as the court
deems proper. The AG’s Office also

has the express authority to settle
amatter it would otherwise pursue
in the courts under EL §63(12) by
entering into a settlement agree-
ment known as an assurance of dis-
continuance (AOD). An AOD allows
the AG to resolve investigations
without the need of commencing
an action or proceeding and cover
the costs of its investigation under
EL §63(15). Entering into an AOD to
avoid litigation is usually the best
outcome for all parties involved.

As you can likely see, the
AG has a tremendous amount
of power under the Martin Act
and Executive Law and has a
low threshold to use these vari-
ous tools on behalf of the pub-
lic. There are various nuances
in this area of law, so if a client
receives a 351 Demand, let alone
a subpoena, do not wait to bring
in special counsel to advise on
how best to handle the situa-
tion. As in all cases [ have been
involved with, the AG is looking
to safeguard the public interest
and will do so reasonably. But it
is key to understand the nature
of the AG’s Office as well as the
nuances of the laws they use on
aregular basis to fight perceived
wrongdoing.

Defend

« Continued from page 4
ance company argued that since the
Hyatt employee’s injury occurred
on a completed floor—by the manu-
facturer’s own sworn admission—
the liability did not arise out of the
floor installer’s “ongoing opera-
tions,” so coverage was excluded.
The court found that since the
floor manufacturer and installer
had a master agreement with many
projects ongoing, the manufacturer
continued to have liability coverage
from the installation company even
though some jobs were complete.
While the policy was susceptible
to the insurance company'’s inter-
pretation, and even if the insurance
company’s reading was arguably the
better reading, the manufacturer
still prevailed here.

Third, the insurance company
argued that the floor was “com-

pleted” and put to its “intended
use” so these other exclusions
applied. The court found that
the underlying complaint did not
clearly state that the floor the
Hyatt employee slipped on was
complete—even though there

on the floor, the floor was already
put to its “intended use.” But the
court rejected that reading of the
policy because then anyone walk-
ing on the floor, even when it was
not complete, would trigger the
exclusion.

The court’s analysis shows just how “exceedingly broad”is
the duty to defend. It applies to determine who is insured,
what is insured, and what is excluded, (among other things)

and in any combination.

was extensive evidence that the
floor was complete—so the insur-
ance company could not avoid its
defense obligations.

Similarly, the court found that
the “intended use” exclusion did
not apply. The insurance com-
pany argued: Since the underly-
ing complaint said the kitchen
employee slipped while walking

Again, this court’s analysis
shows just how “exceedingly
broad” is the duty to defend.
It applies to determine who is
insured, what is insured, and what
is excluded, and in any combina-
tion, even when facts ultimately
adduced in the underlying litiga-
tion suggest there should not be
coverage.

Investigators

« Continued from page 3

parties isn’t violated. Specifically,
some courts have approved lawyer-
supervised undercover operations
employing deception involving, for
example, alleged civil rights and
intellectual property violations.
In contrast, though, in Meyer v.
Kalanick, 212 F. Supp. 3d 437 (SDNY
2016), Judge Jed S. Rakoff chastised
Uber for deceptive investigative
techniques by an unlicensed private
investigator designed to dig up dirt
on the plaintiff and his lawyer. He
sanctioned Uber by blocking its use
of information that Uber’s investiga-
tors procured illegitimately.

Space limitations here don’t
permit a detailed review of appli-
cable disciplinary rules, ethics
opinions and case law, jurisdiction
by jurisdiction. Rather, given that
bright line rules aren’t necessar-
ily in place, this should serve as a
reminder that simply “outsourcing”
deception or (call it) non-lawyer-
like conduct to investigators in
order to “get the goods” won’t
necessarily absolve the lawyer,
or even his client, from potential
adverse consequences. Lawyers
must be exacting in determining
what is, in fact, permissible in the
jurisdictions where they practice
or engage private investigators.

Critically, as advised by Herman
Weisberg, principal of Sage Intel-

ligence Group, a private investiga-
tion firm in New York City: “It’s key
that the private investigator and
the lawyer have an open discus-
sion on the game plan right at the
outset. Every lawyer has his own
barometer on what he will allow
or accept in terms of employing
‘deception’. The lawyer is the art-
ist. My job is to get him the paint—
and the precise color he wants after
learning what he envisions. Equally
important, it’s usually critical to
tune out what the clients want me
to do. They're typically involved in
difficult situations where they’re
often motivated to throw caution
to the wind.”

Weisberg’s are words for the
wise lawyer.
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21/4128(3) Continental Casualty v.
KB Insurance

21/539 Small v. City of NY

21/3533 Board of Mgrs, Franklin
Place v. NYC Fire Dept.

18/592 People v. Forest Richardson

22/602 Gulf LNG Energy v. Eni S.PA.

22/1750 Herrera v. Highgate Hotels

19/4483 People v. Beau Coleman

22/4270N Liberty Mutual v. Bonilla

22/4304N 301 East 60th v.
Competitive Solutions

22/2598N Noe v. Local 983

TUESDAY, JAN. 24

2P.M.

19/4567 People v. Koron Bailey

22/199 Cordero v. Kacinskis

22/3200X., Chen

21/4106(2) Srivatsa v. Rosetta
Holdings

22/2936(1) *Romano v. NYCTA

22/23(1) *Romano v. NYCTA

22/89(1) *Romano v. NYCTA

22/87(1) *Romano v. NYCTA

22/74(1) *Romano v. NYCTA

16/2618 People v. Saif Reid

20/1783 People v. Steven Cruz

22/4064 Hollis Park v. Markit North
America

22/3713 Philips RS v. Aires
Pharmaceuticals

22/503 Lazar v. Mor

21/3947N Bigio v. Gooding

21/3526N Ellenbogen v. Mitreski

22/1412N Odigie v. Gateway
Security Guard

21/1713 People v. Brandon Brown

21/4300(2) Cetain Underwriters v.
Forty Seven Fifth Co.

2173766 M., Children

22/1081 Menlo Energy Florida v.
Lloyd’s London

21/3038 Connor v. AMA Consulting

22/2298 People v. Andres Rojas Soto

22/567 Jonke v. Foot Locker

22/981 Doumbia v. Bamba

21/4060 SSP Springs v. First
Specialty Ins.

22/388 Zanani v. Scott Seidler
Family Trust

20/4121(2) Cheheli v. MTA

18/565 People v. Juan Soto

21/3160 Maldonado v. Liberty
Elevator

22/2280(4) PCT Contracting v.
Riggs Distler

22/4107 Ellis v. JPMorgan Chase

22/1812N People of NY, Letitia
James v. Trump Organization

22/4196N Jones Day v. Serenity
Pharmaceuticals

THURSDAY, JAN. 26

2P.M.

17/1550 People v. Leroy Bundy

22/791 Henick-Lane v. 616 First
Avenue

22/2536 Giovacco v. Graham

19/3861 People v. Robert Saintkitts

22/1557 Burgos Caba v. 587-91
Third Owner

21/4057(2) Malan v. FSJ Realty
Group

18/2734(1) People v. Darryl Mason

18/2946 People v. Lloyd McKenzie

19/2515 People v. Michael Wisdom

22/1277 Summit Development v.
Hudson Meridian

22/3 Tycoon Construction v. NYC
Housing Authority

20/3263 156 W. 15th St. v. City of NY

21/4188 Choudhry v. Starbucks
Corp.

22/4294 Mesquite Creek v. Mars
Wind

22/4360N HAI-2, LLC v. BlackRock
Financial

22/2285N Prechtl v. Trane U.S.

22/2467N NY Civil Liberties v. NYC

Dept. Correction
Fkok ok kkkok

The following cases have
been scheduled for pre-argu-
ment conference on the dates
and at the times indicated:

Acosta, P.J. Friedman,
Renwick, Manzanet-Daniels,
Gische JJ.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

10 A.M.
652436/21Jung v. Kobler
12P.M.

21860/18 Fernandez v. 400 Walnut
Avenue

2P.M.
815298/21Warren v. Figueroa
THURSDAY, JAN. 5

10 A.M.
28003/17 Cecere & Sons v. Clarkson
TUESDAY, JAN. 10

10 A.M.
322898/21Waldman v. Waldman
TUESDAY, JAN. 17

1P.M.
151464/17 Finely v. Pavarini
TUESDAY, JAN. 24

10 AM.
156557/19 Sandy v. 21E12 LLC

NEW YORK COUNTY
DEMOCRATIC COMMITTEE

2023 Civil Court Independent Judicial
Screening Panel

Candidates Sought for One Countywide Vacancy
And up to Three Municipal Court District Seats

The New York County Democratic Committee has
announced the formation of an Independent Screening
Panel to report on the qualifications of candidates
seeking the nomination of the Democratic Party for
one (1) countywide vacancy and up to three (3)
Municipal Court District seats. The heads of numer-
ous bar associations, community organizations and
law schools have been invited to nominate members
of the panel, which will be directed to report a total
of no more than the three (3) most highly qualified
candidates for the one countywide vacancy and each
of the remaining vacancies.

Candidates for the Court may obtain applications
from Mr. Kyle Ishmael, the Executive Director of the
New York County Democratic Committee, via email at
manhattandems@gmail.com. The deadline for sub-
mitting completed applications is January 4, 2023 at
5pm. Questions concerning this year’s panel should
be directed to Mr. Ishmael via email.

DEMOCRATIC DISTRICT
LEADERS
6th Judicial District

Independent Screening Panel Formed
To Report On Candidates for Civil Court Vacancy

Application Deadline is Dec. 30

Democratic District Leaders from the 6th Judicial
District have announced the formation of an inde-
pendent screening panel to report on candidates
for nomination by the Democratic Party for one
(1) Civil Court Vacancy, which will be filled in the
November, 2023 election. Numerous Bar Associations,
Law Schools, and Community Organizations will send
representatives to the panel, which will be directed
to report a total of no more than the three (3) most
highly qualified candidates for the 6th District Civil
Court vacancy

Candidates may obtain an application via e-mail
from the Administrator of the Panel, Joseph Stern,
e-mail: independentpanel6@gmail.com. Phone: 917-
656-9048. Questions concerning this year’s panel
should be directed to the Panel Administrator. The
deadline for submitting a completed application
is December 30, 2022 at 5 PM.

U.S. DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT

Applications Being Accepted for New Magistrate
Judge Vacancy in New York, NY

Application Deadline is Jan. 13, 2023

The United States District Court for the Southern
District of New York is accepting applications for
full-time Magistrate Judge positions at New York, NY.
The duties of the position are demanding and wide
ranging and will include: (1) conduct of preliminary
proceedings in criminal cases; (2) trial and disposi-
tion of misdemeanor cases; (3) conduct of various
pretrial matters, including settlement proceedings,
and evidentiary proceedings on delegation from the
judges of the district court; (4) trial and disposition of
civil cases upon consent of the litigants; (5) inquests
and reports and recommendations on dispositive
motions and evidentiary matters on reference from
the judges of the district court; and (6) assignment
of additional duties not inconsistent with the Con-
stitution and laws of the United States.

The basic jurisdiction of the United States Mag-
istrate Judge is specified in 28 U.S.C., Section 636.

To be qualified for appointment, an applicant must:
() be a member in good standing of the bar of the
highest court of a State, the District of Columbia,
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or the U.S. Virgin
Islands for at least five years; (b) have been engaged
in the active practice of law for a period of at least
five years (with some substitutions authorized);
(c) be competent to perform all the duties of the
office, of good moral character, emotionally stable
and mature, committed to equal justice under the law,
in good health, patient and courteous, and capable
of deliberation and decisiveness; (d) be less than
70 years old; and (e) not be related to a judge of
the district court.

A Merit Selection Panel composed of attorneys
and other members of the community will review
all applications and recommend in confidence to
the judges of the district court at least five persons
whom it considers best qualified. The Court will
make the appointment(s) following an FBI and IRS
investigation of the appointee(s). Each individual
selected must comply with the financial disclosure
requirements of the Ethics in Government Act of
1978 and the Courthouse Ethics Act (CETA) of 2021.
The Court is interested in a diverse applicant pool
and encourages all qualified candidates to submit
their applications, including women and members
of minority groups. All new hires are subject to the
Court’s policy on COVID-19 vaccination and testing.
The current salary of the position is $205,528 per
annum (effective 1/1/2022).

Candidates should submit hard copies of the appli-
cations to the physical address below and email a
copy to: Magistrateapplications@nysd.courts.gov.

Edward A. Friedland
District Court Executive
United States Courthouse
500 Pearl Street, Room 820
New York, NY 10007-1312
Tel: 212-805-0500

An original plus fifteen (15) copies of a cover letter,
resume and application must be received by Janu-
ary 13,2023. Application forms are available on the
Court’s web site: www.nysd.uscourts.gov. (Subject
to funding, multiple vacancies may be filled from
this posting.

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER OF
THE CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE
JUDGE

Pursuant to the authority vested in me, and with
the advice and consent of the Administrative Board
of the Courts, | hereby amend Rule 16 of section
202.70(g) of the Uniform Rules for the Supreme and
County Courts (Rules of Practice for the Commercial
Division), effective January 3, 2023, to read as follows
(additions underlined, deletions in strikethrough):

Rule 16. Motions in General.

() Form of Motion Papers. The movant shall spec-
ify in the notice of motion, order to show cause, and
in a concluding section of a memorandum of law, the
exact relief sought. Counsel must attach copies of
all pleadings and other documents as required by
the CPLR and as necessary for an informed deci-
sion on the motion (especially on motions pursuant
to CPLR 3211 and 3212). Counsel should use-tabs
whensubmitting paperscontainingclearly separate
exhibits from each other by using divider pages with
the exhibit number. Counsel shall follow Rule 6 with
respect to hyperlinking. Copies must be legible. If a
document to be annexed to an affidavit or affirma-
tion is voluminous and only discrete portions are
relevant to the motion, counsel shall attach excerpts
and submit the full exhibit separately. Documents in
a foreign language shall be properly translated. CPLR
2101(b). Whenever reliance is placed upon a decision
or other authority not readily available to the court,
athe court may direct counsel to submit a copy and
counsel shall otherwise follow Rule 6 with respect

to hyperlinking eopy-ofthe-case-or-of to-pertinent
- £} horitv-shatit bmitted it
the-motionpapers:

APPELLATE tion, listed below is information
on Judicial Hearing Officers,
TERM Mediation, and Special Ref-
60 Centre Street erees.
Room 401
IAS PARTS
10 A.M.
2 Sattler, J.: 212 (60 Centre)
WEDNESDAY JAN. 4 3 Cohen, J.: 208 (60 Centre)
g, 1. Hogir | 4 N )
ichael, 40 6 King: 351 (60 Centre)
17/079 People v. Sporer, Matthew 7 Lebovits: 345 (60 Centre)
Pierre, 8 Kotler: 278 (80 Centre)
18/092 People v. Rodney Carey, 9 Waterman-Marshall: 289 (80

Michael
19/459 People v. Singer, Rochelle
M

22/120Sjs Thompson, Llc v. Singer,
Rochelle M.
22/121 Sjs Thompson, Llc

New York
County

SUPREME COURT

Ex-Parte
Motion Part
And
Special Term
Part

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

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

The following matters were
assigned to the Justices named
below. These actions were
assigned as a result of initial
notices of motion or notices of
petition returnable in the court
on the date indicated and the
Request for Judicial Interven-
tion forms that have been filed
in the court with such initial
activity in the case. All Jus-
tices, assigned parts and court-
rooms are listed herein prior to
the assignments of Justices for
the specified actions. In addi-

Centre)
10 Edwards: 412 (60 Centre)
11 Frank: 308 (80 Centre)
12 Jaffe: 341 (60 Centre)
13 Silvera: 422 (60 Centre)
14 Bluth: 432 (60 Centre)
17 Hagler: 335 (60 Centre)
18 Tisch: 104 (71 Thomas)
19 Sokoloff: 540 (60 Centre)
20 Kaplan: 1227 (111 Centre)
21 Dominguez: 280 (80 Centre)
22 Clynes: 351 (80 Centre)
23 Perry, W: 543 (60 Centre)
24 Katz: 325 (60 Centre)
25 James: 1254 (111 Centre)
26 Perry, P: 684 (111 Centre)
27 Sharpe: 731 (111 Centre)
28 Headley: 122 (80 Centre)
30 McMahon: 103 (80 Centre)
31 O'Neill Levy: 218 (60 Centre)
32 Kahn: 1127B (111 Centre)
33 Rosado: 442 (60 Centre)
34 Ramseur: 328 (80 Centre)
35 Edmead: 438 (60 Centre)
36 Saunders: 205 (71 Thomas)
37 Engoron: 418 (60 Centre)
38 Nock: 1166 (111 Centre)
39 Adams: 623 (111 Centre)
41 Billings: 23 (71 Thomas)
42 Bannon: 428 (60 Centre)
43 Reed: 222 (60 Centre)
44 Hoffman: 321 (60 Centre)
46 Latin: 210 (71 Thomas)
47 Goetz: 1021 (111 Centre)
48 Masley: 242 (60 Centre)
49 Chan: 252 (60 Centre)
51 Chesler: 311 (71 Thomas)
52 Stroth: 307 (80 Centre)
53 Borrok: 238 (60 Centre)
54 Schecter: 228 (60 Centre)
55 d’Auguste: 103 (71 Thomas)
56 Kelly: 304 (71 Thomas)
57 Kraus: 1045 (111 Centre)
58 Cohen, D.: 305 (71 Thomas)
60 Crane: 248 (60 Centre)
59 James, D.: 331 (60 Centre)
61 Ostrager: 232 (60 Centre)
62 Sweeting: 279 (80 Centre)
63 Love: 355 (60 Centre)

MFPKahn: 1127B (111 Centre)
MMSP-1: 1127B (111 Centre)
IDV Dawson: 1604 (100 Centre)

PART 40TR (All Papers By)Calendar setting

a date for submission of a miss-

JUDICIAL MEDIATION ing stipulation or motion paper.
On Rotating Schedule: With respect to motions filed with

Kaplan 1227 (111 Centre)
Silvera 422 (60 Centre)

EARLY SETTLEMENT

ESC 1 Vigilante 106(80 Centre)
ESC 2 Wilkenfeld 106 (80 Centre)

SPECIAL REFEREES
60 Centre Street
75R Santiago: Room 656
80R Edelman: Room 562
80R Galette: Room 240
83R Sambuco: Room 528
85R Shamahs: Room 324

JHO/SPECIAL REFEREES
80 Centre Street
76R Owens: Room 112
81R Hewitt: Room 321
84R Feinberg: Room 114
87R Burke: Room 238
89R Hoahng: Room 236

SPECIAL REFEREE
71 Thomas Street

T7R Bahr: Room 300

MEDIATION-NON-JURY
60 Centre Street

Kern-Rappy: Room 641

Judicial Hearing Officers
Part 90 Hon. E. Bransten
Part 91 Hon. C. Ramos
Part 92 Hon. R. Roth
Part 93 Hon. Marin
Part 95 Hon. Kalish

SUPREME COURT
Motion Calendars
Room 130, 9:30 A.M.
60 Centre Street

SUPREME COURT
Motion Dispositions
from Room 130
60 Centre Street

Calendars in the Motion
Submission Part (Room 130)
show the index number and cap-
tion of each and the disposition
thereof as marked on the Room
130 calendars. The calendars in
use are a Paper Motions Calendar,
E-Filed Motions Calendar, and APB

Request for Judicial Intervention,
counsel in e-filed cases will be
notified by e-mail through NYSCEF
of the Justice to whom the case
has been assigned. In paper cases,
counsel should sign up for the
E-Track service to receive e-mail
notification of the assignment and
other developments and schedules
in their cases. Immediately fol-
lowing is a key that explains the
markings used by the Clerk in
Room 130.

Motion Calendar Key:

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

ARG—Scheduled for argument for
date and part indicated.

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

WDN—Motion was withdrawn on
calendar call.

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

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

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

S—Stipulation.

C—Consent.

C MOTION—Adjourned to
Commercial Motion Part
Calendar.

FINAL—Adjournment date is final

60 CENTRE
STREET

Submissions Part

Paperless Judge Part

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

651690/211650 B'way. Associates,
Inc. v. Sturm

150160/19180 Lafayette Corp. v.
Wesco Ins. Co.

654525/17221 W. 17th St. v. Otl
Enterprises

652108/22 3405 B'way. Housing
Dev. Fund v. Proactive Business
Solutions

657094/20373-381 Pas Associates v.
Reception Plus NY

150368/21Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
Saunders

652287/22 Alborati v. Albarty

151377/21 Allstate Indemnity Co. v.
A’s Hvac Maint. Corp.

653583/22 Allstate Ins. Co. By
Second Look v. NYC

161253/17 Almonte v. NYC

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

152324/20Aly v. NYC

655306/18 American Infertility of
New v. Kushnir

654052/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Rutland Medical

159727/21 Ametal Rlty. Corp. v.
Louie

152683/21Aponte v. Fedcap
Rehabilitation

654327/22 At Last Sportswear, Inc.
v. Byron

651912/22 Aza Int Corp. v. 39th
West 23rd St. LLC Et Al

190010/22Barden v. 3m Co.

156717/19Bateman v. Cohen
Brothers Rlty.

157871/22Bernstein v. White
Werbel & Fino Lip Et Al

650955/22 Besen v. Hochfelder

153914/18 Boozier v. Manhattan
And Bronx Surface

155584/17 Carman v. NYC

651702/18 Cassa 28 LLC v. Kochar

159225/22 Cepeda v. NYCHA

156838/19 Cepeda v. NYC

153031/18 Chang v. Bronstein
Properties LLC

157388/22 Chaplar v. Keechant

158121/22 Cicarelli v. NYCHA Et Al

654616/22 Cicfh Dragonstone
Master Spc Et Al v. Yango Justice
Int’l Ltd. Et Al

152592/22 Cipollaro De Lero v.
Nelson

651031/19 Citigroup Global Markets
Inc. v. Scip Capital Mgt.

657267/19Clinton St. Investors
LLC. v. Jas Clinton LLC

654802/21 Collier v. Safety Bldg.
Security Services LLC

157449/22 Croghan v. Adams

159608/19 Culbertson v. Triumph
Const. Corp.

159762/16 Cullinan v. NY Univ.

161479/21De Salvo v. Araujo

653618/22 Denver Wewatta (co)
LLC v. Amtrust Title Ins. Co. Et Al

154757/21Dias v. Tmhcr 48th St.
LLC Et Al

152165/22Disla v. The NYCHA

950332/20Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

951092/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
Et Al

652190/21 Dong v. Gtv Media
Group, Inc.

653232/22 Electronics And
Telecommunications Research
Institute Et Al v. Mpeg La

150260/20 Falik v. NYC

154100/16 Frank v. Morgans Hotel
Group

655583/16 Functional Life
Achievement v. Aspiring
Munchkins LLC

151451/19 Gerardo v. Breton

653399/22 Gfk Us Mri v. Lhk
Partners, Inc.

154827/21Gibson v. Castillo

805001/19 Gopstein v. Vad

155112/22 Grant v. NYC Et Al

805076/17 Gurevich v. Cohen Md

155873/22 Harlington Rlty. Co. LLC
v. Stollerman

156140/21 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Correctalign Chiropractic Pc Et
Al

155211/21 Hernandez v. 225 5th
Ave. (NY)

656639/21 Hogg v. Braverman

152881/211Inguanzo v. Alvarez-
Benzan

152471/15Irons v. NYCTA

156339/21Johnson v. NYC

805072/22 Kaisman v. Millan

190097/18 Klapak v. Barnard
College Et Al

159679/22Kwan v. NYC Et Al

160642/22 Law Offices of Michael S.
Lamonsoff v. Bogoraz Law Group

153628/22 Leibler v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Et Al

650545/20 Leopold v. Dabakarov

651301/22 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al'v. McKenzie

850273/19 Linker Notes v. Kallman

150787/20 Long Island Minimally
Invasive Surgery v. Hepson

160746/16 Madangsui, Inc. v.
Crystal Properties Llp

656788/22 Manhattan
Telecommunications Corps.
Ak/a Mettel v. Braden Partners

652217/22Manhattan
Telecommunications Corps.
A/k/a Mettel v. Hart Stonehollow
LLC D/b/a Folio Apts.

160738/21 Matute v. NYC Et Al

651168/22 Maxxi Bldg. Security And
Mgt. Corp. v. Atlas Athletics, Inc.
D/b/a Astral Fitness & Wellness
Center

151005/20 McEachin v. Emerald
Expositions

160479/16 Mejia v. 770 B'way.
Owner

653379/22 Miller v. Marquis Rentals
LLC Et Al

160015/20 Minton v. 210 East 15th
St. Tenants

652920/22 Mitchell v. Steering
House Const. LLC D/b/a Steering
House Design And Dev.

155235/21 Morgan v. Gold River
Capital LLC

157141/19 Noble v. Deco Towers
Associates LLC

161031/18 Nunez v. Hispanic
Society of

158816/22NYCTL 2021-A Trust v.
Clinton Assoc. For A Renewed
Environment (c.A.R.E.) Et Al

656345/20 Oceanhousenyc v. 140
West St. (NY)

651448/21 Oldcastle Bldg.envelope
v. lllinois Nat. Ins.

652576/22 Pennoyer Partners v. Ab
Capstone LLC D/b/a Ab Capstone
EtAl

160748/21 Plascencia v. B'way.
176th LLC Et Al

652742/22 Posner v. Circle Jay
Glass LLC

155680/20 Qereti v. Cosmetics 501
Corp. Et Al

652269/20 Quadient Hldgs. USA,
Inc. F/k/a Mailroom Hldg., Inc.
v. The Notary Connection Store
Inc.

153434/18 Rodas-Garcia v. NYC
United LLC

150243/20 Rodriguez v. NYC

190150/19 Rosemary Torio v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co

156356/22 Royal Harlem LLC v. NYC
Dept. of Housing Preservation
And Dev.

654030/21 Rph Hotels 51st St. v.
Icon Parking Hldgs.

950735/208S. v. NYC

159868/20 Sandeman v. Devlin

450856/19 Scott v. NYCTA

150091/22 Serrano v. Abc Corp. Dba
Hammerstein Ballroom Et Al

157224/22 Shanghai Pearls &
Gems, Inc. D/b/a Ultimate
Diamond Co. v. Paul

653702/13 Shanklin v. Wilhelmina
Models, Inc.

153761/17 Shapiro v. NYC

160861/21 Shelby Lee v. Nuovo
Ciao-Di LLC Et Al

153946/20 State Farm Fire And
Casualty v. Sloan

850110/22 Stillwater Asset Mgt. v.
3rd And 36th St. LLC Et Al

656603/22 Stonex Commodity
Solutions LLC F/k/a Fcstone
Merchant Services v. Maku
Coffee, Inc.

652793/21 Swiss Institute v.
Freund, Freund & Co. Inc.

805185/19T.D.Infant By Mother
Andv. NY Presbyterian

160861/17 Terrell v. NYCTA

656590/22 The Board of Mgrs. of
The Keystone Condominium v.
Am&G Waterproofing LLC Et Al

652208/22 The Pace Gallery LLC v.
Seurat

655885/19 Thump v. Michael De
Luna Aia

656077/21 Triad 11 East v. Midoriya,
Inc. Et Al

652907/22 Tricon Energy Ltd. v. Jap
Overseas Pvt. Ltd.

154210/16 Trujillano Millian v. 626
Bushwick LLC

950111/19 Twersky v. Yeshiva Univ.

850225/19Us Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Soroudi

190087/19Waldon v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co.

158560/21 Walsh v. Tga 730 Third
Ave. Owner LLC Et Al

850226/19Wells Fargo Bank v.
Sivan

805184/22Westley v. Lenox Hill
Hosp. Et Al

653686/22 Zemsky Green Artists
Mgt. v. Progressive Labs LLC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

161637/18 144 Sullivan St. v. Weiss

850118/2215 West 43rd St. LLC v.
The Princeton Club of NY Et Al

850055/22241 Norwood v.
Burntisland II LLC Et Al

151755/22 Almeida v. 3780 Rlty.
Associates LLC. Et Al

157736/22Anil v. NYC Et Al

155250/19 Apollo Electric, Inc. v.
Aman Developers LLC

652950/22 Astra Global Dmcc Et Al
v. Narayan

651914/22 Aza Int Corp. v. Site 3
Dsa Owner LLC Et Al

159339/22Baez v. NYCHA

654372/22 Barton Llp v. Maybank

653374/22 Bertoni v. Safra Nat.
Bank of NY

156724/16 Cabral v. Rockefeller
Univ.

805050/22 Cady v. Varma M.D.

657369/19 Chavez v. Lindina LLC

156178/22 Citibank v. 304 Hhh Real
Estate LLC

450148/22NYC v. Port Rich Rlty.,

Inc.

160288/17 Clarke v. Judlau
Contracting, Inc.

655672/19 Cref 546 West 44th St. v.
Hudson Meridian Const.

154651/19 Davis v. Hp Harlem
Portfolio Housing

156870/17 Dematos v. Gdc Lic
Owner LLC

157116/17Dev. 72 LLC v. Nicholas
Zazza

950336/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY

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

158266/20 Falconi v. Shea

155911/22Farca v. The Board of
Education of The City School
Dist. of NYC Et Al

650479/16 Fgp 1 v. Dubrovsky

654717/21 Fisher v. Hauman

652929/22 Flowers v. Whole Foods
Market Group, Inc.

653769/22 Fm Networks LLC Et Al v.
The Nielsen Co. (us)

653584/20 Fpg Maiden Lane v. Bank
Leumi USA

157184/20Francis v. NYC

150748/22 Gonzalez v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

151643/20 Haskins v. Metro.
Transportation

150319/22 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Chiropractic Associates of
Richmond Hill

805006/22 Hicks v. Sinclair Md

151016/12 Hijiki Restaurant Inc. v.
NYC

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

850127/22 Hsbc Bank USA v. Holder

653214/22 Hunter v. James Sr.

653793/22 Hutcher v. Madison
Square Garden Entertainment
Corp. EtAl

650805/22 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al'v. Cenatus

158996/18 Loaiza v. Museum of Arts
And Design

160340/21 Macy’s, Inc. v. Zurich
American Ins. Co. Et Al

656639/20 Madison Hosp.ity v.
Acacia Network Housing, Inc.

101022/10 Makris v. Quartz
Associates

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

651200/21 Mercury Public Affairs v.
Cote Senior Care Mgt. Services

155513/22 Metropolis Electric Corp.
v. Vector Bldg. Corp. Et Al

652780/22 Mobility Seller
Representative LLC v. Amtrust
Financial Services, Inc. Et Al

654400/21 Mountain Valley
Indemnity Co. v. Santapaola

655788/21NY Community Bank v.
Folio Taxi Corp. Et Al

655787/21NY Community Bank v.
Orr Cab Corp. Et Al

651908/22 North American
Specialty Ins. Co. v. NYCHA

653862/21 Null Phd v. Sankoh

652840720 0'Brien v. Kaplan

650915/22 PM.W.A. Hair Stylist Inc.
D/b/a Paul Mole Barber Shop Et
Al'v. Wood

160387/19 Pappert v. Madison
Square Garden

655348/18 Patel v. Patel

158259/17 Plechaty v. Cdl West 45th
St. LL.C.

653697/22 Pnc Bank v. Sprout
Mortgage

652757/22 Prime Renovations, Inc.
v. Jjingo

652339/21 Pryor Cashman Llp v.
Mehta

654582/21 Pw Market View LLC v.
Schuster

162058/18 Quiridumbay v. 630-636
West 136th St LLC

158570/20 Residential Board of v.
Wong

805079/20 Roque v. Morgan

656844/22 Royal Bank of Canada v.
Perkins

158932/20 Russack v. Verity

151648/20 Santoli v. Eastside
Ventura LLC

651109/18 Shyer v. Shyer

156563/18 Smith v. NYC

653605/22 Srf Tech. Licensing
Europe East LLC v. Zero Global
Waste

656409/21 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. Et Al v. East
Coast Medical Care

160764/18 Sternkopf v. 395 Hudson
NY

656145/21 Strategic Funding
Source, Inc. D/b/a Kapitus v.
Shea

157716/22 Sunrise Office Services,
Inc. v. NYC Contr. Dispute
Resolution Board Et Al

159266/22 Tammy Scott Robinson v.
NYC Et Al

651509/21 The Carlton Regency
Corp. v. Edwards

154633/21 The Columbia
Condominium By Its Board of
Mgrs. v. Ir 96th St Hldg. LLC Et Al

150433/22 The Residential Board
of Mgrs. of The Millennium
Point Condominium v. Urban
Commons 2 West LLC Et Al

150777/18 Tirschwell v. Tcw Group
Inc.

656867/22 Tishman Hotel & Rity. Lp
Et Al v. Westport Ins. Corp. Et Al
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155344/18 Valladares v. Henry V
Murray Senior LLC

190114/22 Verdiglione v. Bruce
Supply Corp.

152094/20Vore v. Seaport Global
Hldgs. LLC

652549/22Welkin Mechanical v.
NYC

651396/22 Westport Ins. Corp. v.
Auberge Resorts LLC Et Al

152378/18 Winitch v. Ikea NY

159238/22Wynwood Capital
Group LLC v. The Pnc Financial
Services Group, Inc.

652020/22Zdg v. 174-176 1st Ave.
Owner LLC Et Al

E-Filing
Submission Part

Adjourned for
Working
Copies Part

Part 2

Justice Lori S. Sattler
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3852
Room 212
THURSDAY, DEC. 22
153628/22 Leibler v. Metro-North
Commuter RR. Et Al
160746/16 Madangsui, Inc. v.
Crystal Properties Llp
158579/22Ng v. Akawi
160748/21 Plascencia v. B'way.
176th LLC Et Al
150091/22 Serrano v. Abc Corp. Dba
Hammerstein Ballroom Et Al
Motion
158579/22 Ng v. Akawi
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

160387/19 Pappert v. Madison
Square Garden

Part 3

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

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

654616/22 Cicfh Dragonstone
Master Spc Et Al v. Yango Justice
Int’l Ltd. Et Al

656926/20 Durst Pyramid LLC v.
Silver Cinemas Acquisition

654262/22 Gluck v. Agency Within
LLCEtAl

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

654299/19 Atalaya Asset Income
Fund IT v. Ringel

650626/21 Gs Capital Partners v. Fte
Networks, Inc.

652780/22 Mobility Seller
Representative LLC v. Amtrust
Financial Services, Inc. Et Al

655348/18 Patel v. Patel

651109/18 Shyer v. Shyer

152094/20Vore v. Seaport Global
Hldgs. LLC

651396/22 Westport Ins. Corp. v.
Auberge Resorts LLC Et Al

Part 6

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

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

154517/22 Adams v. Northern
Manhattan Nursing Home Inc
D/b/a Northern Manhattan
Rehabilitation And Nursing
Center Et Al

805397/18 Basov v. Bass

100163/22 Fleischer v. Darwin Life
Inc

805076/17 Gurevich v. Cohen Md

805072/22 Kaisman v. Millan

805417/19Kang v. Zatorski

153434/18 Rodas-Garcia v. NYC
United LLC

654030/21 Rph Hotels 51st St. v.
Icon Parking Hldgs.

656603/22 Stonex Commodity
Solutions LLC F/k/a Fcstone
Merchant Services v. Maku
Coffee, Inc.

652793/21 Swiss Institute v.
Freund, Freund & Co. Inc.

656590/22 The Board of Mgrs. of
The Keystone Condominium v.
Am&G Waterproofing LLC Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

657369/19 Chavez v. Lindina LLC

653862/21Null Phd v. Sankoh

653697/22 Pnc Bank v. Sprout
Mortgage

652020/22 Zdg v. 174-176 1st Ave.
Owner LLC Et Al

Part 17

Justice Shlomo S. Hagler
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3283
Courtroom 335

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

156606/16 Almonte v. NYC

151871/17 Bokman v. Manhattan
Motor Cars Inc.

156838/19 Cepeda v. NYC

450449/22NYC v. Scrubb

154757/21Dias v. Tmhcr 48th St.
LLC Et Al

160497/20 Humpage v. 425 Central
Park West

158662/21Jennings v. Spikes

158369/19Johnson v. Hp Jamsta
Housing

154352/21 Lee v. Hmc Capital
Resources Corp. Et Al

156853/21 M v. Raymour &
Flanigan

151005/20 McEachin v. Emerald
Expositions

160358/20 Meyer v. NY Lessee LLC

157919/21 0akes v. American
Indian Community House

652950/19 Osk Viii v. M.E. Transit
Inc.

157585/21 Sainevil v. Times Square
Hotel Owner

156609/19 Veltri v. Metro.
Transportation

160991/21Victaulic Co. v. Sedgwick
Claims Mgt. Services, Inc.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

157184/20Francis v. NYC
158570/20 Residential Board of v.
Wong

Part 19

Justice Lisa A. Sokoloff
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3979
Room 540

Part 20
Matrimonial

Justice Deborah A. Kaplan
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3300
Courtroom 1227

Part 24
Matrimonial Part

Justice Michael L. Katz
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3285
Courtroom 325

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

307381/16 Clarke v. Blair

365301/22 Goldman v. Zimmerman

322648/21Kaplan v. Kaplan

308447/18 Maalaoui v. Chun—
10:30 AM.

Part 31
Matrimonial Part

Justice Kelly A. O'Neill Levy
60 Centre Street

805185/19T.D.Infant By Mother Phone 646-386-3355
Andv. NY Presbyterian Courtroom 218
Part 7 Part 33
Justice Gerald Lebovits Justice Mary V. Rosado
60 Centre Street 60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3746 Phone 646-386-3894
Courtroom 345 Room 442

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

656528/19 American Transit Ins. v.
Villard

159727/21 Ametal Rlty. Corp. v.
Louie

651702/18 Cassa 28 LLC v. Kochar

450439/22 Comm’rs. of The State
Ins. Fund v. Ferhati LLC

154100/16 Frank v. Morgans Hotel
Group

652217/22Manhattan
Telecommunications Corps.
A/k/a Mettel v. Hart Stonehollow
LLC D/b/a Folio Apts.

653379/22 Miller v. Marquis Rentals
LLC Et Al

656077/21 Triad 11 East v. Midoriya,
Inc. Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

655672/19 Cref 546 West 44th
Street v. Hudson Meridian Const.

160340/21 Macy’s, Inc. v. Zurich
American Ins. Co. Et Al

153199/22NY Univ. v. NYC

652262/19Rici Corp. v. Biltmore
General

Part 10

Justice Erika M. Edwards
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4863
Room 412

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

160642/22 Law Offices of Michael S.
Lamonsoff v. Bogoraz Law Group

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

160454/19 Azizian v. Madison
Entertainment Associates LLC Et

Al

157871/22 Bernstein v. White
Werbel & Fino Llp Et Al

152292/22 Borkowska v. Peter
Jarema Funeral Home, Inc.

161399/21 Carrero v. The Joseph
Galler Trust Et Al

156777/20 Castano v. Executive
Towers Mgt.

158084/20 Pemberton v. Whga
Schomburg Pl. Housing

159483/21 Seidita v. Lincoln Center
For The Performing Arts, Inc.

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

150333/22 Varvitsiotis v. Hackd
Fitness LLC

158560/21 Walsh v. Tga 730 Third
Ave. Owner LLC Et Al

150943/22 Zayas-Vasquez v. NYCHA
Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

150748/22 Gonzalez v. Turner
Const. Co. Et Al

150319/22 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Chiropractic Associates of
Richmond Hill

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

154293/22 Martinez v. Peng’s Body
Work Inc. Et Al

161412/20 Parveen v. Memorial
Sloan Kettering

151491/22Vasquez v. Bop One

100950/22 Hughley v. Locasico North End LLC Et Al
Part 12 Part 35
Justice Barbara Jaffe Justice Carol R Edmead
60 Centre Street 60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3273 Phone 646-386-3322
Room 341 Courtroom 438
THURSDAY, DEC. 22 Part 37
156717/19Bateman v. Cohen IAS Part

Brothers Rlty.

157141/19 Noble v. Deco Towers
Associates LLC

155680/20 Qereti v. Cosmetics 501
Corp. Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
161637/18 144 Sullivan St. v. Weiss

162058/18 Quiridumbay v. 630-636
West 136th St LLC

Part 13

Justice Adam Silvera
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3736
Room 422

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

190010/22Barden v. 3m Company

151350/17 Cavedo v. Flushing
Commons Prop.

190097/18 Klapak v. Barnard
College Et Al

190150/19 Rosemary Torio v. A.O.
Smith Water Prods. Co

190087/19Waldon v. A.O. Smith
Water Prods. Co.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

190114/22 Verdiglione v. Bruce
Supply Corp.

Part 14

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

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

151377/21 Allstate Indemnity Co. v.
A's Hvac Maint. Corp.

655583/16 Functional Life
Achievement v. Aspiring
Munchkins LLC

652920/22 Mitchell v. Steering
House Const. LLC D/b/a Steering
House Design And Dev.

656345/20 Oceanhousenyc v. 140
West St. (NY)

652742/22 Posner v. Circle Jay
Glass LLC

Justice Arthur F. Engoron
60 Centre Street
646-386-3222
Room 418

THURSDAY, DEC. 22
15812122 Cicarelli v. NYCHA Et Al
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

450148/22NYC v. Port Rich Rlty.,
Inc.

157716/22 Sunrise Office Services,
Inc. v. NYC Contr. Dispute
Resolution Board Et Al

Part 39

Justice Suzanne J. Adams
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3619
Courtroom 623

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

657094/20373-381 Pas Associates v.
Reception Plus New York

100522/22 Hawthorne v. Geico
General Ins. Co.

652269/20 Quadient Hldgs. USA,
Inc. F/k/a Mailroom Hldg., Inc.
v. The Notary Connection Store
Inc.

655885/19 Thump v. Michael De
Luna Aia

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

655033/21Board of Mgrs. of The
Eagle Bldg. Condominium v.
Hauser & Wirth Us Prop. LLC

654717/21 Fisher v. Hauman

650805/22 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al v. Cenatus

651200/21 Mercury Public Affairs v.
Cote Senior Care Mgt. Services

155513/22 Metropolis Electric Corp.
v. Vector Bldg. Corp. Et Al

652757/22 Prime Renovations, Inc.
v. Jjingo

656145/21 Strategic Funding
Source, Inc. D/b/a Kapitus v.
Shea

651509/21 The Carlton Regency
Corp. v. Edwards

Court Calendars

656630/20 Tipp One v. Board of
Mgrs. of 18

655131/21 Varyence v. Rational
Surgical Solutions

Part 43

Justice Robert R. Reed
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3238
Room 222

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

652670/11Arch Specialty Ins. v.
Citrus & Allied Essences

654327/22 At Last Sportswear, Inc.
v. Byron

656042/20 Cedar Capital Mgt. v.
Lillie

656543/21 Cotton Int’l, Inc. v. Coral
Vista Condominium Assoc.

655646/19 Effex Capital v. Global
Brokerage Hldgs.

656632/20 Harleysville Worcester v.
Sompo Japan Ins.

656639/21 Hogg v. Braverman

652576/22 Pennoyer Partners v. Ab
Capstone LLC D/b/a Ab Capstone
Et Al

153479/22 Prestige Automotive
Center v. 2013 3rd Ave. Qoz

Part 40TR
Administrative
Coordinating Part

60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 422

Part 42

Justice Nancy M. Bannon
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3237
Room 428

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

650955/22 Besen v. Hochfelder

152592/22 Cipollaro De Lero v.
Nelson

157449/22 Croghan v. Adams

160028/22 Empire Dev. X v. 176 East
123rd St. LLC

155873/22 Harlington Rlty. Co. LLC
v. Stollerman

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

656639/20 Madison Hosp.ity v.
Acacia Network Housing, Inc.

Part 44

Justice Douglas E. Hoffman
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-636-3370
Room 321

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

304145/18 Desir v. Desir
365586/21Funti v. Andrews
365490/21 Kovitch v. Kovitch
308792/19Li v. Zhang

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

453605/21 Montanez v. Montanez
350045/17 Pincus v. Motulsky

Part 48
Commercial Div.

Justice Andrea Masley
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3265
Room 242

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

653739/2010 Spot Acquisition
Corp. v. Great Northern Ins.

654525/17221 W. 17th St. v. Otl
Enterprises

151482/17 Alrose Steinway v.
Jaspan Schlesinger

656468/21 Broadwall Mgt. Corp. Et
Alv. Fed. Ins. Co.

650545/20 Leopold v. Dabakarov

654416/22 Minarik v. Drost

651819/22 Narimans Trust
Individually And Derivatively
on Behalf of 10/3 Rity. Corp. v.
Rafalsky Esq.

650119/15Rcsus Inc. v. Sgm
Socher, Inc. A/k/a Smg

653680/22 Scliquor v. Empire
Investment, Inc.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

850118/2215 West 43rd St. LLC v.
The Princeton Club of NY Et Al
656922/22 Atx Braker Sr v. Paul
652840/200’Brien v. Kaplan
656867/22 Tishman Hotel & Rlty. Lp
Et Al v. Westport Ins. Corp. Et Al

Part 49
Commercial Div.

Justice Margaret A. Chan
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4033
Room 252

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

153914/18 Boozier v. Manhattan
And Bronx Surface

651031/19Citigroup Global Markets
Inc. v. Scip Capital Mgt.

653399/22 Gfk Us Mri v. Lhk
Partners, Inc.

651301/22 Liberty Mutual Ins. Co.
Et Al v. McKenzie

653702/13 Shanklin v. Wilhelmina
Models, Inc.

Part 51
Matrimonial Part

653326/21 Chewy, Inc. v. Vetcove,
Inc.

653515/21Iberdrola Energy Projects
v. Mufg Union Bank

653516/21Iberdrola Energy Projects
v. Zions Bancorp.

159264/22in The Matter of The
Petition of J.G. Wentworth
Originations v. Prudential Ins.
Co. of America Et Al

159402/22in The Matter of The
Petition of J.G. Wentworth
Originations v. U.S. Life Ins. Co.
in NYC Et Al

158442/22in The Matter of The
Petition of J.G. Wentworth
Originations v. U.S. Life Ins. Co.
in NYC Et

650610/21 Martinez v. Martinez

451637/20NYCHA v. Cowi
Consulting Inc.

653506/21 Purlin 2 v. Dck
Worldwide Hldgs., Inc.

652907/22 Tricon Energy Ltd. v. Jap
Overseas Pvt. Ltd.

652382/15Wrobel v. Shaw
Environmental

654763/18 Wu v. Beeri

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

653068/22 Arup USA, Inc. v.
Potomac Yard Constructors Et Al

451120/22Edgewater Ventures LLC
v. Si Funding LLC Et Al

650479/16 Fgp 1 v. Dubrovsky

655788/21NY Community Bank v.
Folio Taxi Corp. Et Al

655787/21NY Community Bank v.
Orr Cab Corp. Et Al

654923/16 Young Adult Institute,
Inc. v. Corporate Source, Inc.

Part 59
Justice Debra A. James
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3351
Room 331

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

652229/21302 E 82nd Owner v.
Mugrabi

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

155250/19 Apollo Electric, Inc. v.
Aman Developers LLC
158266/20 Falconi v. Shea

Part 60
Commercial Div.

Justice Melissa A. Crane
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3310
Room 248

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

657267/19Clinton St. Investors
LLC. v. Jas Clinton LLC

653232/22 Electronics And
Telecommunications Research
Institute Et Al v. Mpeg La

650198/22Xbr Inc. v. NYC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

652950/22 Astra Global Dmcc Et Al
v. Narayan

157116/17Dev. 72 LLC v. Nicholas
Zazza

651908/22 North American
Specialty Ins. Co. v. NYCHA

656409/21 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. Et Al v. East
Coast Medical Care

Part 61
Commercial Div.

Justice Barry R. Ostrager
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3169
Room 232

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

653618/22 Denver Wewatta (co)
LLC v. Amtrust Title Ins. Co. Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

653584/20 Fpg Maiden Lane v. Bank
Leumi USA

653214/22 Hunter v. James Sr.

650915/22 PM.W.A. Hair Stylist Inc.
D/b/a Paul Mole Barber Shop Et
Al'v. Wood

Part 63
Justice Laurence L. Love
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3296
Room 355

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

950332/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
951092/21 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
EtAl
101077/22 Goldstern v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mentalhygiene
950735/208S. v. NYC
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

654372/22 Barton Llp v. Maybank
950336/20 Doe v. Archdiocese of NY
TUESDAY, DEC. 27
100976/22 Taylor v. Seward Park
High School Principal And

Records

Transit Authority
Settlement Part
60 Centre Street

Phone 646-386-3281
Room 408

Justice Ariel D. Chesl
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3846
Room 311

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

365326/20 Bernales v. Bernales
305669/19 Dilone v. Adorno
30377121Kim v. Yeo

TUESDAY, DEC. 27

365180/20 Chadwick v. Roble
365166/21Rivera v. Rivera

Part 53
Commercial Div.

Justice Andrew S. Borrok
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3304
Room 238

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

651690/211650 B'way. Associates,
Inc. v. Sturm

602204/08 A.M.0. Hldg. v. Marshall
Granger

653107/22 Americon Const. Inc.
D/b/a Americon Hitt v. Raikos
Electric LLC Et Al

652750/17 Berkshire Hathaway
Specialty v. H.1.G. Capital

652190/21 Dong v. Gtv Media
Group, Inc.

154853/21 Hauser & Wirth Us Prop.
LLC v. Gza Geoenvironmental of
NY EtAl

653287/19Kirschenbaum v. De
Baets

650128/21 Lapis Advisers v. Coal
Capital Ephrata

650692/22 M2ngage
Telecommunications II Corp.

v. Charter Communications
Operating

651136/22 Uniloeb Hldgs. LLC v.

Shamus

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

653769/22 Fm Networks LLC Et Al v.
The Nielsen Company (us)

652373/22 Haart v. Scaglia

452192720 People of The State of v.
Sotheby’s, Inc.

Part 54
Commercial Div.

Justice Jennifer G. Schecter
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3362
Room 228

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

657307/20333 Johnson Llc v. Maple
333 Johnson Member

653919/21 Bldg. Concepts, Inc. v.
220 East 26th St.

Judicial
Mediation Part

Justice George J. Silver
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3722
Room 422

Med Mal Settlement
Part 1
60 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5758
Room 325

80 CENTRE
STREET

Part 4
Justice Frank P. Nervo
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3580
Room 327

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

160288/17 Clarke v. Judlau
Contracting, Inc.

TUESDAY, DEC. 27

650759/19Glca Securities v. Agc
Networks, Inc.

Part 5
City Part
Justice Judy H. Kim
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3374
Room 320

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

161253/17 Almonte v. NYC
156339/21Johnson v. NYC
153761/17 Shapiro v. NYC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

151755/22 Almeida v. 3780 Rlty.
Associates LLC. Et Al

Part 8

Justice Lynn R. Kotler
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3572
Room 278

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

651110/22Elkin v. Active Media
Services, Inc. Et Al

654705/19 Mandala v. Ntt Data, Inc.

651168/22Maxxi Bldg. Security And
Mgt. Corp. v. Atlas Athletics, Inc.
D/b/a Astral Fitness & Wellness
Center

153946/20 State Farm Fire And
Casualty v. Sloan

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

156769/22 Actors’ Equity Assoc.

v. Paradise Square Prod.ion
Services Inc.

153327/21 Certain Underwriters At
Lloyd’s of London As Subrogee
of Pier 55, Inc. And All Insureds
Under Policy # En0198216 And
Pier 55, Inc. v. Mathews Nielsen
Landscape Architects

158996/18 Loaiza v. Museum of Arts
And Design

155449/22 Mule v. NYC Dept. of
Health And Mental Hygiene

Part 11

Justice Lyle E. Frank
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3314
Room 308

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

652108/223405 B'way. Housing
Dev. Fund v. Proactive Business
Solutions

654412/22 Abnb Investment LLC v.
Mann

652287/22 Alborati v. Albarty

651912/22Aza Int Corp. v. 39th
West 23rd St. LLC Et Al

157388/22 Chaplar v. Keechant

654802/21 Collier v. Safety Bldg.
Security Services LLC

159940/22 Estate of Magalen O.
Bryant v. Wells Fargo Bank

155112/22 Grant v. NYC Et Al

160482/22 Greenberg Law v.
Madison Square Garden
Entertainment Corp.

654155/21 Herald Center Dept.
Store of NY LLC v. Shchegol

152832/22in The Matter of The
Application of Pablo Jurado v.
Able Bldg. Services LLC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

651914/22 Aza Int Corp. v. Site 3
Dsa Owner LLC Et Al

653374/22 Bertoni v. Safra Nat.
Bank of NY

156178/22 Citibank v. 304 Hhh Real
Estate LLC

155911/22 Farca v. The Board of
Education of The City School
Dist. of NYC Et Al

653793/22 Hutcher v. Madison
Square Garden Entertainment
Corp. EtAl

160764/18 Sternkopf v. 395 Hudson

NY
150777/18 Tirschwell v. Tew Group
Inc.

Part 21
City Part

Justice Denise M Dominguez
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3738
Room 280

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

151451/19 Gerardo v. Breton
152471/15Irons v. NYCTA
159679/22 Kwan v. NYC Et Al
450856/19 Scott v. NYCTA
160861/17 Terrell v. NYCTA

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
451643/20 Zakaria v. NYCTA

Part 22
Motor Vehicle

Justice James G. Clynes
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3271
Room 136

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

159408/18 Brown v. Blue
161479/21De Salvo v. Araujo
152881/211Inguanzo v. Alvarez-
Benzan
159868/20 Sandeman v. Devlin
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

158932/20 Russack v. Verity

Part 23

Justice William Franc Perry
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3754
Room 543

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

150160/19180 Lafayette Corp. v.
Wesco Ins. Co.

100305/22Battle v. 22 St Nicholas
LLC

160015/20 Minton v. 210 East 15th
St. Tenants

161031/18 Nunez v. Hispanic
Society of

159770/17 Philadelphia Indemnity
v. Martin

158696/21 Prado v. Affordable
Housing Concepts LLC

151473/22 Turzilli v. Hp West 49th
St. Portfolio Housing Dev. Fund
Co., Inc. Et Al

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

100566/22 Mamatkulov v. Cuny The
City Univ. of NY

Part MED-2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld
80 Centre Street
646-386-3689
Room 106

Early Settlement
Part 1

Justice Miles J. Vigilante
80 Centre Street
Room 106

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

161751/13 Martinez v. Weingarten
156640/14 Traore v. Metro.
Transportation
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

152674/17 Krampf v. NYCTA
152254/14Madison v. NYC

Early Settlement
Part 2

Justice Samuel E.
Wilkenfeld

80 Centre Street
Room 106

Part 28

Justice Lisa S. Headley
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3696
Room 122

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

157963/21 Alves Do Nascimento v.
Topcat Rlty. Corp. Et Al
159225/22 Cepeda v. NYCHA

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

100233/22 De Silva v. NYC Corp.
Counsel

Part 30V

Justice Judith N. McMahon
80 Centre Street
646-386-3275
Room 103
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

805079/20Roque v. Morgan

Part 52
City Part

Justice Leslie A. Stroth
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3742
Room 307
This is a paperless part with no
working copies accepted.
THURSDAY, DEC. 22
152324/20Aly v. NYC
159608/19 Culbertson v. Triumph
Const. Corp.
150243/20 Rodriguez v. NYC
FRIDAY, DEC. 23
157736/22 Anil v. NYC Et Al

151016/12 Hijiki Restaurant Inc. v.
NYC

652549/22Welkin Mechanical v.
NYC

Part 62
City Part
Justice J. Machelle Sweeting
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3274
Room 279

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

160220/22 Abbott v. NYC Et Al
653583/22 Allstate Ins. Co. By
Second Look v. NYC
150179/11Aquino v. Roy
156236/20 Bondi v. NYC
155604/19 Bravo v. Martinez
151356/16 Brewley v. NYC
159472/21 Brown v. Urgiles
152615/16 Caceres v. NYC
155584/17 Carman v. NYC
154888/15 Chanique Carney-Dixon
v.NYC
151362/16 Cruz v. NYC
150260/20 Falik v. NYC
153630/16Li v. NYC
153120/16 Lieberman v. NYC
161156/15Livingston v. NYC
155077/16 Lizardi v. NYC
157060/15Loving v. NYC
160738/21 Matute v. NYC Et Al
154833/15McPherson v. Li
150402/21 New Jersey
Manufacturers v. NYC
109758/03 Pinkhasova v. NYC
156290/16 Rausnitz v. NYC
159242/18 Ross v. NYC
156356/22 Royal Harlem LLC v. NYC
Dept. of Housing Preservation
And Dev.
152681/21 Shang v. 231 W 15 Rlty.
LLC Et Al
162282/14 Sharif v. NYC
151909/16 Vincenti v. 85 Broad
Propco

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
156563/18 Smith v. NYC

Part 81R
Special Referee
Justice Lancelot B. Hewitt
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3680
Room 321

Part 84R
Special Referee
Justice Jeremy R. Feinberg
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3207
Room 114

Part 87R
Special Referee
Justice Joseph P. Burke
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5541
Room 238

Part 89R
Special Referee
Justice Sue Ann Hoahng
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3676
Room 236

71 THOMAS
STREET

Part 6
Med Mal Part
Justice Eileen A. Rakower
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3312
Room 205

Part 18
Justice Alexander M. Tisch
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3472
Room 104
THURSDAY, DEC. 22
100961/22 Panetta v. NYS
Emergency Rental Assistance
Program
951024/218S. M. v. NYC
950111/19 Twersky v. Yeshiva Univ.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
158259/17 Plechaty v. Cdl West 45th
St. LL.C.
Part 29

71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-4039
Room 104

Part 36
Justice Verna L. Saunders
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3733
Room 205

THURSDAY, DEC. 22
150368/21Aig Prop. Casualty Co. v.
Saunders
FRIDAY, DEC. 23
654582/21 Pw Market View LLC v.
Schuster
Part 41

Justice Lucy A. Billings
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3984
Room 203

Part 55
Justice James D’Auguste
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3289
Room 103

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

452963/22NYC v. The Land And
Building Known As 324 East 66th
Street

Part 58

Justice David B. Cohen
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-636-3347
Room 305

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

154827/21 Gibson v. Castillo

155211/21 Hernandez v. 225 5th
Ave. (NY)

154488/14 Sanchez v. 160 Dyckman
St.

Part 56

Justice John J. Kelley
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-5281
Room 304

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

805338/21 Alvarez-Barber v.
Amsterdam Nursing Home

805214722 Ciocca v. Shats M.D

450606/22 Dellapena v. Hhh
Acquisition

805001/19 Gopstein v. Vad

805185/21 Marino v. The NY And
Presbyterian Hosp. Et Al

805179/21 McCulloch v. Marans Md

805068/19Mercado v. Beth Israel
Medical Center

805313/17 Popova v. Moses

805389/21 Quintana v. Dinlenc Md

805050/20 Sobha v. Juva Skin &
Laser Center

805184/22Westley v. Lenox Hill
Hosp. Et Al

805034/19 Zelin v. Mount Sinai
Hosp.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

805050/22 Cady v. Varma M.D.

805006/22 Hicks v. Sinclair Md

805403/17 Mary Jean Stewart v.
Terrance Cardinal Cook

653605/22 Srf Tech. Licensing
Europe East LLC v. Zero Global
Waste

805172/21 Thomas v. Silbert Md

155344/18 Valladares v. Henry V
Murray Senior LLC

111 CENTRE
STREET

Med Mal Settlement
Part 10

Justice George J. Silver
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4863
Room 1227

Part 25
Guardianship

Justice Ta-Tanisha D. J

Part 9

Justice Kathleen C.
Waterman-Marshall
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3848
Room 289

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

365093/21 Baker v. Ashworth
365107/19 Meirowitz v. Meirowitz

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

365130/20 Waglow Teleanu v.
Teleanu

111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5675
Room 1254

Part 27

Justice Carol Sharpe
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5625
Room 731

32 Mortgage
Foreclosure Part

Justice Francis A. Kahn, III
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-5607
Room 1127B

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

850273/19 Linker Notes v. Kallman

160479/16 Mejia v. 770 B'way.
Owner

158816/22NYCTL 2021-A Trust v.
Clinton Assoc. For A Renewed
Environment (c.A.R.E.) Et Al

160861/21 Shelby Lee v. Nuovo
Ciao-Di LLC Et Al

850110722 Stillwater Asset Mgt. v.
3rd And 36th St. LLC Et Al

850225/19 Us Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Soroudi

850226/19Wells Fargo Bank v.
Sivan

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

850055/22241 Norwood v.
Burntisland IT LLC Et Al

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

850127/22 Hsbc Bank USA v. Holder

101022/10 Makris v. Quartz
Associates

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

154633/21 The Columbia
Condominium By Its Board of
Mgrs. v. Ir 96th St Hldg. LLC Et Al

Part Integrated
Domestic Violence

Justice Tandra L. Dawson
100 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3868
Room 1604

CRIMINAL TERM

Part Tap A

Justice Biben
Phone 646-386-4107
100 Centre St.
Room 1100, 9:30 A.M.

Part Tap B

Justice Statsinger
Phone 646-346-4044
100 Centre St.
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

Part 22

Justice Mennin
Phone 646-386-4022
Fax 212-295-4890
111 Centre Street
Room 928, 9:30 A.M.

Part 23

Justice N. Ross
Phone 646-386-4023
Fax 212-295-4891
100 Centre Street
Room 1307, 9:30 A.M.

Part 31

Justice D. Kiesel
Phone 646-386-4031
Fax 212-401-9260
100 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

Part 32

Part 38

Justice Louis L. Nock
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3235
Room 1166

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

652023/22 L3harris Technologies,
Inc. v. Rotorcraft Services Group,
Inc. Et Al

651448/21 Oldcastle Bldg.envelope
v. lllinois Nat. Ins.

652208/22 The Pace Gallery LLC v.
Seurat

652401/20Wyse v. Amtrust North
America, Inc.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

656844/22 Royal Bank of Canada v.
Perkins

Justice Carro
Phone 646-386-4032
Fax 212-401-9261
100 Centre Street
Room 1300, 9:30 A.M.

Part JHO/Part 37

Justice Adlerberg
Phone 646-386-4037
100 Centre Street
Room 1600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 41

Justice Dwyer
Phone 646-386-4041
Fax 212-401-9262
100 Centre Street
Room 1116, 9:30 A.M.

Part 42

Part 47

Justice Paul A. Goetz
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3743
Room 1021

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

150176/22250 West 39th St. Inc. v.
NY Poplin LLC Et Al

154242/21 Chan v. 907 Corp.

151108/20Feliciano v. SI Green
Rity. Corp

153723/20 Holloway v. NYCHA

161283/19 Leschaeve v. Hescomar
Rity. Corp.

155235/21 Morgan v. Gold River
Capital LLC

151176/21 Rebollar v. Hope East of
Fifth Housing

100146/22 Tharani v. Valentino

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

154651/19Davis v. Hp Harlem
Portfolio Housing

156692/20 Gutierrez v. Acosta Deli
Restaurant, Inc.

150433/22 The Residential Board
of Mgrs. of The Millennium
Point Condominium v. Urban
Commons 2 West LLC Et Al

152378/18 Winitch v. Ikea NY

TUESDAY, DEC. 27
155408/22 The Board of Mgrs.

of The Broad Exch. Bldg.
Condominium v. Lambert

Justice Wiley
Phone 646-386-4042
Fax 212-401-9263
111 Centre Street
Room 733, 9:30 A.M.

Part 51

Justice Edwards
Phone 646-386-4051
Fax 212-401-9264
100 Centre Street
Room 1324, 9:30 A.M.

Part 52

Justice T. Farber
Phone 646-386-4052
Fax 212-401-9265
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 53

Justice Rodney
Phone 646-386-4053
100 Centre Street
Room 1247, 9:30 A.M.

Part 54

Justice Antignani
Phone 646-386-4054
111 Centre Street
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

Part 56

Justice Drysdale
Phone 646-386-4056
111 Centre Street
Room 724, 9:30 A.M.

Part 59

Part 57

Justice Sabrina Kraus
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-636-3195
Room 574

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

654052/22 American Transit
Insurance Company v. Rutland
Medical

152683/21Aponte v. Fedcap
Rehabilitation

159762/16 Cullinan v. NY Univ.

655507/21 Hudson Meridian Const.
Group v. Travelers Casualty Ins.
Co. of America Et Al

156043/20 Johnson v. Griffon
Gansevoort Hldgs.

154210/16 Trujillano Millian v. 626
Bushwick LLC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

156724/16 Cabral v. Rockefeller
Univ.

151643/20 Haskins v. Metro.
Transportation

159238/22Wynwood Capital
Group LLC v. The Pnc Financial
Services Group, Inc.

Justice J. Merchan
Phone 646-386-4059
Fax 212-295-4932
100 Centre Street
Room 1602, 9:30 A.M.

Part 61

Justice Clott
Phone 646-386-4061
Fax 212-401-9266
100 Centre Street
Room 1130, 9:30 A.M.

Part 62

Justice M. Jackson
Phone 646-386-4062
Fax 212-401-9267
100 Centre Street
Room 1111, 9:30 A.M.

Part 63

Justice Hong
Phone 646-386-4063
111 Centre Street
Room 631, 9:30 A.M.

Part 66

Part 46

Justice Pickholz
Phone 646-386-4066
Fax 212-401-9097
111 Centre Street
Room 1047, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Richard Latin
71 Thomas Street
Phone 646-386-3279
Room 210

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

152165/22 Disla v. The NYCHA

100799/22Finn v. NYS Div. of
Housing And Community
Renewal

156140/21 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Correctalign Chiropractic Pc Et
Al

154618/20 Manko v. City Univ. of
New—10 A.M.

160103/22Nj Funding, Inc. v. Sheeli
Aggarwal

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

159339/22 Baez v. NYCHA

156870/17 Dematos v. Gdc Lic
Owner LLC

152116/22 Liberato v. Regent
Associates, Inc. Et Al—10 A.M.

151648/20 Santoli v. Eastside
Ventura LLC

159266/22 Tammy Scott Robinson v.
NYC Et Al

Part 71

Justice L. Ward
Phone 646-386-4071
Fax 212-401-9268
100 Centre Street
Room 1104, 9:30 A.M.

Part 72

Justice R. Stolz
Phone 646-386-4072
Fax 212-401-9269
100 Centre Street
Room 1123, 9:30 A.M.

Part 73

Justice Roberts
Phone 646-386-4073
Fax 212-401-9116
111 Centre Street
Room 763, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

Justice Mandelbaum
Phone 646-386-4075
111 Centre Street
Room 583, 9:30 A.M.

Part 77

Part 26

Justice Phaedra F. Perry
111 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-3308
Room 684

Justice Obus
Phone 646-386-4077
100 Centre Street
Room 1536, 9:30 A.M.

Part 81

Part 34

Justice Dakota D. Ramseur
80 Centre Street
Phone 646-386-4370
Room 328

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

157224/22 Shanghai Pearls &
Gems, Inc. D/b/a Ultimate
Diamond Co. v. Paul

Justice C. Farber
Phone 646-386-4081
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street
Room 1317, 9:30 A.M.

Part 85

Justice Hayes
Phone 646-386-4085
Fax 2124019113
111 Centre Street
Room 1523, 9:30 A.M.
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Part 92 Part 10 Part TRP Part 29
Justice Mitchell Justice Patsy Gouldborne Justice Fabrizio Justice Rodriguez-Morick
Phone 646-386-4092 Phone 718-618-1236 Phone 718-618-1103 Phone 718-618-1118
Fax 212-295-4914 Room 622, 9:30 A.M. 265 East 161st Street 265 East 161st Street

111 Centre Street
Room 1234, 9:30 A.M.

Part

Justice E. Biben
Phone 646-386-4093
111 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

Part 93

Justice Scherzer
Phone 646-386-4093
100 Centre Street
Room 1333, 9:30 A.M.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
808330/22 Osuoha v. Osuoha
Part 11

Justice Julia I. Rodriguez
Phone 718-618-1226
Room 625

Part 12

Justice Kim A. Wilson
Phone 718-618-1396
Room 414, 9:30 A.M.

Room 340, 9:30 A.M.

Part 11

Room 430, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Fabrizio
Phone 718-618-1076
265 East 161st Street
Room 450, 9:30 A.M.

Part 32

Part 14

Justice Boyle
Phone 718-618-1016
265 East 161st Street
Room 650, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Busching
Phone 718-618-1034
265 East 161st Street
Room 660, 9:30 A.M.

Part 60

Part 13

Part 16

Justice Barrett
Phone 718-618-1007
265 East 161st Street
Room 620, 9:30 A.M.

Part 95

Justice D.Conviser
Phone 646-386-4095
Fax 212-401-9137
111 Centre Street
Room 687, 9:30 A.M.

Part 99

Justice Burke
Phone 646-386-4099
Fax 212-401-9270
100 Centre Street
Room 1530, 9:30 A.M.

Part N-SCT

Justice Peterson
Phone 646-386-4014
Fax 212-401-9272
100 Centre Street
Room 218, 9:30 A.M.

Part IDV

Justice Dawson
Phone 646-386-3579
Fax 212-884-8938
100 Centre Street
Room 1604, 9:30 A.M.

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Hon. Nora S. Anderson
Surrogate’s Court
31 Chamber’s Street
New York, NY*
Please Note: There will be NO
PHYSICAL APPEARANCES made
on the following proceedings,
and if jurisdiction/service is
complete, they will be marked
submit. If parties wish to have
oral arguments, they must
submit a written request to the
Court to appear via Skype.

Bronx
County

SUPREME COURT

EX PARTE AND
URGENT
MOTIONS PART

The Following is the
List of Sittings in the
Ex Parte Urgent
Motions Part
on the Dates Specified:

TRIAL TERM
718-618-1248

Day Calendar

Court Notices
Key to Submission
Motion Calendar

FS = Fully submitted.

FSN = Fully Submitted, No
Opposition

ADJ=adjourned to the
marked date for oral argu-
ment in the above calendar
part. Answering papers are to
be submitted on the original
return date in Room 217.

* k %

MENTAL HYGIENE PART
Justice Betty Owen Stinson

A Supreme Court cal-
endar will be called and
Mental Hygiene Hearings
will be conducted at Jacobi
Hospital, Pelham Parkway
and Eastchester Road, Room
8E20, and North Central Bronx
Hospital, 3424 Kossuth Avenue,
Room 13A32, on alternate
Wednesdays commencing at
9AM.

A Supreme Court calendar
will be called and Mental
Hygiene Hearings will be con-
ducted at Bronx Psychiatric
Center, 1500 Waters Place,
Thompson Building, First Floor
every Wednesday at 10:30 A.M.
or as soon thereafter as coun-
sel may be heard.

Mortgage Foreclosure Sales
in Supreme Court, Bronx
County are no longer conduct-
ed in Room 118M. All Mortgage
Foreclosure Sales in Supreme
Court, Bronx County are con-
ducted in Room B-129 (Ground
Floor). Sales will be con-
ducted on Mondays, Tuesdays,
Wednesdays and Fridays at 2
P.M. No Mortgage Foreclosure
Sales shall be conducted in
Bronx County on Thursdays

Special Trial Part

Justice Doris M. Gonzalez
Phone 718-618-1201
Room 607, 9:30 A.M.

Pretrial Part

Justice Doris M. Gonzalez
Phone 718-618-1388
Room 711
9:30 A.M.

Mediation Part

Phone 718-618-1434
Room 405

Part 2

Justice Elizabeth A. Taylor
Phone 718-618-1275
Room 710, 9:30 A.M.

Part 3

Justice Mitchell J. Danziger
Phone 718-618-1207
Room 707, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Fernando Tapia
Phone 718-618-1391
Room 402, 9:30 A.M.

Part 14 (MV)
Justice Bianka Perez
Phone 718-618-1205
Room 704, 9:30 A.M.

Part 15 (MV)

Justice Mary Ann Brigantti
Phone 718-618-1395
Room 702, 9:30 A.M.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

814327/22 Aracena Villalona v. 301
Morris Ave. Rity. LLC Et Al

22533/15Martin v. Manifest Rlty.

817996/22 Pertsovsky v. PH.
Custom Woodworking Corp.

Part 18 (COM)
Justice Eddie J. McShan
Phone 718-618-1203
Room 403, 9:30 A.M.

Part 19

Justice Lucindo Suarez
Phone 718-618-1238
Room 411, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

24356/19Aulet v. Terence Cardinal
Cooke

804169/22Bravo Orellana v. Orsid
Rity. Corp. Et Al

31808/19 Lebreault Nin v. Lex
Contracting

813496/21 Paca Roldan v. Mono LLC
Et Al

24891/20 Pena Vasquez v. Toll NY II

811758/21 Simpson v. NYC Et Al

31258/19 Velasquez v. 94 E. 208 St.
Partners LLC

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

34145/20 Guadalupe Coronel v.
Marcal Contracting Co. LLC

806567/21 Guilcapi Congacha v. Ge
Capital Group LLC

24774/20 Perkins v. Tower 570 Co.

25484/18 Rojas v. 96 Springs

Part 19A
Justice George J. Silver
Phone 718-618-1377
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 20
Justice Kenneth Thompson
Phone 718-618-1240
Room 703, 9:30 A.M.

Part 21
Justice Adrian N. Armstrong
Phone 718-618-1196
Room 701, 9:30 A.M.

Part 22
Justice Theresa M. Ciccotto

Part 23

Justice Joseph E. Capella
Phone 718-618-1244
Room 708, 9:30 A.M.

Part 25

Justice Llinet M. Rosado
Phone 718-618-1349
Room 705, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

4685/18 Nunez-Brito Florhannie A.
v. Ulerio

Part 26

Justice Ruben Franco
Phone 718-618-1248
Room 623, 9:30 A.M.

Part 27

Justice Dawn M. Jimenez
Salta
Phone 718-618-1216
9:30 A.M.

Part 28

Justice Latia W. Martin
Phone 718-618-1254
Room 621, 9:30 A.M.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

3339/19 Espinal v. Espinal Almonte
8542/17Holloman v. Figueroa
4581/19 Santiago v. Nunez
4740/19 Walsh v. Walsh

Part 29

Justice Paul L. Alpert
Phone 718-618-1250
Room 601, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

815702/22Dmka LLC Dba The
Smarter Merchant v. Ruiz-
Oliveira De Sousa

Part 30

Phone 718-618-1377
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 31 (MV)
Justice Veronica G. Hummel
Phone 718-618-1672
Room 706, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

20431/19Agar v. Lyft
30710/17 Fermin v. Peri
25659/17 Garces v. NYC
21712/17 Goldsmith v. Perez
28508/16 Graham v. Dunn
802065/22 Rivera v. Vaquero
31347/17 Sarpong v. Adams

Part 32

Justice Eddie J. McShan
Phone 718-618-1203
Room 403, 9:30 A.M.

Part 34

Justice John R Higgitt
Phone 718-618-1252
Room 407, 9:30 A.M.

CRIMINAL TERM

Part SCA

Justice Beller
Phone 718-618-1378
265 East 161st Street
Room 300, 9:30 A.M.

Part 4

Justice Andrew J. Cohen
Phone 718-618-1212
Room 413, 9:30 A.M.

Part 5

Justice Alison Y. Tuitt
Phone 718-618-1224
Room 415, 9:30 A.M.

Part 6

Justice Laura G. Douglas
Phone 718-618-1246
Room 811, 9:30 A.M.

Part 7

Justice Wilma Guzman
Phone 718-618-1288
Room 624, 9:30 A.M.

Part 8

Justice Edgar G. Walker
Phone 718-618-1242
9:30 A.M.

Part T11
(Trial)
Justice Mitchell
Phone 718-618-1076
265 East 161st Street
Room 450, 9:30 A.M.

Part C

Justice Lieb
Phone 718-618-1097
265 East 161st Street
Room 320, 9:30 A.M.

Part IDV

Justice Rosado
Phone 718-618-1067
265 East 161st Street
Room 420, 9:30 A.M.

Part JD/T

Justice Lieb
Phone 718-618-1097
265 East 161st Street
Room 320, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Bruce
Phone 718-618-1043
265 East 161st Street
Room 540, 9:30 A.M.

Part 70

Part 17

Justice Neary
Phone 718-618-1103
265 East 161st Street
Room 340, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Lorenzo
Phone 718-618-1106
265 East 161st Street
Room 350, 9:30 A.M

Part 71

Part 18

Justice Tha
Phone 718-618-1004
265 East 161st Street
Room 610, 9:30 A M

Justice Yearwood
Phone 718-618-3629
265 East 161st Street

9:30 AM

Part 73

Part 19

Justice Tha
Phone 718-618-1085
265 East 161st Street
Room 510, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Boyle
Phone 718-618-1058
265 East 161st Street
Room 550, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

Part 21

Justice Adler
Phone 718-618-1133
265 East 161st Street
Room 690, 9:30 A.M.

Justice Bruce
Phone 718-618-1043
265 East 161st Street
Room 540, 9:30 A.M.

Part 77

Part 23

Justice Lewis
Phone 718-618-1100
265 East 161st Street
Room 330, 9:30 A.M.

Justice McCormack
Phone 718-618-1025
265 East 161st Street
Room 680, 9:30 A.M.

Part 78

Part 24

Justice Hornstein
Phone 718-618-1073
265 East 161st Street
Room 440, 9:30 A.M

Justice Marcus
Phone 718-618-1001
265 East 161st Street
Room 600, 9:30 A.M.

Part 96

Part 27 (DV)

Justice Michael
Phone 718-618-1031
265 East 161st Street
Room 590, 9:30 A.M.

Part 28

Justice Clancy
Phone 718-618-3638
265 East 161st Street
Room 550, 9:30 A.M

Justice Collins
Phone 718-618-1082
265 East 161st Street
Room 460, 9:30 A.M

SURROGATE’S
COURT

Surrogate
Nelida Malave-Gonzalez
Phone 718-618-2350
Courtroom 406

Second Department

APPELLATE
DIVISION
10 AM.
TUESDAY, JAN. 3

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Connolly, J.P., Miller,
Wooten and Wan, JJ.

14/9156 People v. Hairston, Carlos
K
19/949 People v. Merriman, Gerry

N)

21/5270 Matter of R. (Anonymous),
Bethany; Nassau County Depart-
ment of Social (N)

22/1411 Matter of Keenan v. Tangco

S)

20/7917Diaz v. SCG 502, LLC (K)

21/2237 Bradley v. Palin (Q)

19/10867 U.S. Bank National Asso-
ciation v. Outlaw (Q)

19/14677U.S. Bank National Asso-
ciation v. Cambardella (S)

19/14679U.S. Bank National Asso-
ciation v. Cambardella (S)

20/5718 Walsh v. Ocwen Loan Ser-
vicing LLC (K)

20/6176 Herman v. 818 Woodward,
LLC (K)

20/2349 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.
Lopez (N)

20/4191 Mcgee v. St. James Prop-
erty Holdings Corp. (K)

21/4521 Mahabir v. Snyder Realty
Group, Inc. (K)

20/6616 Bodoff v. Cedarhurst Park
Corp. (N)

20/4668 Rosa v. Doe (K)

20/5753 L. v. City of New York (K)

20/6023 Bradley v. US Brownsville
11 Housing Development Fund
Corpor (K)

20/6052 Barnes v. Paukar (S)

20/9572 Ragoonanan v. 43-25
Hunter LLC (Q)

20/4184T. v. Chaimowitz (N)

Court To Be Held in
White Plains, NY

Dillon, J.P., Christopher,
Zayas and Warhit, JJ.

21/7720 People v. King, Raekwon

Q

17/13450 People v. Burbridge, Rob-
ertL. (0)

22/3523 People v. Burbridge, Robert

L. (Q

22/3524 People v. Burbridge, Robert
L. (0)

22/3525 People v. Burbridge, Robert
L. (0)

22/803 Matter of Liliana (Anony-
mous) (D)

21/7652 Matter of Mercado v. Arzola
0)

21/7556 Matter of M. (Anonymous),
S. E.; Dutchess County Depart-
ment of Social (D)

22/102 Matter of Hernandez v.
Viana (K)

20/6178 New York Commercial
Realty Group, LLC v. Beau Pere
Real Estate, LLC (W)

19/12500 Matter of BMG Monroe I,
LLC v. Village of Monroe Zoning
Board of Appea (W)

20/5680 Burger v. Village of Sloats-
burg (RO)

20/3903 Miles v. Hall (W)

20/4309 Martins v. Liu (W)

20/4310 Martins v. Liu (W)

20/6149 Martins v. Liu (W)

19/12518 Weight v. Day (0)

21/6210 Dyakiw v. Salian (W)

20/4971 Matter of Village of Spring
Valley v. Civil Service Employees
Associati (RO)

20/8112 Scully v. Stephens (RO)

21/8790 Matter of McKenna,
deceased (W)

22/3992 Matter of McKenna,
deceased (W)

20/9021 Panich v. Materia (W)

20/6766 Shrage v. Con Edison Com-
pany (W)

19/11817 Lugo v. Corso (0)

21/7335 Matter of State of New
York v. R. (Anonymous) (W)

THURSDAY, JAN. 5

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Duffy, J.P., Genovesi,
Dowling and Taylor, JJ.

16/6741 People v. Braxton, Benja-
min (K)

18/6345 People v. Abellard, Euzebe-
lin (K)

21/9165 Matter of Morgan v. Mor-
gan (K)

21/5890 Matter of M. (Anonymous),
Autumn; O. (Anonymous),
Romeo; 0. (Anonymous (Q)

20/4284 Lawrence v. Sparks (Q)

20/4098 Certain Underwriters at
Lloyd’s London Subscribing to
Policy No. CMNY (K)

20/6675 Francois v. BaezMieses

Q)

2074379 Sobirov v. Tetsoti (K)

20/6123 Matter of Bagdziunas v.
Hauppauge Fire District (S)

20/7515 Countrywide Home Loans,
Inc. v. Snyder (K)

20/4898 Wargold v. Hudson Transit
Lines, Inc. (RO)

20/6283 Wargold v. Hudson Transit
Lines, Inc. (RO)

19/10770Kingston Check Cashing
Corp. v. Nussbaum, Yates, Berg,
Klein & Wolpow (K)

20/4051 Kingston Check Cashing
Corp. v. Nussbaum Yates Berg
Klein & Wolpow, LLP (K)

2074476 Casey v. Exum (S)

20/4527 126 Main Street, LLC v.
Kriegsman (S)

20/3749 Kelty v. Genovese Drug
Stores, Inc. (S)

20/4455 Bicchetti v. Atlantic Toyota
)

20/5488 Weber v. Kalisky (S)

20/5782 Galeano v. Giambrone (Q)

21/2514 Galeano v. Giambrone (Q)

21/2422 Nationstar Mortgage, LLC
v. Weston (Q)

20/7935 Rodriguez v. Morales (K)

FRIDAY, JAN. 6

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,
Maltese, Ford and Voutsinas,
J

21/6232 People of State of New
York v. Rucano (RI)

21/2856 People v. Brown, Timothy
(RO)

21/6452 Matter of Parascondola v.
Romano (K)

21/9334 Matter of M. (Anonymous),
Unknown; Administration for
Children’s Servi (RI)

20/4100 Methal v. Village of Ardsley

W

20/3598 LaGuardia Community Col-
lege Paramedic Class 23 Student
John Ciafone v. (Q)

19/4510 Maio v. Maio (RO)

21/244U.S. Bank National Associa-
tion v. Santos (Q)

20/5669 Tello v. Upadhyaya (RI)

20/9703 Jordon v. Chan (RI)

20/4009 Bethel Springvale Nursing
Home, Inc. v. Gleason (W)

20/1606 Matter of O'Brien v. Yon-
kers City School District (W)

20/3825Iovino v. Deutsche Bank
National Trust Co. (P)

20/6722 Matter of Kimble v. Yon-
kers Board of Education (W)

20/4174 Byrne v. Sidhu (D)

19/10568 Rivera v. Caban (K)

20/9550 Merone v. Five Towns
Review, Corp. (N)

20/5778 Serpas v. Port Authority of
New York And New Jersey (K)
22/2039 Smith v. State of New York
21/7703 Doe v. Hauppauge Union

Free School District (S)

MONDAY, JAN. 9

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Dillon, J.P., Connolly,
Chambers and Wooten, JJ.

21/1946 People v Rodriguez, Jose E.
()

21/6978 People v Lewis, Okeith (N)

21/9012 Matter of C. (Anonymous),
Kylee I.; C. (Anonymous), Hailee
C.; Departm (S)

21/9014 Matter of C. (Anonymous),
Kylee L; C. (Anonymous), Hailee
C.; Departm (S)

22/2097 Matter of Pavon v Perez

N)
22/2098 Matter of Perez v Pavon

Q)

22/2099 Matter of Pavon v Perez;
Perez v Pavon (N)

21/5985 Rosenbaum v Festinger

X

20/508 Bank of America, N.A. v
Gonzalez (0)

20/434 Matter of Ateres Bais Yaa-
kov Academy of Rockland v Town
of Clarkstown (RO)

20/4944 Matter of Ateres Bais Yaa-
kov Academy of Rockland v Town
of Clarkstown (RO)

19/9465 Gooden v New York City
Health and Hospitals Corpora-
tion (Q)

21/4805 Gooden v New York City
Health and Hospitals Corpora-
tion (Q)

19/13923 Farmer v Gazebo Con-
tracting Inc. (Q)

20/4328 Farmer v Gazebo Contract-
ing Inc. (Q)

20/765 Cruz v 451 Lexington Realty,
LLC (K)

19/12244 Villalba v Daughney (N)

19/14298 U.S. Bank National Asso-
ciation v Montalvo (S)

19/11998 Nationstar Mortgage, LLC
v Douglas (Q)

19/11718 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v Natal (K)

20/6365 Carrero v Pena (Q)

20/3634 Engelman v County of Suf-
folk (S)

20/5491 U.S. Bank National Asso-
ciation v Duvivier (K)

21/5554 Mayorga v Kokkoris (Q)

20/7281 Washington v Parron/
Amaro (K)

TUESDAY, JAN. 10

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Iannacci, J.P., Miller,
Christopher and Wan, JJ.

18/8415 People v. Williams, Terrell
K

17/13491 People v. Lindsay,
Russhawn (Q)

22/804 Matter of DeLeon v. West-
chester County Department of
Social Services

22/2361 Matter of Gagos v. Delsalto
0)

20/1404 Fisch v. Wells Fargo Bank,
NA. (K)

20/6456 Deutsche Bank National
Trust Company v. Wong (Q)

21/3777 LeBoeuf v. Greene (K)

19/13639 Corning Federal Credit
Union v. Georgilis (Q)

20/4854 Corning Federal Credit
Union v. Georgilis (Q)

19/10310 Wilmington Savings Fund
Society, FSB v. Calhoun (Q)

20/6366 Wilmington Savings Fund
Society, FSB v. Calhoun (Q)

19/11833 U.S.Bank National Asso-
ciation v. Reddy (S)

19/11835 U.S.Bank National Asso-
ciation v. Reddy (S)

21/5349 Balbo v. Greenfield’s Mar-
ket of Bethpage, LLC (N)

21/4834 Simmons v. Jones Law
Group, LLC (Q)

19/11621F v. Lisker (K)

22/761 Davidoff v. Kaplan (W)

20/9579 Sheehan v. Restivo (Q)

21/408 Montes v. McDowell (K)

20/7991 Haber v. CVS Pharmacy,
Inc. (N)

20/5785 JPMorgan v. Akhtar (K)

20/7634 Morlan v. Atlantic Westerly
Co. (N)

WEDNESDAY, JAN. 11

Court To Be Held in
Brooklyn, NY

Dillon, J.P., Christopher,
Ford and Taylor, JJ.

NO ARGUMENT PERMITTED

20/242 People v. Delacruz, Juan (K)
16/10671 People v. Arthur, Keron

09)

20/6381 People of State of New
York v. Davison (Q)

21/3195 People v. Singleton, Aaron

W)
20/1347 People v. Swift, Michael D.

(V)]
22/4123 People v. Jackson, Deloris
K. (D)

Duffy, J.P., Miller, Dowling
and Warhit, JJ.

NO ARGUMENT PERMITTED

21/6113 People v. Ramirez, Julio
N)

20/7234 People of State of New
York v. Hernandez (S)

20/7238 People of State of New
York v. Howell (S)

19/13543 People of State of New
York v. Henson (Q)

20/8592 People of State of New
York v. Guzman (RI)

21/4883 People v. Dure, Pablo (W)

Barros, J.P,, Chambers, Zayas and
Voutsinas, JJ.

20/8782 People of State of New
York v. Mcvie (S)

21/701 People of State of New York
v. Musmacker (S)

21/6345 People v. Carson, Joseph
(0)

21/8326 People of State of New
York v. Zambrano (S)

21/8275 People v. Durkin, Brian
(0)

21/8324 People of State of New
York v. Evanson (S)

Connolly, J.P., Iannacci,
Wooten and Wan, JJ.

NO ARGUMENT PERMITTED

18/6494 People of State of New
York v. Koiki (K)

21/5263 People of State of New
York v. Cortez Moreno (N)

20/8693 People v. Zhiminaicela-
duchitanga, Carlos (RO)

21/8592 People of State of New
York v. Mandes (K)

21/9118 People v. Martinez, Ruben
A (N)

Brathwaite Nelson, J.P.,
Rivera, Maltese and
Genovesi, JJ.

NO ARGUMENT PERMITTED

22/1833 People v. Guzman, Roberto
D)
22/2869 People v. George, Albert
0

0

21/4820 People of State of New
York v. Holguin (N)

22/3754 People v. Maldonado,
Wilden Maldonado (N)

20/7355 People of State of New
York v. Barry (S)

Kings
County

SUPREME COURT

The following matters were
assigned to the Justices named
below. These actions were
assigned as a result of initial
notices of motion or notices of
petition returnable in the court on
the date indicated and the Request
for Judicial Intervention forms that
have been filed in the court with
such initial activity in the case.

All Justices, assigned parts and
courtrooms are listed herein prior
to the assignments of Justices for
the specified actions.

Please see the Justices’
information sheets for further
instruction regarding Uniform IAS
practices and procedures.

Part Assignments/RJI
Intake Part
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1592
Room 282
THURSDAY, DEC. 22

524550/20Acosta v. Ronald M.
Chase

506228/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Hank Ross Medical Pc

506312/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Passaic Orthopedic Group

522196/22 Andino v. Svidler

520419/22 Archvadze v. Steering
House Const.

523922/22 Blake v. Tutor Perini
Corp. Et Al

514543/21Braver v. Ortiz

529703/21Brown v. American
United Transportation Inc. Et Al

518159/22C. v. White Glove
Community Care, Inc. Et Al

513933/22 Carlosama v. Bcb Farms,
Inc. Et Al

507776/20Daniels v. Lowe’s Home
Centers

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

504771/22 Findlay v. Perez Realties
LLC

519590/22 Foudja v. Keago

500891/22 G Natural Guardian
Yahnzy Cue v. Shaikh

504205/22 Gardiner Jr. v. Wiszowaty

528267/21 Gutierrez Gutierrez v. Hp
Sunset Park I Housing Dev. Fund
Co., Inc. Et Al

524671/22 Hall v. Ramirez

516076/22 Hossain v. Abrigo

519409/22 Jorge Ignacio Medrano
Diaz v. 327 Hicks Dev. Corp.

515418/22K. v. Hellman

527501/21 Levy v. Carter

521155/22 Lora Rodriguez v.
Cabrera

525082/21 Louis v. Figueroa-Garcia

501993/22 Magloire v. John

526294/22 Maples v. Siri

528040/22McCarthy v. Modo Yoga
NYC LLC Et Al

525537/22 Melendez v. Zacarias

521565/21 Molina v. Platinum
Home Health Care, Inc. Et Al

508644/22Munsi v. Prandy

500731/22NY Glass & Aluminum
Corp v. Iat Ins. Group Inc Et Al

507777/22Nuez v. Baptiste

515826/22 Ortiz Ramirez v.
Daymonte Rlty. LLC Et Al

510934/22 Ozornova v. Sea Park
West Housing Dev. Fund Corp. Et
Al

525712/22 Paucar v. Eze

524281/21Payne v. Brazier

516930/22 Petit-Mot v. Linden 30
LLC

527821/22 Phillip v. Timiras

521347/22 Phillips v. Brereton

527443/21Prodan-Bruno v.
Geshmak Properties Inc. Et Al

521254/22 Providence v. Brown

517281/22Raimondi v. 151
Montague Opportunity

519962/22 Rishty v. Scafe

523766/22 Roberts v. Ccap Auto
Lease Ltd Et Al

522974/19 Sanchez v. Fordham Mgt.
NY Corp. Et Al

504264/22 Schueler v. 418 Brighton
Beach Ave. LLC

521356/21 Schwimmer v. Kookmin
Best Ins. Co.

516745/22 Sidgiyayeva v.
Ibrahimova

509493/21 St Yves v. Univ. Hosp. of
Bklyn. Et Al

513435/22 Sydnor v. Signature
Acquisitions

512808/22 Telesford v. Johnson

502009/22 The Board of Mgrs. of
The 580-586 Van Siclen Ave.
Condominium v. Soltero

529837/22 Toshpulotov v. Horowitz

524002/22 Valles v. Richelieu
America

504370/22 Verba v. United Bus LLC
Et Al

506541/22Whoseley v. Rxr 196
Willoughby Owner LLC Et Al

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

502769/22Wright v. Copeland

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

532812/2145 Main Associates LLC
v. Operation Restore Inc. Et Al
519983/22 Aldarondo v. Fennell
532585/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Barakat Pt Pc
532587/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Mts Acupuncture Pc
524800/22 Atkinson v. Bialy
517525/22 Aviles v. Craycroft
524597/22 Ayala v. Bullock
504141/21Bernadette Holder v.
Kingsbrook Jewish Medical
Center Et Al
521690/21 Borden-Oglesby v.
Sanchez
514702/22 Brooks v. Zaloumis
Contracting Service
524015/22 Brown v. Yusupov
522920/22 Bruno v. Prime
Packaging Corp.
522572/22 Bryan v. Bj’s Wholesale
Club, Inc. Et Al
507441/22 Bryant v. Aydogdiyev
515098/22 Campos v. Omr
Transport
511994/22 Cayo v. Bevzuik
506913/17 Clark v. Marie Edith
Lefevre
515193/22 Curet v. Columbus 60th
Rity. LLC Et Al
529194/22 Davis v. Fraser
515801/22 Davis v. Doe
515889/22 Dos Santos v. Spenceran,
Inc. Et Al
527169/22 Duong v. Messina
509782/22 Gaon v. Greenfeld
531937/21 Glasgow v. NY Ave. Lofts
505263/22 Graham v. Thomas
531181/21 Gray v. Universal Hall
And Decor Rentals Inc.
523818/22 Guerra v. Alam
531389/21 Huerta v. Jaswal
516388/22 Hutchinson v. Cheng
504796/22J. v. 456 LLC Et Al
521054/21Johnson Jr. v. Jenkins
532066/21 Jones v. Estefania
533205/21 Koutsogiannopoulos v.
Wheeler’s Restaurant Et Al
502270/22 Lazaro Sousa v. Kings
Oliver Owners, Inc. Et Al
510891/22 Liang v. Gefner
525277/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Ej’s Services LLC Et Al
525139/22 Mantis Funding LLC v.
Hma Logistics LLC Et Al
528765/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Source 1 Roofing LLC Et Al
531726/21 Mathurin v. Brown
527296/22Montesdeoca Pinos v.
Yuan
524665/22Morales Baez v. Berroa
509115/22 Okyere Boadi v. Policella
Farms Sales Et Al
529594/22 Ramos Bolanos v. Mega
Contracting Group
517449/22 Sanpedro v. Concern
Pitkin Housing Dev. Fund Corp.
520310/19 State Farm Fire And
Casualty Co. v. Dumont
500877/22'Td Bank v. United
Messaging Service
525677/22The Avanza Group LLC v.
Brothers All Around Service
509798/22 Torres Coello v. Odom
512629/22 Valdez-Martinez v. Porky
Prod.s, Inc. Et Al
507828/22White Ms. v. New York-
Presbyterian - Bklyn. Methodist
Hosp. Et Al
519005/22Williams v. U And Stuart
Rity. Corp. Et Al
527031/21Zapata v. Park Hldgs.
Venture

Part ADR-COMM

Justice Carl Landicino
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1599
Courtroom 738

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

522755/19Axis Surplus Ins. v.
Mikheyeva

513748/21in The Matter of The
Application of Red Hook 160 LLC
v. Manda Int’l Corp. Et Al

505448/19McSharry v. W.M. 11, Inc.

520197/21Nico Const. Group, Inc. v.
Awl Industries, Inc. Et Al

31717/08 Us Bank Nat. Assocoation
v. Duran

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

508477/21C. Steve Okenwa P.C. v.
Isaac

Commercial
Division
Part 4
Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

2174/121900 Capital Trust IT v.
Peguese

515227/214218 Atlantic Action LLC
v. Really Mgt. Inc. Et Al

522021/20Bonafide Rlty. LLC v. 572
Sackett Corp.

501928/20 Brown v. Raickouisch

514125/19C. v. Thomas

7469/11 Citimortgage, Inc. v.
Nwabudu

14045/09 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Kuldip

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

7914/09 Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Shoshan

504316/201rp Fund II Trust la v.
1762 Nostrand LLC Et Al

523605/20 Shivam Contracting, Inc.
v. Team C.0.L. Mgt., Inc.

513162/19 Toorak Capital Partners
LLC v. Artisans Allianz LLC

731/11U.S. Bank v. Nze

22730/07U.S. Bank v. France

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

13814/13 Wilmington Savings v.
Unknown Heirs-At-Law

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

525843/20U.S. Bank National
Association v. 6223-18 LLC Et Al

Commercial
Division
Part 6
Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Room 774

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

2174/121900 Capital Trust IT v.
Peguese

515227/214218 Atlantic Action LLC
v. Really Mgt. Inc. Et Al

522021/20Bonafide Rlty. LLC v. 572
Sackett Corp.

501928/20 Brown v. Raickouisch

514125/19C. v. Thomas

7469/11 Citimortgage, Inc. v.
Nwabudu

14045/09 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Kuldip

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

7914/09 Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Shoshan

504316/201rp Fund II Trust la v.
1762 Nostrand LLC Et Al

523605/20 Shivam Contracting, Inc.
v. Team C.0.L. Mgt., Inc.

513162/19Toorak Capital Partners
LLC v. Artisans Allianz LLC

731/11 U.S. Bank v. Nze

22730/07U.S. Bank v. France

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

13814/13 Wilmington Savings v.
Unknown Heirs-At-Law

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

525843/20U.S. Bank National
Association v. 6223-18 LLC Et Al

Commercial
Division
Part 8

Justice Leon Ruchelsman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Room 276
TUESDAY, DEC. 27
504641/18 Comfort Living
Furniture, Inc. v. McDonald
Design Furniture
504553/17New Empire Builder
Corp. v. Goose Mountain NYC
Motion
504641/18 Comfort Living
Furniture, Inc. v. McDonald
Design Furniture
504553/17New Empire Builder
Corp. v. Goose Mountain NYC

Commercial
Division
Part 10

Justice Larry D. Martin
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1634
Room 741

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

514830/15U.S. Bank Nat. v.
Jackson

Commercial
Division
Part 12

Justice Reginald Boddie
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9127-1594
Room 366

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

520882/18 Aron Law Pllc v. NYC Fire
Dept.

507107/20 Balkany v. Kenner

522833/19Board of Mgrs. of The v.
783 E 9th LLC

527911/22Burns Entertainment &
Sports Marketing v. Translation
LLC

515337/20 Constructomics v. 1-10
Bush Terminal Owner Lp

514599/22 Eagle Eye Advance LLC v.
Empire Countertops LLC Et Al

505484/15Eleven Stars LLC v.
Central Baptist Church

526794/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 287a LLC

526821/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 293 LLC

509803/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 299 LLC

513753/22 Flatbush Delaware Hldg.
LLC Et Al v. Bedford Beverly
Acquisitions LLC

518966/22 Guglielminetti-Generoso
v. Carcaramo

502328/14 Turner Towers Tenant
Corp. v. Rci Plumbing Corp.

506771/21Weiss v. Greenfeld

Motion

507107/20 Balkany v. Kenner

522833/19Board of Mgrs. of The v.
783 E 9th LLC

527911/22Burns Entertainment &
Sports Marketing v. Translation
LLC

515337/20 Constructomics v. 1-10
Bush Terminal Owner Lp

514599/22 Eagle Eye Advance LLC v.
Empire Countertops LLC Et Al

505484/15Eleven Stars LLC v.
Central Baptist Church

526794/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 287a LLC

526821/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 293 LLC

509803/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 299 LLC

513753/22 Flatbush Delaware Hldg.
LLC Et Al v. Bedford Beverly
Acquisitions LLC

518966/22 Guglielminetti-Generoso
v. Carcaramo

502328/14 Turner Towers Tenant
Corp. v. Rei Plumbing Corp.

506771/21Weiss v. Greenfeld

Med Mal
Trial Readiness
Part
Justice Ellen M. Spodek
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1620
Room 723

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 5
Justice Michelle Weston
320 Jay Street
Phone 347-296-1082
Courtroom 18.36

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 6
Justice Genine D. Edwards
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9799
Courtroom 775

Med Mal
Early Settlement
Part 7
Justice Pamela Fisher
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9651
Courtroom 525

Default Judgment
Motion Part

360 Adams Street
Courtroom TBA

Jury Coordinating
Part

Justice Kenneth P. Sherman
360 Adams Street
Courtroom 224
347-296-1771

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

523601/18 Baab v. Ferrari

519261/17 Botchway v. Lux Credit
Consultants LLC

518831/18 Budryk v. Rydock

505637/19 Chaganava v. NYCTA

523809/19 Cheung v. Geffrard

519719/21 Cichon v. NYCTA Et Al

510421/17 Contreras-Diaz v. Lux
Credit Consultants LLC

526365/19Dale Scotton v. Lowe’s
Companies Inc

518365/18 Dashawn v. Zanger

523480/17 Dejoie v. Shams

504602/21 Delgado v. Janart
Knickerbocker LLC Et Al

509370/19Eliachova v. 200 Corbin
Owners Corp.

502797/20 Fortune v. Valgean

509095/17 Fowler v. Dragonetti
Brothers

12782/15 Garland v. NYC

503863/14 Goldstein v. Schwartz

3363/13 Gray-Sanon v. Citibank

525965/18 Grimes v. Rigo Limo-
Auto

582/15 Guzman v. Mejias

521853/19Jeanty v. Selby
Transportation Corp.

501035/20Johns v. Gilliam

506994/21 Kochilas-Copain Ms. v.
NYCTA

505700/17 Krawiec v. Roman
Catholic Church of

523243/20Larane v. Famiano

504099/12 Lopez v. NYC

844/16 Mace v. Sackitey

519685/17 Matthews v. Fong

517203/16 McDonagh v. 55th & 5th
Ave. Corp.

523807/19McMillan v. Murray

505769/20 Mehmood v. Aronov

522424/18 Mendez Silva v. Nunez

515877/17Minneci v. Christ United
Methodist Church

506611/16 Morales v. Four Seasons
Nursing

525763/19Nunez Semidei v.
Heaven on Earth Church of

524253/200rji v. NYCTA Et Al

508496/19 Parkins v. Diallo

515251/18 Ramos v. Maggies
Paratransit Corp

502666/19 Rancy v. Khairuzzaman

503246/20 Ratcliff v. Metro NYCTA

500903/18 Ryland-Thomas v.
Asonye

510034/20 Simmons v. 24/7 Quality
Services Inc.

503867/19 Thomas v. Broga-Mijh,
Inc.

506999/19V. v. New Life Seventh
Day

507125/14Vasilev v. NYC

503803/17 Vasyl Trinchuk And
Khrystyna v. Giovino

516640/19Whyte v. Guardavaccaro

10212/14 Zaydman v. Tyumentseva

Motion

506063/16 Joseph-George v. Freddie
L Ellis Living Trust

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

501980/19Austin v. Vercillo
504249/19 Huitzil v. Chausov
508181/19Kazatskiy v. Qian

Non-Jury
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Part

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774

THURSDAY, DEC. 22
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Peguese

515227/214218 Atlantic Action LLC
v. Really Mgt. Inc. Et Al

522021/20 Bonafide Rlty. LLC v. 572
Sackett Corp.

501928/20 Brown v. Raickouisch

514125/19C. v. Thomas

7469/11 Citimortgage, Inc. v.
Nwabudu

14045/09 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Kuldip

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

7914/09 Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Shoshan

504149/21 Friedman v. Kandel

504316/201Irp Fund II Trust lav.
1762 Nostrand LLC Et Al

523605/20 Shivam Contracting, Inc.
v. Team C.0.L. Mgt., Inc.

513162/19Toorak Capital Partners
LLC v. Artisans Allianz LLC

731/11U.S. Bank v. Nze

22730/07 U.S. Bank v. France

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

13814/13 Wilmington Savings v.
Unknown Heirs-At-Law

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

525843/20U.S. Bank National
Association v. 6223-18 LLC Et Al

City Trial
Readiness Part
Justice Donald S. Kurtz
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1596
Courtroom 480, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

505637/19 Chaganava v. NYCTA

519719/21 Cichon v. NYCTA Et Al

509095/17 Fowler v. Dragonetti
Brothers

504149/21 Friedman v. Kandel

12782/15 Garland v. NYC

582/15 Guzman v. Mejias

501035/20Johns v. Gilliam

506994/21 Kochilas-Copain Ms. v.
NYCTA
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517203/16McDonagh v. 55th & 5th
Ave. Corp.

506611/16 Morales v. Four Seasons
Nursing
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Paratransit Corp
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FRIDAY, DEC. 23

501980/19Austin v. Vercillo
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508181/19Kazatskiy v. Qian
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THURSDAY, DEC. 22
507512/22 Alleyne v. Phillips Int’l Et
Al

530793/21Alqaisi v. Dhar
532448/21 Aranoff v. Pan
529163/21Arevalo Amaya v. S53
LLC Et Al
514266/22 Attallav. T & Y Prop.
504737/22 Avila Ortega v. Uniware
Houseware Corp. Et Al
513565/22 Ballard v. Espinal
530358/21Black v. Mykhaylyuk
517546/22Board of Mgrs. of The
684 Madison St. Condominium v.
684 Madison St LLC Et Al
503765/22 Bowen v. Hembrador
501801/22 Bower-Thompson v.
White
529781/21 Calderon Lopez v.
Pinnacle Commercial Dev. Inc Et

Al

531817/21 Cambridge v.
Renaissance Equity Hldgs. LLC E

517043/21 Carter v. Olayinka Oseni

523089/20 Chan v. Arnel

508092/21 Charles v. Hi Limo Inc Et
Al

522687/20Chen v. NYCHA Et Al

510253/22 Coleman v. Waytie

511045/22 Coney Island Auto Parts
Unltd., Inc. v. Ams Auto Doctor
Inc

512816/22 Cruz v. Gao

51491921 Deardoff v. Rosenberg

524376/19 Dept. of Environmental
Protection of NYC - Water
Board v. The Board of Mgrs.
of The 146th South 9th St.
Condominium Et Al

530501/21 Dumont v. 5576 Rlty. LLC

525265/21Earl v. Osipov

525227/20East Coast NY Const. v.
Kingsland Chauncey LLC

518944721 Figueroa v. 570 Fulton
St. Prop. LLC

500519/22 Ford v. Polansky

500679/22 Fraenkel v. 1376 St. John
Pl Rlty.

517992/21Fuller v. Bond

518700/21 Gallagher v. Arklow-Fbf
LLC Et Al

512361/22 Garcia v. Faham

507876/22 Gitter v. 272-274 B'way.

508833/21 Graziano v. Waid

523584/20Hassan v. Twin Interior
Remodeling Inc. Et Al

505097/22 Hernandez v. Mamonov

505441/22Hishmeh v. Pillitteri

532197/21Hockaday v. Lyft, Inc. Et
Al

508651/221Icon Constr. Gr. Inc. v.
USA Roofing Co. Corp.

505583/211glesia v. Turner Const.
Co. EtAl

513152/22 Infinity Contracting
Services v. C&L Contracting
Corp. Et Al

509270/22 James v. Rutland
Nursing Home, Inc.

507457/22 Ji v. Sari-Tuza

531991/21Julius v. Islam

502162/22Khodjaev v. Marquez

533309/21 McGuire Hall v. Jen Car
Trucking Corp. Et Al

501430/22Merrimack Mutual Fire
Ins. Co. v. Consoldiated Edison
Co. of NY

532633/21 Morales Diyarza v. 236
Carroll St. LLC

505815/22 Natenadze v. Dragonetti
Brothers Landscaping And
Nursery & Florist Inc. Et Al

515254/22 Nedderman v. Muniz

517770/21 North 7-8 Investors v. All
Island Masonry And Concrete

530023/21 Octavio Lala Lala v. NYC
Et Al

526450721 Pacifico v. Igbal And

501095/22 Paez v. Penn Hotel LLC
Et Al

523596/21 Paguandas v. Adom
Rental Transportation Et Al

532180/21 Pelaez v. Fort 5423 Rlty.
Corp.

523316/19 Peralta v. Action Carting
Environmental Services, Inc. Et
Al

522712/21 Pereplyotchik-Binder v.
Arturo Castro Hernandez

524697/21 Perez De La Cruz v.
Delta Air Lines, Inc. Et Al

504213/22 Petrova v. Wallace

520481/19Pierre v. Sy

503105/20 Prospect Acquisition
1. LLC D/b/a Downtown Bklyn.
Nursing And Rehabilitation
Center v. Northern

505623/22Richards v. Park
Transportation LLC Et Al

511702/22Riginio v. Cheema

521273/21Romero v. Site 4 Dsa
Owner

506636/22 Rostkowski v. Kim

531553/21 Santos v. Broadview
Assoc., Inc.

516364/21 Schiffman v. Guzalgul

525977/21Schussel v. Glasser M.D.

508962/22 Singletary v. Govt.
Employees Ins. Co.

527051/21 Spektor v. Ninas
Transportation Service, Inc. Et Al

510530/20 State Farm Mutual
Automobile Ins. Co. v. Melendez

523430/21 Stern v. Board of
Mgrs. of The Midwood Estates
Condominium

513924/22 Suissa v. Kings Hwy.
Orthopedic Associates

515823/22Wade v. Hecht-Farkash

532641/21 Whitaker Dean v. Fowler

Motion

521114/21Barrios v. Sumba-Sumba

513278/19 Canales v. Xiao

508325/21 Cannady v. Williams

508562/21 Coleman v. Hotel
Sunrise Et Al

521123/21Cortes v. Beida

524998/19 Debranche v. Charles

513595/20 Deer v. Deer

514326/20Diaz v. 368 Third Owners
LLC Et Al

502021/13 Finamore v. David
Ullman

528922/21 Garvey v. Zhu

506333/20 Genao v. Beni
Transmission Auto

503064/22 Hereford Ins. Co. v.
Teague

507550/20John v. Barry

502738/21Jones v. Zuo

510288/21 McClean v. Family Dollar
Store of NY Inc. Et Al

506538/20 Murray v. Doran

512673/20 Owens v. Biracs USA Inc.
Et Al

521867/18 Pnc Bank v. Mayo

509691/19Ramirezv. F & S
Contracting Group Inc. Et Al

502288/19Rasheed v. Quiles

512670/20Real Land Group LLC v.
Bushwick Plaza

508461/16 Reid-Parnell v. Shafer

526186/20 Robinson v. Romulo
Paute Chuqui

513486/18 Sanders v. 570 Fulton St.
Prop. LLC

521576/20 Williams v. Torres

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

508558/211kb & Ms LLC v. Happy
Living Const. LLC Et Al

500621/22 Abreu Hernandez v. Pope

512917/22 Akhtiamov v. Peters

512586/22 Ashman v. Davis

518604/20 Baker v. Zheng

506309/22 Barrows v. Pons

524488/21Benitez v. Abay

512648/22 Cardenas-Bottia v.
Patterson

509420/22 Carrion v. Gvo Trucking
Good Vibes Only Corp. Et Al

501225/22Davy v. Li

505543/22De La Cruz v. 4th Ave.
Dev. Owner LLC. Et Al

511222/22Difo v. B&R Mgt. Ltd.
Partnership Et Al

508208/22 Dubinkina v. Transform
Operating Stores LLC

515653/20 Emma Group Builders &
General Contractors Inc. v. 514 H
Group LLC Et Al

522331/21Felix v. East Midwood
Volunteer Ambulance Corps

530356/21 Gorelik v. Kemularia

526726/21Hernandez v. Bpp Pcv
Owner LLC Et Al

512879/22 Holland v. Saha

504308/22 Jenkins v. Gonzalez

530279/21Joseph v. 1010 Rity. LLC
Et Al

507711/22Katz v. Brigham

503434/22 Kessler v. Dermot Co. Et
Al

502963/22Kg Rity. USA LLC v.
Wesco Ins. Co.

518448/21Kim v. Edwards

510697/22King v. Mdu Security
Systems Inc. Et Al

501712/22 Lakhina v. Edward-
Seaforth

501019/21 Laporte v. Alba Limo Et
Al

525820721 Latimore v. Djima
506262/21 Lukawski v. 609 Metro.
Ave. Associates
507936/22 Lyubarov v. Maple C 799
B'way. Owner II
527039/19Mark Wholesale Inc. v.
Mermaid Ave LLC Et Al
527648/21 Markowitz v. 420 Kent
Ave. LLC Et Al
514763/20 Mary-Kavanaght v. NYC
EtAl
515687/21 Mondesir v. NYCTA Et Al
532329/21 Moreta Munoz De
Tamarez v. Mihalchik
506385/22 Morisset v. Deiorio
532799/21 Mushyakova v. Guzman
531852/21 Neillson Hldgs. LLC v.
Singh
532825/21 Nicholas v. Chen
514018/22 Ortiz v. Tsang
517247/21 Parks v. Thomas
515152/22 Rosen v. United
Talmudical Academy Torah
V’yirah Rabbinical, Inc. Et Al
508530/22 Salley v. Truffles Taxi
Inc. Et Al
507835/21 Shakoor v. Malik
522027/20 Shchynko v. Nguyen
515124/21 Simmons v. Singh
505666/22 Sosa v. Fly Rosary Corp.
511118/22 Stiel v. Gotowicki
527873/21 Sukhishvili v. Gokcek
532824/21Tepedino v. Uretsky
502525/22 Thompson v. Reed
509949/22 Tondi v. Smartt
530850/21 Weingarten v. Power
Concrete Co. of New Jersey Et Al
502711/22Wong v. Geula
528782/21 Wright v. Frankel
524020/21Zapotitla v. 15th Ave
Lofts

Motion

524726/21 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. All City Family Healthcare
Center A/a/o Ryan Sierra

506242/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Surgicore of Jersey City

506296/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. New Horizon Surgical
Center LLC

507658/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Rockaway Asc Dev. LLC

510010/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Rockaway Asc Dev. LLC

509823/21 Brutus v. NYCTA Et Al

508953/21 Daniels v. Trustees of
The Masonic Hall & Asylum
Fund

515621/20 Germosen v. Akhter

516356/20 Gjeloshi v. Mohamed

522493/20 Goldhirsch v. Cdl LLC Et
Al

514235/20 Hamadani v. Carroll

501809/20 Hidalgo Sanchez v.
Fonrose

516905/17 Kleyman v. Mount Sinai
Hosp.

502160/21Q. v. Renaissance Equity
Hldgs. LLC CEt Al

522662/20 Richardson v. Beresford

526428/19Siraji v. Eldorado Coffee
Roasters Ltd Et Al

533308/21 Stewart v. Habib

522391/22 Thomas v. Keurig Dr
Pepper

510660/21 Weiss v. Abraham

516273/20Weng v. 6320 11 Ave Rlty.

50975120 Wilkie v. 2686 Atlantic
Ave. Rlty. LLC Et Al

TUESDAY, DEC. 27

Motion
513444/19Fajta v. Weiss

Foreclosure Res
Part 1

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1104
Courtroom 756

Foreclosure Res
Part 2

Justice Mark Partnow
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1656
Courtroom 441

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

8819/15Board of Directors of The v.
Vargas

515724/17Board of Mgrs. of The v.
Bolobov

503659/18 Cenlar Fsb v. Chu

522412/20NYCTL 2019-A Trust v.
Danino Nadlan

Foreclosure Part
Conf. A

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9124
Courtroom 361

Part 2

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1626
Courtroom 282, 9:30 A.M.

Court Calendars

31717/08 Us Bank Nat. Assocoation
v. Duran

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

508477/21C. Steve Okenwa P.C. v.
Isaac

Part 5F

Justice Rachel Amy Adams
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1636
Courtroom 929, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

50963/15 Deutsch v. Deutsch
52282/18 Hussein v. Hussein
53564/17 0'Brien v. O'Brien
55793/18 Sanchez v. Rezgui
551897/21 Soskin v. Soskin
54331/17Waldman v. Waldman

Conference
53564/17 0'Brien v. O'Brien
55793/18 Sanchez v. Rezgui
551897/21 Soskin v. Soskin
Motion
50963/15 Deutsch v. Deutsch
52282/18 Hussein v. Hussein
551897/21 Soskin v. Soskin
54331/17Waldman v. Waldman
FRIDAY, DEC. 23
53629/19 Decina v. Di Matteo
552934/21Donofrio v. Donofrio
Conference
53629/19 Decina v. Di Matteo
552934/21Donofrio v. Donofrio
Motion

53629/19 Decina v. Di Matteo
552934/21Donofrio v. Donofrio

Part 5G

Justice Jeffrey S. Sunshine
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1654
Courtroom 941, 9:30 A.M.
THURSDAY, DEC. 22
53836/14 Guthrie-Harrison v.
Harrison
Motion
53836/14 Guthrie-Harrison v.
Harrison
FRIDAY, DEC. 23
51766/19 Baron v. Baron
51471/15Dixon v. Dixon
13583/05Mariana Nuziale
Tomasino v. Michael Tomasino
Motion
51766/19 Baron v. Baron
51471/15Dixon v. Dixon
13583/05Mariana Nuziale
Tomasino v. Michael Tomasino

Part 5J

Justice Theresa Ciccotto
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1632
Courtroom 961

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

50222/15Ali v. Shahzadi
55689/18 Grant v. Hornik
52198/18 Herzberg v. Herzberg
551027/22 Pukhovitskiy v.
Kopbayeva
552227/20Richards v. Richards
553387/21Ross v. Ross
550712/22Vofson v. Kashuk
550175/22Yu v. Fung

Conference

551027/22 Pukhovitskiy v.
Kopbayeva
552227/20Richards v. Richards
550712/22Vofson v. Kashuk
550175/22Yu v. Fung

Motion

55689/18 Grant v. Hornik
551027/22 Pukhovitskiy v.
Kopbayeva
550712/22Vofson v. Kashuk
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

550479/20 Abulhime John v.
Asramon-John
50378/20 Darevskaya v. Flores
51291/21 Gaynin v. Hoff
50036/20 Luciano v. Malave
551060/21 Pareno v. Pareno
550923/22 Perkins v. Perkins
50855/20 Tsvetkova v. Zverev
Conference
50378/20 Darevskaya v. Flores
50036/20 Luciano v. Malave
550923/22 Perkins v. Perkins
50855/20 Tsvetkova v. Zverev
Motion

550479/20 Abulhime John v.

Asramon-John
50713/16 Garcia v. Ramos

Part 5K

Justice Debra Silber
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1102
Courtroom 524, 9:30 A.M.

Part 5L

Justice Lorna J. McAllister
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1572
Courtroom 362, 9:30 A.M.

Part 3 Part 5Q
Justice Michelle Weston Justice Joanne D. Quinones
320 Jay Street 360 Adams Street

Phone 347-296-1082
Courtroom 18.36

Part 4

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9265
Courtroom 461, 9:30 A.M.

Part 5A

Justice Eric I. Prus
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1646
Courtroom 938, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

551241/21Basgoze v. Basgoze

550415/22 Cassidy v. Cassidy

550566/21 McFarlane v. Porter

551902/20 Meyer v. Meyer

550663/21 Munteoreanu v.
Munteoreanu

554010/21 Nwachukwu v.
Nwachukwu

55882/11 Pienkny v. Shapiro

Motion

551241/21Basgoze v. Basgoze

550415/22 Cassidy v. Cassidy

550566/21 McFarlane v. Porter

550663/21 Munteoreanu v.
Munteoreanu

554010/21 Nwachukwu v.
Nwachukwu

55882/11 Pienkny v. Shapiro

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

54578/14 Adelstein v. Adelstein
551327/22 Gindi v. Gindi
51304/20 Werdiger-Roth v. Roth
Conference
54578/14 Adelstein v. Adelstein
Motion
54578/14 Adelstein v. Adelstein
551327/22 Gindi v. Gindi
51304/20 Werdiger-Roth v. Roth

Part 5C

Justice Carl Landicino
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1599
Courtroom 738

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

522755/19Axis Surplus Ins. v.
Mikheyeva

513748/21in The Matter of The
Application of Red Hook 160 LLC
v. Manda Int’l Corp. Et Al

505448/19McSharry v. W.M. 11, Inc.

520197/21Nico Const. Group, Inc. v.
Awl Industries, Inc. Et Al

Phone 347-296-1632
Courtroom 961

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

553660/21Alamo v. Alamo

552913/22Davis Thomann v. Pukal

550267/22Evans v. Evans

552272/21Grant v. Reyes

551114/22Kupershmidt v.
Kupershmidt

Part 5T

Justice Delores J. Thomas
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9211
Room 924, 9:30 A.M.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
50713/16 Garcia v. Ramos

Part 7

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9477
Courtroom 456, 9:30 A.M.

Part 8

360 Adams Street
Courtroom 756

Part 9

Justice Debra Silber
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1102
Courtroom 524, 9:30 A.M.

Part 10

Justice Lorna J. McAllister
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1572
Courtroom 362, 9:30 A.M.

Part 11

Justice Delores J. Thomas
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9211
Room 924, 9:30 A.M.
FRIDAY, DEC. 23

50713/16 Garcia v. Ramos

Part 12

Justice Reginald Boddie
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1458
Courtroom 741, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

520882/18 Aron Law Plic v. NYC Fire
Dept.

507107/20 Balkany v. Kenner

522833/19Board of Mgrs. of The v.
783 E 9th LLC

527911/22Burns Entertainment &
Sports Marketing v. Translation
LLC

515337/20 Constructomics v. 1-10
Bush Terminal Owner Lp

514599/22 Eagle Eye Advance LLC v.
Empire Countertops LLC Et Al

505484/15Eleven Stars LLC v.
Central Baptist Church

526794/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 287a LLC

526821/21 Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 293 LLC

509803/21 Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 299 LLC

513753/22 Flatbush Delaware Hldg.
LLC Et Al v. Bedford Beverly
Acquisitions LLC

518966/22 Guglielminetti-Generoso
v. Carcaramo

502328/14 Turner Towers Tenant
Corp. v. Rei Plumbing Corp.

506771/21Weiss v. Greenfeld

Part 15

Justice Steven Fisher
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9651
Courtroom 525, 9:30 A.M.

Part 16

Justice Leon Ruchelsman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Courtroom 276, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, DEC. 27
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Furniture, Inc. v. McDonald
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Part 17
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Courtroom 456, 9:30 A.M.
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551027/22 Pukhovitskiy v.
Kopbayeva
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553387/21Ross v. Ross
550712/22Vofson v. Kashuk
550175/22Yu v. Fung
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50036/20 Luciano v. Malave
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Courtroom 461, 9:30 A.M.
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360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9265
Courtroom 456, 9:30 A.M.
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Arbitration Between Progressive
Specialty Ins. Co. v. Watson

Part 24
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Courtroom 479

Part 25

360 Adams Street
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Courtroom 461, 9:30 A.M.

Part 26

Justice Donald S. Kurtz
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Brothers

504149/21 Friedman v. Kandel

582/15 Guzman v. Mejias

501035/20Johns v. Gilliam

517203/16 McDonagh v. 55th & 5th
Ave. Corp.

506611/16 Morales v. Four Seasons
Nursing

515251/18 Ramos v. Maggies
Paratransit Corp

FRIDAY, DEC. 23
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Part 29

Justice Wayne P. Saitta
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1582
Courtroom 724, 9:30 A.M.

Part 35
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Courtroom 574, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22
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Owner Lp v. Hana Pastries, Inc.
EtAl

524425/21Adekola v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. Et Al

500396/22 American Shower Door
Corp. v. Architectural Glass
Works, Inc.

509636/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Velez

517464/22 Arias v. 3086 Fulton St
Corp. Et Al

530675/21Bnai Raphael Chesed
Organization Inc. v. Letitia
James

504766/21Borges Pereira v. 38
Stratford Hldgs. LLC Et Al

527728/19 Carmello v. Spring Creek
Rehabilitation

506429/18 Chazon v. Benzant

522181/17 Coleman v. NYC School

509402/22 De Larosa v. Ean Hldgs.

519156/22 Fenix Capital Funding
v. Zippy Mgt. Corp. /dba Zippy’s
Bikes Et Al

519616/22in The Matter of The
Application For An Order Staying
Arbitration Between Progressive
Specialty Ins. Co. v. Watson

530504/22 Liu v. Liang

516473/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Lamb Services LLC Et Al

516602/22 Mantis Funding LLC v.
Rhm Transport LLC Et Al

514691/22Meged Funding Group
Corp v. Osoriogold Security LLC
Dba Osoriogold Security Et Al

509817/21 Murriel v. Thompson

526823/22 Naggar v. Ajram

535471/22 Pnc Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Roach Jr.

515798/18 R.A. Troutman
Residence LLC v. Liang Shen

506610/21Rastelli v. Cold Spring
Acquisition

507435/22Rhudd v. Travco Ins. Et Al

525133/21Rothman v. Florans

504461/21 Santander Bank v. Dog
Day Cyclery, Inc. Et Al

525430/18 Valcourt v. Adolphe
Jacques Firmin Estate

505686/22 Zussman v. Theil

Motion

506024/211-10 Bush Terminal
Owner Lp v. Hana Pastries, Inc.
EtAl

524425/21Adekola v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. Et Al

500396/22 American Shower Door
Corp. v. Architectural Glass
Works, Inc.

509636/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Velez

517464/22 Arias v. 3086 Fulton St
Corp. Et Al

530675/21Bnai Raphael Chesed
Organization Inc. v. Letitia
James

504766/21Borges Pereira v. 38
Stratford Hldgs. LLC Et Al

527728/19 Carmello v. Spring Creek
Rehabilitation

506429/18 Chazon v. Benzant

522181/17 Coleman v. NYC School

509402/22 De Larosa v. Ean Hldgs.

519156/22Fenix Capital Funding
v. Zippy Mgt. Corp. /dba Zippy's
Bikes Et Al

530504/22 Liu v. Liang

516473/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Lamb Services LLC Et Al

516602/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Rhm Transport LLC Et Al

514691/22Meged Funding Group
Corp v. Osoriogold Security LLC
Dba Osoriogold Security Et Al

509817/21 Murriel v. Thompson

526823/22 Naggar v. Ajram

535471/22Pnc Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Roach Jr.

515798/18 R.A. Troutman
Residence LLC v. Liang Shen

506610/21 Rastelli v. Cold Spring
Acquisition

507435/22 Rhudd v. Travco Ins. Et Al

525133/21Rothman v. Florans

504461/21 Santander Bank v. Dog
Day Cyclery, Inc. Et Al

510518/20 Seger v. Indistry Media,
Inc. Et Al

525430/18 Valcourt v. Adolphe
Jacques Firmin Estate

505686/22 Zussman v. Theil

Part 36

Justice Bernard J. Graham
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9405
Room 561, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

Motion

506024/211-10 Bush Terminal
Owner Lp v. Hana Pastries, Inc.
EtAl

524425/21Adekola v. Uber
Technologies, Inc. Et Al

500396/22 American Shower Door
Corp. v. Architectural Glass
Works, Inc.

509636/22 American Transit Ins.
Co. v. Velez

517464/22 Arias v. 3086 Fulton St
Corp. Et Al

530675/21Bnai Raphael Chesed
Organization Inc. v. Letitia
James

504766/21Borges Pereira v. 38
Stratford Hldgs. LLC Et Al

527728/19 Carmello v. Spring Creek
Rehabilitation

506429/18 Chazon v. Benzant

522181/17 Coleman v. NYC School

509402/22De Larosa v. Ean Hldgs.

519156/22 Fenix Capital Funding
v. Zippy Mgt. Corp. /dba Zippy’s
Bikes Et Al

530504/22 Liu v. Liang

516473/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Lamb Services LLC Et Al

516602/22Mantis Funding LLC v.
Rhm Transport LLC Et Al

514691/22Meged Funding Group
Corp v. Osoriogold Security LLC
Dba Osoriogold Security Et Al

509817/21 Murriel v. Thompson

526823/22 Naggar v. Ajram

535471/22Pnc Bank Nat. Assoc. v.
Roach Jr.

515798/18 R.A. Troutman
Residence LLC v. Liang Shen

506610/21 Rastelli v. Cold Spring
Acquisition

507435/22Rhudd v. Travco Ins. Et Al

525133/21Rothman v. Florans

504461/21 Santander Bank v. Dog
Day Cyclery, Inc. Et Al

510518/20 Seger v. Indistry Media,
Inc. Et Al

525430/18 Valcourt v. Adolphe
Jacques Firmin Estate

505686/22 Zussman v. Theil

Part 41
Justice Larry D. Martin
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1634
Courtroom 741, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

514830/15U.S. Bank Nat. v.
Jackson

Part 43

Justice Mark Partnow
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1656
Courtroom 441, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

8819/15Board of Directors of The v.
Vargas

515724/17Board of Mgrs. of The v.
Bolobov

503659/18 Cenlar Fsb v. Chu

522412/20NYCTL 2019-A Trust v.
Danino Nadlan

Part 52
Justice Francois A. Rivera
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1618
Courtroom 556, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

559/22 Daria Laurencia Joseph v.
Jason Leroy Olivera

518529/18 Vasquez-Salinas v.
Martinez

Motion

559/22 Daria Laurencia Joseph v.
Jason Leroy Olivera

Part 57

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

2174/121900 Capital Trust IT v.
Peguese

515227/214218 Atlantic Action LLC
v. Really Mgt. Inc. Et Al

522021/20Bonafide Rlty. LLC v. 572
Sackett Corp.

501928/20 Brown v. Raickouisch

514125/19C. v. Thomas

7469/11 Citimortgage, Inc. v.
Nwabudu

14045/09 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Kuldip

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

7914/09 Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Shoshan

504316/201rp Fund II Trust la v.
1762 Nostrand LLC Et Al

523605/20 Shivam Contracting, Inc.
v. Team C.0.L. Mgt., Inc.

513162/19Toorak Capital Partners
LLC v. Artisans Allianz LLC

731/11U.S. Bank v. Nze

22730/07U.S. Bank v. France

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

13814/13 Wilmington Savings v.
Unknown Heirs-At-Law

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

525843/20U.S. Bank National
Association v. 6223-18 LLC Et Al

Part 63

Justice Ellen M. Spodek
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1620
Courtroom 725, 9:30 A.M.

Part 65

Justice Loren Baily-
Schiffman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9078
Courtroom 297, 9:30 A.M.

Part 66

Justice Richard Velasquez
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1118
Courtroom 469, 9:30 A.M.

Part 67

Justice Kenneth P. Sherman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1771
Courtroom 224, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

505637/19 Chaganava v. NYCTA
519719/21 Cichon v. NYCTA Et Al
12782/15 Garland v. NYC
506994/21 Kochilas-Copain Ms. v.
NYCTA
504099/12 Lopez v. NYC
524253/200rji v. NYCTA Et Al
503246/20 Ratcliff v. Metro NYCTA
507125/14 Vasilev v. NYC

Part 70

Justice Wavny Toussant
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9236
Courtroom 438, 9:30 A.M.

Part 73

Justice Peter Sweeney
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9013
Courtroom 761, 9:30 A.M.

Part 74

Justice Michael L. Pesce
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1572
Courtroom 974, 9:30 A.M.

Part 75

Justice Robin Garson
360 Adams Street
Courtroom TBA

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

515205/19235 Pacific LLC v.
Quinonas

510764/19 Alves Da Silva v. Porter
Ave Hldgs. LLC

514985/21 Fisher v. Miller

515562/20 Guagliardi v. Sg & Sons
Rity. LLC

513750/21 Kozloff v. Garfinkel

500957/20Meharaz v. Shahid

511134/21 Nivens v. Appelman

514511/19 Ortega v. Puntorno

500434/20 Safrin v. NYCTL 1996-1
Trust

515671/20 Schustal v. Fogel

510518/20 Seger v. Indistry Media,
Inc. EtAl

501654/22 Shizoom v. Laundry Diva

501724/20 Tenezaca v. Davidov

501763/21Thomas v. Bernice Rlty.
Co., A Ltd. Partnership Et Al

510628/21 Toussaint v. Mondesir

512531/20Wythe Berry v. Mj Glass
And Waterproofing Corp. Et Al

Part 76-MC

360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1620
Courtroom 725, 9:30 A.M.

Part LO-76

Justice Lisa Ottley
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1225
Courtroom 479

Part 76-LK

Justice Lawrence Knipel
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1630
Courtroom 774

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

2174/121900 Capital Trust IT v.
Peguese

515227/214218 Atlantic Action LLC
v. Really Mgt. Inc. Et Al

522021/20 Bonafide Rlty. LLC v. 572
Sackett Corp.

501928720 Brown v. Raickouisch

514125/19C. v. Thomas

7469/11 Citimortgage, Inc. v.
Nwabudu

14045/09 Deutsche Bank Nat. Trust
v. Kuldip

508027/22 Falah v. Prospect Park
Jewish Center Inc Et Al

7914/09 Fed. Nat. Mortgage v.
Shoshan

504316/201Irp Fund II Trust lav.
1762 Nostrand LLC Et Al

523605/20 Shivam Contracting, Inc.
v. Team C.0.L. Mgt., Inc.

513162/19 Toorak Capital Partners
LLC v. Artisans Allianz LLC

731/11U.S. Bank v. Nze

22730/07U.S. Bank v. France

508062/22Williams v. Laurino
Enterprises Et Al

13814/13 Wilmington Savings v.
Unknown Heirs-At-Law

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

525843/20U.S. Bank National
Association v. 6223-18 LLC Et Al

Part LR-76

Justice Leon Ruchelsman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Courtroom 276, 9:30 A.M.

TUESDAY, DEC. 27

504641/18 Comfort Living
Furniture, Inc. v. McDonald
Design Furniture

504553/17 New Empire Builder
Corp. v. Goose Mountain NYC

Part 77

Justice Steven Mostofsky
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9400
Courtroom 516, 9:30 A.M.

Part 80

Justice Genine D. Edwards
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9799
Courtroom 775

Part 81

Justice Carl Landicino
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1599
Courtroom 738, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

522755/19Axis Surplus Ins. v.
Mikheyeva

513748/21in The Matter of The
Application of Red Hook 160 LLC
v. Manda Int’l Corp. Et Al

505448/19McSharry v. W.M. 11, Inc.

520197/21Nico Const. Group, Inc. v.
Awl Industries, Inc. Et Al

31717/08 Us Bank Nat. Assocoation
v. Duran

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

508477/21C. Steve Okenwa P.C. v.
Isaac

Part 82

Justice Kenneth P. Sherman
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1771
Courtroom 224, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22
505637/19 Chaganava v. NYCTA

519719/21 Cichon v. NYCTA Et Al
12782/15 Garland v. NYC
506994/21 Kochilas-Copain Ms. v.
NYCTA
504099/12 Lopez v. NYC
524253/200rji v. NYCTA Et Al
503246/20 Ratcliff v. Metro NYCTA
507125/14 Vasilev v. NYC

Part 83

Justice Ingrid Joseph
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1170
Courtroom 363

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

531910/21Diaz v. 617 Warren LLC
EtAl
510182/22 Global Merchant Cash v.
Twin Turbo Trucking Corp. D/b/a
Twin Turbo Trucking Et Al
523915/21Joiner v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.
Motion
531910/21Diaz v. 617 Warren LLC
EtAl
510182/22 Global Merchant Cash v.
Twin Turbo Trucking Corp. D/b/a
Twin Turbo Trucking Et Al
523915/21Joiner v. Motor Vehicle
Accident Indemnification Corp.
FRIDAY, DEC. 23
525340/21 Pentagon Fed. Credit
Union v. Margulis
Motion

525340/21Pentagon Fed. Credit
Union v. Margulis

Part 84

Justice Carolyn E. Wade
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1612
Courtroom 423, 9:30 A.M.

512218/19Vartanyan v. Dimaggio
669/22 Watkins v. Doe

Motion

520398/21 Afnan v. Kayum

525986/21Beltina v. Financial
Service Vehicle Trust Et Al

527946/21Board of Mgrs. Park
Circle v. One Plaza LLC

505044721 Bray v. Palport, Inc. Et Al

513289/20 Cajamarca v. Karshibaev

505852/22 Celestin v. Rodriguez

514454/19Dicesare v. Horn

524627/18 Edouard v. Jolicouer

504765/20 Feldman v. Sabbagh

523415/20 Gamarra v. NYC Et Al

5785/14 Girona v. Philip Howard
Apts. Tena

516205/21 Harrison v. Dutan

502235/19Inestroza v. U.T.F.
Trucking, Inc.

507030/16 James B. Nutter & Co. v.
Hurley

525365/22McCullers v. Cajilema

504072/17McGill v. Breukelen
Hldgs. Corp. Et Al

521053/19Mitchell v. American
United

511266/17 Moreno-Chavez v.
Cantarero

516059/22 Nicolas v. Loverde

523213/19 Pompey v. 232 East 18th
St.

525576/22 Rafiq v. Rodriguez

527122/19Ramos v. Acharya

514040/21 Rhodes v. St. Johns USA
LLC Et Al

508665/19 Shveigerdt v. Aslam

502110/19Sinclair v. Novator Mgt.
Inc.

503104/19 Sistrunk v. NYCTA

512218/19Vartanyan v. Dimaggio

Part 89 669/22 Watkins v. Doe
Justice Wayne P. Saitta Part 98
360 Adams Street .
Phone 347-296-1582-9265 Justice Steven Mostofsky
Courtroom 724 360 Adams Street
Phone 347-401-9400
Part 91 Courtroom 516, 9:30 A.M.
Justice Devin P. Cohen
360 Adams Street Part 99
Phone 347-396-1665 Justice Richard Montelione
Room 538, 9:30 A.M. 360 Adams Street Phone

Part 92

Justice Katherine Levine
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-8636
Room TBA, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

259/18 331 Rockaway LLC v. Tower
Capital Mgt.

513595/20Deer v. Deer

500181/21Ein Cap v. Nasa
Electronics Corp. D/b/a Nasa
Electronics Et Al

507135/19Mosashvili v. NYC

508245/20 Nabiev v. Con Ed Co.

507560/22 Paez Ramirez v. Williams

500217/21 Silvershore Properties
93 LLC Et Al v. Wassertheil

523610/19 Taylor v. NYC Motorcars
of Freeport

512044/21Td Bank v. Secure Sales
Corp. Et Al

51250920 Thornhill v. Manida Car
Service Inc.

511537/20Wragg v. Bklyn. Manor
Corp.

Motion

259/18 331 Rockaway LLC v. Tower
Capital Mgt.

500181/21Ein Cap v. Nasa
Electronics Corp. D/b/a Nasa
Electronics Et Al

507135/19Mosashvili v. NYC

508245/20 Nabiev v. Con Ed Co.

507560/22 Paez Ramirez v. Williams

500217/21 Silvershore Properties
93 LLC Et Al v. Wassertheil

523610/19 Taylor v. NYC Motorcars
of Freeport

512044/21Td Bank v. Secure Sales
Corp. Et Al

512509/20 Thornhill v. Manida Car
Service Inc.

511537/20Wragg v. Bklyn. Manor
Corp.

FRIDAY, DEC. 23

509134/20 Bock Rlty. Corp. v. Clean
Rite Center-1332
Motion

509134/20Bock Rity. Corp. v. Clean
Rite Center-1332

Part 94

Justice Pamela Fisher
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9651
Courtroom 525, 9:30 A.M.

Part 95

Justice Reginald Boddie
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-296-1604
Courtroom 276, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

520882/18 Aron Law Plic v. NYC Fire
Dept.

507107/20 Balkany v. Kenner

522833/19Board of Mgrs. of The v.
783 E 9th LLC

527911/22Burns Entertainment &
Sports Marketing v. Translation
LLC

515337/20 Constructomics v. 1-10
Bush Terminal Owner Lp

514599/22 Eagle Eye Advance LLC v.
Empire Countertops LLC Et Al

505484/15Eleven Stars LLC v.
Central Baptist Church

526794/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 287a LLC

526821/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 293 LLC

509803/21Fed. Home Loan
Mortgage Corp. v. 299 LLC

513753/22 Flatbush Delaware Hldg.
LLC Et Al v. Bedford Beverly
Acquisitions LLC

518966/22 Guglielminetti-Generoso
v. Carcaramo

502328/14 Turner Towers Tenant
Corp. v. Rci Plumbing Corp.

506771/21Weiss v. Greenfeld

Motion

520882/18 Aron Law Pllc v. NYC Fire
Dept.

Part 96

Justice Robin K. Sheares
360 Adams Street
Phone 347-404-9761
Courtroom 364, 9:30 A.M.

THURSDAY, DEC. 22

520398/21Afnan v. Kayum
525986/21Beltina v. Financial
Service Vehicle Trust Et Al
527946/21Board of Mgrs. Park
Circle v. One Plaza LLC
505044/21Bray v. Palport, Inc. Et Al
513289/20 Cajamarca v. Karshibaev
505852/22 Celestin v. Rodriguez
514454/19Dicesare v. Horn
524627/18 Edouard v. Jolicouer
504765/20 Feldman v. Sabbagh
523415/20 Gamarra v. NYC Et Al
5785/14 Girona v. Philip Howard
Apts. Tena
516205/21Harrison v. Dutan
502235/19Inestroza v. U.T.E
Trucking, Inc.
507030/16 James B. Nutter & Co. v.
Hurley
525365/22McCullers v. Cajilema
504072/17McGill v. Breukelen
Hldgs. Corp. Et Al
521053/19Mitchell v. American
United
511266/17Moreno-Chavez v.
Cantarero
516059/22 Nicolas v. Loverde
523213/19 Pompey v. 232 East 18th
St.
525576/22Rafiq v. Rodriguez
527122/19Ramos v. Acharya
514040/21Rhodes v. St. Johns USA
LLC Et Al
508665/19 Shveigerdt v. Aslam
502110/19 Sinclair v. Novator Mgt.
Inc.
503104/19 Sistrunk v. NYCTA

Phone 347-296-1642
Courtroom 359

CRIMINAL TERM

Part 1

Justice Hudson
Phone 347-296-1092
320 Jay Street
Room 20.11, 9:30 A.M.

Part 2

Justice Daniels-DePeyster
Phone 347-296-1449
320 Jay Street
Room 19.45, 9:30 A.M.

Part MD1

Justice D’Emic
Phone 347-296-1109
360 Adams Street
Room 15.21, 9:30 A.M.

Part DV
Justice D’Emic
Phone 347-296-1109
320 Jay Street
Room 15.21, 9:30 A.M.

Part TAP1
Justice Riviezzo
Phone 347-296-1113
320 Jay Street
Room 4.90, 9:30 A.M.

Part 5

Justice Riviezzo
Phone 347-296-1113
320 Jay Street
Room 4.90, 9:30 A.M.

Part 7

Justice DelGuidice
Phone 347-401-9268
320 Jay Street
Room 21.21, 9:30 A.M.

Part 9

Justice Quinones
Phone 347-296-1354
320 Jay Street
Room 19.36, 9:30 A.M.

Part 11/PTP

Justice Johnson
Phone 347-296-1804
320 Jay Street
Room 19.28, 9:30 A.M.

Part 12

Justice Rodriguez
Phone 347-296-1111
320 Jay Street
Room 21.58, 9:30 A.M.

Part 13

Justice Mangano
Phone 347-296-1094
320 Jay Street
Room 17.28, 9:30 A.M.

Part 14

Justice Riviezzo
Phone 347-296-1113
320 Jay Street
Room 4.90, 9:30 A.M.

Part 15

Justice Hecht
Phone 347-296-1952
320 Jay Street
Room 18.21, 9:30 A.M.

Part 16

Justice Leo
Phone 347-296-1274
320 Jay Street
Room 18.11, 9:30 A.M

Part 17

Justice LaPorte
Phone 347-296-1098
320 Jay Street
Room 17.21, 9:30 A.M.

Part 18

Justice Harrington
Phone 347-296-1812
320 Jay Street
Room 20.58, 9:30 A.M.

Part 19

Justice Chun
Phone 347-296-1574
320 Jay Street
Room 19.21, 9:30 A M

Part 21

Justice Cesare
Phone 347-296-1119
320 Jay Street
Room 19.58, 9:30 A.M.

Part AJ-TAP

Justice Konviser
Phone 347-296-1808
320 Jay Street
Room 21.11, 9:30 A.M.

Part 22

Justice Goldberg
Phone 347-296-1862
320 Jay Street
Room 20.36, 9:30 A.M.

Court Calendars
Continued On
Page 18
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING

LAWJOBS.COM When results matter 1) (ElfElor, Legal JoRabnkedSbEES

Contact: Carol Robertson Phone: 212.457.7850 Email: crobertson@alm.com

Attorney Attorney Attorney Attorney Attorney Attorney Attorney

LABOR AND EMPLOYMENT ATTORNEY

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL (AAG) - CIVIL & CRIMINAL DIVISION

Berchem Moses PC, a prominent Connecticut law firm with offices in Milford
and Westport, is actively recruiting candidates for the following position:
Labor and Employment Attorney- seasoned lawyer with substantial experience
in handling labor matters.

The Office of the Attorney General, Ministry of Justice, Republic of Palau, is seeking to fill two (2) positions. The first position is for an AAG who will handle work A minimum of 5 years collective bargaining experience required; public sector

in both the Civil and Criminal Divisions. The second position is for an AAG who will handle felony criminal prosecutions, working closely with the Bureau of Public experience preferred. o

, . ) o . . ) ) . Excellent presentation skills are necessary to be successful in this position.
Safety’s Narcotics Enforcement Unit and the Human Trafficking Unit, and the Financial Intelligence Unit (FIU). This position requires excellent writing, research, organization and
interpersonal skills. Applicants must be highly professional and self-motivated
with a desire to cultivate their individual practice while working as part of
a team. A strong academic background and outstanding references are
important considerations in selecting successful candidates.

ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL (AAG) — FELONY PROSECUTOR

LOCATION: Office of the Attorney General of the Republic of Palau Learn more about Palau at https://www.pristineparadisepalau.com/
QUALIFICATIONS: J.D. from an ABA accredited law school or a law degree from a law school accredited by the prevailing accrediting agency of the jurisdiction;

Active member in good standing of the bar (any jurisdiction), Please forward resume, in confidence, with salary requirements to:
Strong writing and analytical skills; motion practice, oral advocacy, Attorney Floyd Dugas
Minimum 10 years of litigation and trial experience, collegial, and well organized Berchem Moses PC

75 Broad Street, Milford, CT 06460

DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES: including but not limited to: The Office of the Attorney General, Ministry of Justice: fdugas@berchemmoses.com

e Provides legal advice and services to the Executive Branch of the national government of the Republic of Palau As directed by the Attorney General, the Civil

Division AAG will:
e Represent the Executive Branch, its ministries and officials in all civil litigation LITIGATION ATTORNEY

o Advise Ministries, Boards, and Commissions of the Executive Branch, including Ministry bureaus and divisions Berchem Moses PC, a prominent Connecticut law firm with offices in

e Draft and review contracts, grant and loan documents, legislation, and rules and regulations Milford and Westport, is actively recruiting candidates for the following
. . . . ) . ) ) ) L position:
. Pr.ov!de such legal advice and services as appropriate and directed by the Attqrngy Geﬂgrgl or her d§3|gnee, including representing the Republic in civil cases and Litigation Attorney - a lawyer with 5 o 10 years experience admitted
criminal cases as may be needed As directed by the Attorney General, the Criminal Division AAG will; to the state and federal courts. Insurance defense and trial experience
L . . ) A . . - . s L preferred.
° Reprgsent .the Bepubllc in all aspects of criminal prosecution, from investigation through appeal, including but not limited to prosecution of drug, human trafficking This position requires excellent presentation, writing, research,
and financial crimes cases. organization and interpersonal skills. Applicants must be highly
* Provide such legal advice and services as appropriate and directed by the Attorney General or her designee. professional and self- motivated with a desire to cultivate their individual
practice while working as part of a team. A strong academic background
TERM and BENEFITS: Two-year contract; recruitment and repatriation costs (which includes coach air fare and shipping of household goods and effects) will be and outstanding references are important considerations in selecting
paid for by the government; annual leave — max 208 hours accrued annually and sick leave — max 104 hours accrued annually; allowed to practice law in Palau successful candidates. o
) . Please forward resume, in confidence,
for 4 years without taking the Palau Bar Exam; LIVING IN PALAU! with salary requirements to:
POSITION TYPE: Full-time, 5 days/week. Work day 8am-5pm. 40-hour work week Attorney Richard J. Buturla
- ) Berchem Moses PC
HOW TO APPLY: Send your cover Ietter,_ resume, thr(_a_e writing samf)les, and th_ree letters of professional references to: 75 Broad Street, Milford, CT 06460
Ernestine K. Rengiil at: ekrengiils7@gmail.com. rbuturla@berchemmoses.com

Please place “Assistant Attorney General” in the subject line of your e-mail.
Applications will be reviewed on a rolling basis as we intend to fill the vacant positions as soon as possible.

Send any inquiries to the email address above or call +680 488-2481/2847.

EDUCATION LAW ASSOCIATE

COMPENSATION: $65,00.00 - $80,000.00 depending on experience Berchem Moses PC, a prominent Connectiout law firm with
offices in Milford and Westport, is actively recruiting candidates
for the following position: Education Law Associate - a lawyer

GLOBAL INSURANCE ASSOCIATE ATTORN EY with 1 to 3 years of experience preferred, with a strong academic
DEPARTMENT - ASSOCIATE background.
This position requires excellent research, writing, organization
Cozen 0’Connor’s New York City office seeks an associate with at least three years of experience to join 00ughl.| n.Mldllge &.Garland LI.'P’ aful! service Iaw firm with and |nterper§ona| skills. Applicants must be highly professional
o ) . . . o a sophisticated national and international practice, seeks and self-motivated.
the firm’s renowned Global Insurance Department. The ideal candidate will have experience analyzing first A iate At ith i ) »
party property insurance coverage and preparing coverage opinions. In addition to counseling clients with Ssoclate Atlorneys with insurance coverage experience Please forward resume, writing sample and references,
respect to coverage matters, the candidate will be representing clients in insurance coverage litigation in to work in our Insurance Services Group handling a wide in confidence, to:
both state and federal court. The ideal candidate will have taken and defended depositions, represented variety of insurance coverage litigation matters and disputes. Firm Administrator
clients in courtroom proceedings, and handled all aspects of motion practice. Strong research and writing Candidates should have experience, commensurate with Berchem Moses P.C
skills and excellent academic credentials are required. Admission to NY required and NJ preferred. their years, litigating in New Jersey and{qr New York st‘ate 75 Broad Street, Milford, CT 06460
Cozen 0’Connor is an internationally recognized leader in the area of insurance coverage and claims. and federal courts. Excellent research, writing and analytical jkrouzil@berchemmoses.com
With more than 100 dedicated coverage attorneys in 15 offices, our coverage team handles complex skills also required.
matters for insurance industry clients across the United States and around the world. The firm represents Positions offer excellent opportunity for growth, competitive
primary and excess insurers, reinsurers, third-party administrators, managing general agents, insurance salary (exact compensation may vary based on skill set,
Ibrolfers and agenlts, and ingependent adjustment companies. Collectively, our attorneys have experience expe?,ie(nce and wc?rk location); :alaryyrange - exclusive of REAL ESTATE ATTORNEY
in virtually every line of business. bonus $110,000 - $160,00. Excellent benefits including a Sorchom Moses PG ot Comesiout fa i it ofces
Gozen 0"Connor is an Equal Opportunity Employer. All qualified applicants will receive consideration hybrid on-site / remote work schedule and a “4 week work M?G;?gﬂ do\f\?esstpoétaisprsgil\?;;] reé)rnuri]t?r(w:glcganz\ilﬁviatler};n f\grl ouor ;\jﬁfs():g
Gz, el s, iy o vtran Sts, soxal arenaton,gencer anty or prss, | | | O™ YeAere” progam. i for o oloing ps:
genetic information o any other prohiited basis: Canvlidates (principals only) should emal cover etter cxprience. handing. resiental and commercial mansectons, The
Self-Apply Link: and resume in confidence to: position offers an excellent opportunity to assume significant client
https://selfapply.cozen.com/viRecruitSelfApply/ReDefault.aspx?FilterREID=27&FilterJobCat Careers@cmg.law or responsibility and hands-on experience in a collaborafive, collegial and
egorylD=2&FilterJobID=319 o team-oriented work er]V|ronment..Cand|dates must posses; knowledge
Careers at Coughlin Midlige & Garland LLP of real estate law, closing mechanics and a strong work ethic. Must also
350 Mt. Kemble Ave. PO Box 1917 be highly motivated and have the ability to work both independently and
. as part of a larger team.
LITIGATION ASSOCIATE (2_4 YE ARS) Morristown, New Jersey 07962 Please forward resumel, writing samp!e and references in confidence,
with salary requirement to:

Busy boutique law firm seeking a litigation associate with 2-4 years of experience. Our firm practices nghedmmh;ll;f(:;a;%r

in both New York and Connecticut and specializes in diverse areas of litigation, including health law, PLAINTIFF’S PERSONAL INJURY ATTORNEY 75 Broad Street, Milford, CT 06460
managed care, family law, commercial litigation, business law, construction law, real estate, land jkrouzil@berchemmoses.com
use, and probate. A collaborative and close-knit team, we offer new attorneys the unique opportunity

Plaintiff's Personal Injury firm seeking 3 - 5 years

to build and create their own practice with the support and assistance of experienced counsel. . . .
. . oW D ppor N P experienced attorney to work up cases from inception Request for Proposals ‘ Request for Proposals
The ideal candidate will be eager to learn and grow in the position, both a self-starter and team i ) , , ,
player, solid research and writing skills, and excellent attention to detail. Supportive work/life {0 trial. Manhattan (Murray Hil). Trial exper@nce IS nqt BATTERY PARK CITY AUTHORITY
balance. Compensation commensurate with experience. mandatory. Must be very competent, organized, detail
This full-time position includes a full benefits package. Candidates must either be admitted to the oriented, be able to make and keep deadlines, able
CT and NY bars, or eligible for admission to both bars. to multi- task. Experienced in taking and defending CONTRACT OPPORTUNITY — LEGAL SERVICES
Qualified candidates should send resumes to: depositions, discovery, drafting motions and pleadings, ;EfSE:rﬁe% fﬁgk@g @gi“g{;yte@gﬁ)c i li‘;g'r'ﬁlfsem Ah“;:‘;xyrg;iﬁg
careers@butlertibbetts.com. legal research, court appearances. Familiarity with proposals. from law firms and individual practitioners to provide legal
Learn more at: butlertibbetts.com. Municipa| / Transit cases a p|usl representation to BPCA.

In particular, BPCA seeks proposals from proposers with demonstrable

Please send resume to: expertise in one or more of the following areas of law (including, in each
IN WHAT PRACTICES ARE YOUR COMPETITORS GROWING? instance, litigation capabilities): (1) land use; (2) construction; (3) labor
ARoth@RothandRothLaw.com an employment; (4) municipal/government entity representation; (5) real

estate and landlord/tenant; (6) environmental; (7) public finance; and (8)
Ask Legal Compass: at.alm.com/legalcompass general litigation (other than personal injury litigation).
The Request for Proposals and incorporated
documents can be found here:
https://bpca.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/
uploads/2022/12/09111252/BPCA-Legal-Services-RFP.pdf
Minority-Owned Business Enterprises (“MBE”), Women-Owned Business
Enterprises (“WBE”) and Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned Business
Enterprises (“SDVOB”) are encouraged to submit Proposals.

Please note that the deadline to submit proposals is
January 13, 2023.

ALM_ Intelligence

TO PLACE, CORRECT OR CANCEL CLASSIFIED ADS: DEADLINES:
L A S S I F I E D Contact: Carol Robertson Line Ads: Tuesday thrqugh Friday ed.itions:
Phone: 212 457 7850 11:00 AM on(? flay pl’l.Ol’ to publication
INFORMATION E i @al Monday edition: Friday 12:00 Noon
-mail: crobertson@alm.com Display Ads: 11:00 AM two days prior to publication
Monday thru Friday 8:30 AM to 5:30 PM CONFIDENTIAL BOX NUMBER REPLIES:
Nwm 'Hlﬂfk gam Ejummal A sales representative will confirm receipt. You may respond to ads with Box numbers using any method below:
ERROR RESPONSIBILITY NOTE E-mail your resume to:
WWWl'lyl] .com Please check your ad the first day it appears. All ads placed by telephone are read back NYLJobs@alm.com (indicate box# in subject)
for verification of copy content. In the event of New York Law Journal error, we are Fax .
. . - . - your resume to:
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. 646-822-5028 (indicate box # on cover sheet)
An Integrated Media Company New York Law Journal reserves the right to edit, reject, cancel or correctly classify any ad. Please do not enclose writing samples unless specifically requested.
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Office/Professional Space

Offices for Rent Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

Offices for Rent

40 FULTON STREET
DOWNTOWN MANHATTAN- GREAT LOCATION

Worried about Covid?? Work from large outdoor terrace
all day long.

3- 4 Offices (Available now. They will go shortly. Large Rooms
With Good Light Very Large Outdoor Terrace Shared Legal Office
Space With Use Of Reception Area, Conference Rooms + Pantry.
This is a great opportunity for a small law firm or solo
practitioner to obtain “plug and play” space in another firm.
Move right in today and be in business in a building that has a
fantastic corporate image for your firm.

This is a Class-A Building (Vornado) near the South Street
Seaport with a fabulous marble lobby and high speed elevators.
Great security - great image. Share law office space with a
boutique size personal injury firm where the full time professional
receptionist will greet your visitors, and sort your mail.

The large reception area is immediately off of the elevators,
and double glass doors lead from the waiting area to the large
conference room which is generously decorated with original
artwork.

The phone system is in place - just bring your own lines, and
the subtenants can also use the pantry and office equipment
as required.

The space has a 2nd large conference room that leads
to an amazing outdoor terrace that is huge - overlooking
the Brooklyn Bridge and the East River There is good
signage available in the elevator lobby and on the front
door so the subtenant can have good identification. Great
views and light.

Reasonably priced Please call:
212-385-1444 or email: info@kdslawfirm.com
Ask for Jackie or Lanika.

LEXINGTON BETWEEN 50™ AND 51°T

Multiple offices and workstation; both windowed and interior.
Furnished or not. COVID protocols.
Immediate availability.
All amenities. Virtual offices available. Perfect downsize option.
Please call 212-557-2655

Please also visit: https://workspaces-nyc.com/

33”0 STREET, BETWEEN 5™ AND 6™

Offices for rent in Law Office suite. New Construction. Offices starting at $1500,
per month, including utilities and conference room. No additional charges.
Virtual space, with conference room use for $500 per month also available.

Contact Mike: 212-858-0503

Office for Rent
New Jersey

Office for Rent
New Jersey

Office for Rent
New Jersey

OFFICE SPACE FOR RENT

Westwood, NJ

Fully set up, newly renovated law office — perfect for main or satellite office.
1 — 5 large, newly renovated, windowed offices available -- new furniture
or unfurnished; additional work stations/bullpen area; file space; shared
conference room, waiting area and kitchenette. Utilities included. Ground floor
entrance and off-street parking. Quiet but central location (near post office,
starbucks, etc.)
Call or email Linda for additional information, including price sheet:
(551) 254-6149
Lsoza@consumeprotection.net

Office for Rent
Westchester

Office for Rent
Westchester

OFFICE SPACE ELMSFORD, WESTCHESTER

Furnished windowed office available in prime Elmsford
location off 287. Paralegal desk available also.
Contact:
mwilliams@msssv.com

LEXINGTON & 40™ STREET

(GRAND CENTRAL AREA)

Central Terminal.

OFFER!

1-2 multi-windowed offices with work stations available.
We are located in a great location two blocks from Grand

The offices are in a bright and modern suite with
additional offices in the suite occupied by attorneys,
accountants and other professionals.

Amenities include receptionist to answer phones, take
messages and greet clients, 2 conference rooms,
2 copiers, kitchen, full service, 24/7 security building.
File space available. Furnished a possibility.

Come see the space. You will love it. MAKE US AN

Contact David Meyrowitz at:

212-686-3300,
Ext 204

299 BROADWAY

15°x18’ office, suitable for 1/2 attorneys,
suite of civil and criminal attorneys,
stepsto all courts. All offers considered.

Please call
347-907-3470

Follow us on Twitter @NYLawJournal

Legal Experts and Services

Investigators

Investigators

MISSING PEOPLE TRACED
RESOURCEFULLY

CHARLES ERIC GORDON, ESQ.
INVESTIGATIVE COUNSEL

Emphasis on Difficult and Unusual
Cases and Long Term Absentees.
Consult me when others have failed.

185 Froehlich Farm Blvd.
Woodbury, NY 11797

516.433.5065
sleuth32@aol.com

Services to Attorneys Only
Member: Society of Professional Investigators

World Association of Detectives

NYS Academy of Trial Lawyers

Paralegals

Paralegals

PARALEGAL

enjoyable place to work.

timeline, line up experts), etc.
This is an in office position.

to come.
Can’t wai to meet with you!

Manhattan (Murray Hill) Plaintiff’s Personal Injury firm looking
for an experienced (5+ years) paralegal to work on cases
from intake through trial prep. Bilingual English/Spanish. We
are a smaller firm looking for someone to join our team at an

We are down to earth, not stuffy. As like most firms, there’s a lot
of work to do, but it's manageable. No late hours. No weekends.
MUST have experience. Must be able to hit the ground running.
Must be able to sign up a case, process No-Fault, do internet
searches for defendant info., draft Notices of Claim, draft
Summons and Complaint, draft discovery documents, have a
good telephone persona, be responsible for your own tasks
through to completion, be organized, be able to complete all
trial preparation exchanges (3101, 4532, subpoenas, medical

We are working from our office in Manhattan, not from home.
We are looking for a candidate who will stay with us for years

Please send resume to:
ARoth@RothandRothLaw.com

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Invenergy Stor-
age Development LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 12/14/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 11/22/13.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St. Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, Y

10005. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
0000637324 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Kawa Private
Investments, LLC. Authori-
ty filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 11/16/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 4/8/21.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St. Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
0000637326 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Nucor Logis-
tics LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/14/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 9/8/22. SSNY is des-
ignated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St. Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,
NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637330 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of INFLUENTZ
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/2/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 1/11/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637323 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Hometap Equi-
ty SPV, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/9/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 11/14/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637322 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION OF LPI A-S USA,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 12/13/22. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Kentucky (XKY)
on 12/01/17. Princ. office of
LLC: 48 Wall St., Ste. 1100,
NY, NY 10005. 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.
Cert. of Form. filed with
Michael G. Adams, Secy. of
State, 700 Capital Ave., Ste.
152, Frankfort, KY 40601.
Purpose: Any lawful activity.
0000637250 de22 th ja26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Freedom War-
ranty LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 11/17/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Tennessee
(TN) on 9/29/16. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
TN address of LLC: 117 Lee
Parkway Dr., Chattanooga,
TN 37421. Cert. of Forma-
tion filed with TN Secy of
State, 312 Rosa L. Parks
Ave, Fl. 6, William R.
Snodgrass Tower, Nash-
ville, TN 37243. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,
NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637319 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION OF
DREAMSALLINONE, LLC
Appl. for Auth. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/12/22. Office location:
NY County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 09/07/21.
Princ. office of LLC: 428 W.
53rd St., Unit 102, NY, NY
10019. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to c/o Corporation
Service 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 Jeffrey W. Bullock, DE
Secy. of State, John G.
Townsend Bldg., 401
Federal St., Ste. 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: Owns
real estate.
0000637235 de22 th ja26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of First
Manhattan Management
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/2/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 11/2/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 399 Park
Ave, NY, NY 10022. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637317 d22-Th j26

NOTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of

First
Manhattan Securities LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Secy of State (SSNY) on 12/
2/22. Office location: New
York County. LLC formed
in Delaware (DE) on 11/
2/22. SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 399 Park Ave,
NY, NY 10022. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637316 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of First
Manhattan Co. LLC. The
fictitious name is: First
Manhattan RIA LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 12/2/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 8/3/22.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 399 Park Ave,
NY, NY 10022. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,

DE 19901. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637315 d22-Th j26

otice of Formation of

IRC of New York City,
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/09/22. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 1550 W. McEwen Dr.,
Ste. 600, Franklin, TN
37067. 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. Pur-
pose: Renal dialysis.
0000636872De 22 Th Ja 26

otice of Formation of
SGN NY 126TH LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/12/22. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: 121 Tweed Blvd,,
Nyack, NY 10960. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to Sunil
CPA, PC, 838
, Ste. 201, Iselin,
Purpose: Any
lawful activity .
0000636867 De 22 Th Ja 26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of EDX Markets
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/7/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 3/30/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
0000637314 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Clinton PB 27
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/9/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 12/8/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful
activity.
0000637313 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of BP Getzville
Campus LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 11/29/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 11/22/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,
NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
d22-Th j26

0000637308

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of CHANGE
HEALTHCARE COMMU-
NICATIONS, LLC. Authori-
ty filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 11/30/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 10/31/06.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637312 d22-Th j26
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CITATIONS NY

CITATIONS NY

CITATIONS NY

SALES

ROBATE CITATION

File No. 2022-2812
SURROGATE’S COURT -
NEW YORK COUNTY
CITATION
THE PEOPLE OF THE
STATE OF NEW YORK,
By the Grace of God Free
and Independent
TO Joe Doe 1 and John Doe
2, actual names unknown,
being the issue of Ushitaro
Hinata, the decedent’s ma-
ternal uncle, if living and if
dead, to their heirs at law,
next of kin and distribu-
tees whose names and pla-
ces of residence are un-
known and if they died sub-
sequent to the decedent
herein, to their executors,

administrators, legatees,
devisees, assignees and
successors in interest

whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and to all other heirs at
law, next of kin and distrib-
utees of Tatsuji Namba, the
decedent herein, whose
names and places of resi-
dence are unknown and
cannot, after diligent in-
quiry, be ascertained;
Hiroaki Okitsu, Motoko
Murashima, Ikuko Wada,
Harumi Nakamura, Teruko
Matsuyama, Public Admin-
istrator of the County of
New York

An amended petition hav-
ing been duly filed by
NAKAKO TAYLOR, who is
domiciled at 525 Audubon
Avenue (Apt. #1604), New
York, NY 10040

YOU ARE HEREBY CITED
TO SHOW CAUSE before
the Surrogate’s Court,
NEW YORK County, at 31
Chambers Street, New
York, on January 30th,
2023, at 9:30 o’clock in the
FORE noon of that day,
why a decree should not be
made in the estate of
TATSUJI NAMBA lately
domiciled at 525 Audubon
Avenue (Apt. #1404), New
York, NY 10040 admitting
to probate a Will dated
June 8, 2021, (Codicil(s) dat-
ed a copy of which is at-
tached, as the Will of
TATSUJI NAMBA de-
ceased, relating to real and
personal property, and di-
recting that

[X 1 Letters Testamentary
issue to: NAKAKO
TAYLOR

[ 1 Letters of Trusteeship is-
sue to:

[ 1 Letters of Administra-
tion c.t.a. issue to

(State any further relief re-
quested)

*To all Parties: No in per-
son appearances shall be
made at the return date. If
you wish to object to this
matter, you may do so in
writing in accordance with
the annexed New York
County Surrogate’s Court
Notice to the Cited Parties
HON. Rita Mella

Surrogate

Diana Sanabria

Chief Clerk

Dated, Attested and Sealed
December 8th, 2022
Stephanie Graff Newman
Attorney for Petitioner
212-371-9400

Telephone Number

70 E. 55th Street, 19th
Floor, New York, NY 10022
Address of Attorney
sgnewman@meltzerlippe.
com

E-mail Address of Attorney
[NOTE; This citation is
served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are nol
required to appear. If you
fail to appear it will be as-
sumed you do not object to
the relief requested. You
have a right to have an at-
torney appear for you.]
SURROGATE’S COURT OF
THE COUNTY OF NEW
YORK

31 CHAMBERS STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10007
(646)386-5800

NOTICE TO CITED PAR-
TIES

You have been served with
a citation for a matter that
is scheduled to be heard at
a New York County Surro-
gate’s Court calendar.
Please be advised that pur-
suant to Governor Andrew
Cuomo’s Executive Orders
and Chief Administrative
Judge Lawrence Marks’
Administrative Orders now
in effect in response to the
COVID-19 pandemic, this
court is serving the public
and court users primarily
through virtual or electron-
ic appearances; in-person
appearances are limited at
this time.

The citation that you have
received contains a return
date. Please do not appear
in the courthouse on that
date. The following choices
are available to you:

— If you do not object to the
relief requested, you do
not need to contact the
court or do anything else.

— If you do object to the re-
lief sought on the citation,
you or your lawyer must
send a document to the
court signed by you or your
lawyer indicating that:

1. You object to the relief
or you are requesting dis-
covery; OR

2. You are requesting the
opportunity to appear in
person or by using Skype
for Business or by tele-
phone conference; OR

3. You are requesting an
adjournment to consult
with or retain counsel.

Your written response
must be received by the
court three (3) business

days before the return date
and must include either an
email address or telephone
number, or both, where you
or your lawyer can be
reached during business
hours. Your communica-
tion to the court may be
sent by email to: Probate_G
eneral@nycourts.gov or by
mail addressed to the Pro-
bate Department of this
court at the address listed
above. The attorney for the
petitioner must be copied
in your communication.

If your written communica-
tion to the court indicates
that you would like to pro-
ceed as described in
choice number 1 above,
your case may be referred
to a court attorney-referee
for a conference. The case
will be adjourned to a fu-
ture date, if you request
the opportunity to appear
in person or by electronic
means or to consult or re-
tain counsel (choices num-
ber 2 and 3).

If you do not contact the
court by the date on the ci-
tation, the record will re-
flect that you do not object
to the relief requested.

If an attorney plans to ap-
pear on your behalf, he or
she must file a Notice of

Appearance. This Notice
may be filed by mail ad-
dressed to the Probate De-
partment of this court at
the address listed above or
through the e-filing system
(NYSCEF), at WWW.
nycourts.gov/efile.

If you have questions about
responding to the citation,
you may contact the Pro-
bate Department at Probat
e_General@nycourts.gov.
Please note that court staff
are prohibited from giving
legal advice but they are
available to answer any
question about procedure.
The Probate Department of
the New York County Sur-
rogate’s Court

0000635782 d15-Th j5

ROBATE CITATION -

File No. 2021-1473 -
SURROGATE’S COURT -
NEW YORK COUNTY - CI-
TATION - THE PEOPLE
OF THE STATE OF NEW
YORK, By the Grace of God
Free and Independent - TO
John Doe and/or Jane Doe,
actual names unknown, be-
ing the issue of Richard
Lorentz, pre-deceased ma-
ternal uncle, Eckhard
Reimer, Hannelore Lor-
entz, if living and if dead,
to their heirs at law, next
of kin and distributees
whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and if they died subse-
quent to the decedent
herein, to their executors,

administrators, legatees,
devisees, assignees and
successors in interest

whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and to all other heirs at
law, next of kin and distrib-
utees of Dorit Greenspoon,
the decedent herein,
whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and cannot, after diligent
inquiry, be ascertained;
Lore Burgey Werleaden,
Public Administrator of
the County of New York - A
petition having been duly
filed by Narciza E. Gacevic,
who is domiciled at 5
Nottinghill Court,
Manalapan, NJ 07723

YOU ARE HEREBY CITED
TO SHOW CAUSE before
the Surrogate’s Court,
NEW YORK County, at 31
Chambers Street, New
York, on January 30th,
2023, at 9:30 o’clock in the
FORE noon of that day,
why a decree should not be
made in the estate of Dorit
Greenspoon lately domi-
ciled at 360 East 72nd
Street, Apt. A900, New
York, New York 10021 ad-
mitting to probate a Will
dated February 13,
2019,(Codicil(s) dated, a
copy of which is attached,
as the Will of Dorit
Greenspoon deceased, re-
lating to real and personal
property, and directing
that

[X] Letters
issue to:
Gacevic

[ 1 Letters of Trusteeship is-
sue to:

[ 1 Letters of Administra-
tion c.t.a. issue to

(State any further relief re-
quested)

*To all Parties: No in per-
son appearances shall be
made at the return date. If
you wish to object to this
matter, you may do so in
writing in accordance with
the annexed New York
County Surrogate’s Court
Notice to the Cited Parties
HON. Rita Mella

Surrogate

Diana Sanabria

Chief Clerk

December 8th, 2022

Dated, Attested and Sealed
Charles B. Baron,
McLaughlin & Stern LLP
Attorney for Petitioner
(212) 448-1100

Telephone Number

260 Madison Avenue, New
York, New York 10016
Address of Attorney
cbaron@meclaughlinstern.
com

E-mail Address of Attorney
[NOTE: This citation is
served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are nol
required to appear. If you
fail to appear it will be as-
sumed you do not object to
the relief requested. You
have a right to have an at-
torney appear for you.]
SURROGATE’S COURT OF
THE COUNTY OF NEW
YORK

31 CHAMBERS STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10007

(646) 386-5800

NOTICE TO CITED PAR-
TIES

You have been served with
a citation for a matter that
is scheduled to be heard at
a New York County Surro-
gate’s Court calendar.
Please be advised that pur-
suant to Governor Andrew
Cuomo’s Executive Orders
and Chief Administrative
Judge Lawrence Marks’
Administrative Orders now
in effect in response to the
COVID-19 pandemic, this
court is serving the public
and court users primarily
through virtual or electron-
ic appearances; in-person
appearances are limited at
this time.

The citation that you have
received contains a return
date. Please do not appear
in the courthouse on that
date. The following choices
are available to you:

— If you do not object to the
relief requested, you do
not need to contact the
court or do anything else.

— If you do object to the re-
lief sought on the citation,
you or your lawyer must
send a document to the
court signed by you or your
lawyer indicating that:

1. You object to the relief
or you are requesting dis-
covery; OR

2. You are requesting the
opportunity to appear in
person or by using Skype
for Business or by tele-
phone conference; OR

3. You are requesting an
adjournment to consult
with or retain counsel.
Your written response
must be received by the
court three (3) business
days before the return date
and must include either an
email address or telephone
number, or both, where you
or your lawyer can be
reached during business
hours. Your communica-
tion to the court may be
sent by email to: Probate_G
eneral@nycourts.gov or by
mail addressed to the Pro-
bate Department of this
court at the address listed
above. The attorney for the
petitioner must be copied
in your communication.

If your written communica-
tion to the court indicates
that you would like to pro-
ceed as described in
choice number 1 above,
your case may be referred
to a court attorney-referee
for a conference. The case
will be adjourned to a fu-
ture date, if you request
the opportunity to appear
in person or by electronic
means or to consult or re-
tain counsel (choices num-
ber 2 and 3).

If you do not contact the

Testamentary
Narciza E.

court by the date on the ci-
tation, the record will re-
flect that you do not object
to the relief requested.

If an attorney plans to ap-
pear on your behalf, he or
she must file a Notice of
Appearance. This Notice
may be filed by mail ad-
dressed to the Probate De-
partment of this court at
the address listed above or
through the e-filing system
(NYSCEP), at WWW.
nycourts.gov/efile.

If you have questions about
responding to the citation,
you may contact the Pro-
bate Department at Probat
e_General@nycourts.gov.
Please note that court staff
are prohibited from giving
legal advice but they are
available to answer any
question about procedure.
The Probate Department of
the New York County Sur-
rogate’s Court

0000635785 d15-Th j5

FOUNDATIONS

THE ANNUAL RETURN
OF The Robert K. Steel
Family Foundation for the
fiscal year ended April 30,
2022 is available at its prin-
cipal office located at 100

Coliseum Drive, Cohoes,
NY 12047 for inspection
during regular business

hours by any citizen who
requests it within 180 days
hereof. Principal Manager
of the Foundation is Har-
riet and Robert Steel

0000637171 d22

LIQUOR LICENSES

OTICE IS HEREBY giv-

en that a license, num-
ber 1354510, has been ap-
plied for by Regal Cinemas
Inc to sell beer and wine at
retail in a “tavern” (movie
theatre) under the Alcohol-
ic Beverage Control Law at
33 LeCount Place, New
Rochelle, NY 10801 for on-
premises consumption.
0000636161 d15-Th d22

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Millennium
New Horizons II, L.P. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 4/14/22.
Office location: New York
County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 4/8/22.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LP: 1209 Orange St, Wil-
mington, DE 19801. List of
names and addresses of all
general partners available
from SSNY. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, Y
10005. Cert. of Limited
Partnership filed with DE
Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-
t

y.
0000637328 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of FMC Group
Holdings LP. The fictitious
name is FMC Group Hold-
ings L.P. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/2/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LP formed in Delaware
(DE) on 8/3/22. SSNY is des-
ignated as agent of LP
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 399
Park Ave, NY, NY 10022.
DE address of LP: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. List of names and
addresses of all general
partners available from
SSNY. Cert. of Limited
Partnership filed with DE
Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.
0000637318 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ACORE Capital
Mortgage, LP. The ficti-
tious name is ACORE Capi-
tal Mortgage, L.P. Authori-
ty filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 12/5/22. Of-
fice location: New York
County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 6/25/20.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LP: 1209 Orange St, Wil-
mington, DE 19801. List of
names and addresses of all
general partners available
from SSNY. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Cert. of Limited
Partnership filed with DE
Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.
0000637307 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 700 Eighth Re-
tail Owner LP. The ficti-
tious name is 700 Eighth
Retail Owner L.P. Authori-
ty filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 12/8/22. Of-
fice location: New York
County. LP formed in
Delaware (DE) on 8/19/15.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LP upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LP: 1209 Orange St, Wil-
mington, DE 19801. List of
names and addresses of all
general partners available
from SSNY. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Cert. of Limited
Partnership filed with DE
Secy of State, 401 Federal
St, Ste 4, Dover, DE 19901.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.

0000637305 d22-Th j26
otice of Qual. of PALLA-
DIUM HERITAGE

(PARALLEL) FUND, L.P.
Auth. filed with SSNY on 1
2/19/2022. Office location:
New York. LLC formed in
DE on 11/28/2022. SSNY
desg. as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY mail
process to: 3411 SILVER-
SIDE ROAD, TATNALL
BUILDING #104 WILMING-
TON, DE 19810. Arts. of
Org. filed with DE SOS.
Townsend Bldg. Dover, DE
19901. Any lawful purpose.

0000637219 De 22 Th Ja 26

Reach your peers to generate referral business

LAWYER
TO

LAWYER

For information, contact
Sonya Nutter at 973.854.2929
or B-mail snutter @alm.com

CITATION

ROBATE CITATION -

SURROGATE’S COURT
- NEW YORK COUNTY -
File No. 2021-3174
THE PEOPLE OF THE
STATE OF NEW YORK, By
the Grace of God Free and
Independent
TO: Elizabeth Lineberry
Wadum, Laura Linebrry
Pieratt, Timothy Hole,
Elizabeth Hole Coblentz,
Mary Patricia Hole, Cath-
erine Boon Johnson, Jan-
ice Boon Jackson, Margaret
Boone Sutton, Malcolm
Robert Boone, Public Ad-
ministrator of the County
of New York, and To Hugh
Stanley Hole, Jr. if living
and if dead, to his heirs at
law, next of kin and distrib-
utees whose names and
places of residence are un-
known and if he died sub-
sequent to the decedent
herein, to his executors,
administrators, legatees,
devisees, assignees and
successors in interest
whose names and places of
residence are unknown
and to all other heirs at
law, next of kin and distrib-
utees of Judith Hole a/k/s
Judith Hole Surrat, the de-
cedent herein, whose and
names and places of resi-
dence are unknown and
cannot, after due diligent
inquiry, be ascertained.
An amended petition hav-
ing been duly filed by Ben-
jamin Tate Suratt, who is
domiciled at 6 Deer Cross-
ing Lane, Essex VT 05452
and Daniel Kennedy
Suratt, who is domiciled at
105 Belgo Road, Lakeville,
CT 06039.
YOU ARE HEREBY CITED
TO SHOW CAUSE before
the Surrogate’s Court, New
York County, at 31 Cham-
bers Street, New York,
New York, on January 30th,
2023, at 9:30 o’clock in the
forenoon of that day, why a
decree should not be made
in the estate of Judith
Hole, aka Judith Hole
Suratt lately domiciled at
149 West 93rd Street, Apt.
2, New York, New York
10025, United States admit-
ting to probate a Will dated
March 19, 2012, a copy of
which is attached, as the
Will of Judith Hole de-
ceased, relating to real and
personal property, and di-
recting that: Letters Testa-
mentary issue to Benjamin
Tate Suratt and Daniel
Kennedy Suratt.
**To all Parties: No in per-
son appearances shall be
made at the return date. If
you wish to object to this
matter, you may do so in
writing in accordance with
the annexed New York
County Surrogate’s Court
Notice to the Cited Parties.
Dated, Attested and
Sealed, December 8th, 2022

HON. Rita Mella, Surro-
gate
Diane Sanabria, Chief
Clerk
Kenneth R. Haas, Print

Name of Attorney

Law Offices of Kenneth R.
Haas, PC, Firm Name

3010 Westchester Avenue,
Suite 302, Purchase, New
York 10577, Address

(212) 302-6511, Telephone
Kennethrhaas@gmail.com,
Email

NOTE: This citation is
served upon you as re-
quired by law. You are not
required to appear. If you
fail to appear it will be as-
sumed you do not object to
the relief requested. You
have a right to have an at-
torney appear for you.
0000636070 d15-Th j5

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, WILMINGTON

SAVINGS FUND SOCIETY,
FSB, DBA CHRISTIANA
TRUST, AS OWNER OF
THE RESIDENTIAL
CREDIT OPPORTUNITIES
TRUST V, Plaintiff, vs.
MIGDALIA GARAY, ET
AL., Defendant(s).

Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale and
Decision + Order on Motion
duly entered on July 9,
2021 and a Decision + Or-
der on Motion duly entered
on April 22, 2022, I, the un-
dersigned Referee will sell
at public auction on the
portico of the New York
County Courthouse, 60
Centre Street, New York,
NY 10007 on January 25,
2023 at 2:15 p.m., premises
known as 475 West 140th
Street, New York, NY
10031. All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land,
with the buildings and im-
provements thereon erect-
ed, situate, lying and being
in the Borough of
Manhattan, County, City
and State of New York,
Block 2057 and Lot 30. Ap-
proximate amount of judg-
ment is $1,703,169.68 plus
interest and costs. Prem-
ises will be sold subject to
provisions of filed Judg-
ment Index #850248/2015.
COVID-19 safety protocols
will be followed at the
foreclosure sale.

Mark McKew, Esq., Referee
Friedman Vartolo LLP, 85
Broad Street, Suite 501,
New York, New York 10004,
Attorneys for Plaintiff.
Firm File No. 190401-1
0000635435 d22-Th j12

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF NEW
YORK U.S. Bank Trust, N.
A., as Trustee for LSF9
Master Participation Trust,
Plaintiff AGAINST
Michele Hipshman Zar; et
al., Defendant(s)
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered May 9, 2016 I, the
undersigned Referee will
sell at public auction at the
Portico of the New York
County Courthouse, 60
Centre St, New York, NY
10007 on January 11, 2023
at 2:15PM, premises known
as 80 Park Avenue, Unit 2L,
New York, NY 10016. All
that certain plot piece or
parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments erected, situate, ly-
ing and being in the Bor-
ough of Manhattan, City,
County, and State of New
York, Block 868 Lot 1216.
Approximate amount of
judgment $459,906.09 plus
interest and costs. Prem-
ises will be sold subject to
provisions of filed Judg-
ment Index# 810027- 12.
The auction will be con-
ducted pursuant to the
COVID-19 Policies Con-
cerning Public Auctions of
Foreclosed Property estab-
lished by the First Judicial
District.
Arthur W. Greig, Esq., Ref-
eree
LOGS Legal Group LLP f/
k/a Shapiro, DiCaro &
Barak, LLC
Attorney(s) for the Plaintiff
175 Mile Crossing Boule-
vard Rochester, New York
14624 (877) 430-4792
Dated: July 15, 2022
0000633739 d8-Th d29

NOTICE OF SALE

S UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, U.S. BANK
NATIONAL ASSOCIA-

TION, AS TRUSTEE, SUC-
CESSOR IN INTEREST TO
BANK OoF AMERICA,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
AS TRUSTEE AS SUCCES-
SOR BY MERGER TO
LASALLE BANK,
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
AS TRUSTEE FOR WAMU

MORTGAGE PASS-
THROUGH CERTIFI-
CATES SERIES 2007-OAS5,
Plaintiff,

VS.
VIATCHESLAV
GREBENIUK, ET AL.,
Defendant(s).

Pursuant to a Decision and
Order on Motion, Judgment
of Foreclosure and Sale
duly entered on October
24, 2019, a Decision and Or-
der on Motion duly entered
on May 26, 2022 and a Deci-
sion and Order on Motion
duly entered on July 11,
2022, I, the wundersigned
Referee will sell at public
auction on the portico of
the New York County
Courthouse, 60 Centre
Street, New York, NY on
January 11, 2023 at 2:15 p.
m., premises known as 635
West 42nd Street, Unit
#18E, New York, NY 10036.
All that certain plot, piece
or parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, sit-
uate, lying and being in the
Borough of Manhattan,
City, County and State of
New York, Block 1090 and
Lot 1178 together with an
undivided 0.15384 percent
interest in the Common El-
ements. Approximate
amount of judgment is $929
,785.71 plus interest and
costs. Premises will be sold
subject to provisions of
filed Judgment Index # 810
149/2011. COVID-19 safety
protocols will be followed
at the foreclosure sale.
Matthew D. Hunter
Esq., Referee

Eckert Seamans Cherin &

II1,

Mellott, LLC, 10 Bank
Street, Suite 700, White
Plains, New York 10606,

Attorneys for Plaintiff
0000629273 d8-Th d29

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT - COUN-

TY OF RICHMOND
BANK OF NEW YORK, AS
TRUSTEE FOR THE CER-
TIFICATEHOLDERS
CWMBS, INC. CHL MORT-
GAGE PASS-THROUGH
TRUST 2006-OA5 MORT-
GAGE PASS-THROUGH
CERTIFICATES, SERIES
2006-OA5, Plaintiff -against-
LINDA LEHMANN, ANTHO-
NY LEHMANN, et al
Defendant(s). Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure
and Sale dated February
13, 2009 and entered on
February 26, 2009, I, the
undersigned Referee will
sell at public auction at the
Richmond County Supreme
Court located outside the
front entrance of 26
Central Avenue, Staten
Island, NY on January 12,
2023 at 2:00 p.m. premises
situate, lying and being in
the Borough of Staten
Island, County of
Richmond, City and State
of New York, bounded and
described as follows: BE-
GINNING at the corner
formed by the intersection
of the northerly side of
Clinton Street and the
Easterly side of Brewster
Street 72 feet; being a plot
72 feet by 31 feet 6 inches
by 72 feet by 31 feet 6 in-
ches. The Foreclosure
Sale will be conducted in
accordance with 13th Judi-
cial District’s COVID-19
Policies and Foreclosure
Auction Rules. All bidders
must wear a face mask/
shield at all times and
social distancing must be
observed by all bidders at
all times. Bidders who do
not comply with the face
mask and/or the social
distancing mandate will be
removed from the auction.
Said premises known as 57
CLINTON TREET,
STATEN ISLAND, NY
Approximate amount of
lien $476,579.61 plus inter-
est & costs. Premises will
be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment and
Terms of Sale. Index Num-
ber 104217/2007.
GLENN A. YOST, ESQ.,
Referee
DRUCKMAN LAW GROUP
PLLC
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff
242 Drexel Avenue, West-
bury, NY 11590
For sale information,
please visit www.Auction.
com or call (800) 280-2832.
0000632420 d8-Th d29

SALES

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT
COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, THE BANK OF
NEW YORK MELLON

TRUST COMPANY, N.A., F/
K/A THE BANK OF NEW
YORK TRUST COMPANY,
N.A AS TRUSTEE FOR
CHASE MORTGAGE FI-
NANCE TRUST MULTI-
CLASS MORTGAGE PASS-

THROUGH CERTIFI-
CATES SERIES 2007-Al,
Plaintiff, VsS. RYAN
NOHRENBERG, IF LIV-
ING, AND IF HE BE

DEAD, ANY AND ALL
PERSONS UNKNOWN TO
PLAINTIFF, ET AL.,
Defendant(s).

Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered on May 15, 2018
and a Decision + Order on
Motion duly entered on
June 8, 2022, I, the under-
signed Referee will sell at
public auction on the porti-
co of the New York County
Courthouse, 60 Centre
Street, New York, NY on
January 4, 2023 at 2:15 pm,
premises known as 527 W.
110th Street, Units 9 & 10 a/
k/a 527 Cathedral Parkway,
Units 9 & 10, New York, NY
10025. All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land,
with the buildings and im-
provements thereon erect-
ed, situate, lying and being
in the Borough of
Manhattan, County, City
and State of New York,
Block 1882 and Lot 1055 to-
gether with an undivided 1.
2189 percent interest in the
Common Elements (Unit 9),
Block 1882, Lot 1056 togeth-
er with an undivided 0.582
percent in the Common El-
ements (Unit 10). Approxi-
mate amount of judgment
is $1,039,914.32 plus inter-
est and costs. Premises will
be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment In-
dex #850312/2013. COVID-
19 safety protocols will be
followed at the foreclosure
sale.

Clark Whitsett, Esq., Referee

Eckert Seamans Cherin &

Mellott, LLC, 10 Bank
Street, Suite 700, White
Plains, New York 10606,

Attorneys for Plaintiff
0000632113 d1-Th d22

REFEREE’S NOTICE OF
SALE IN FORECLOSURE

UPREME COURT - COUN-

TY OF RICHMOND SOV-
EREIGN BANK, FSB,
Plaintiff - against -
GEORGE APOLINARIS, et
al Defendant(s).
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale en-
tered on July 9, 2010. I, the
undersigned Referee will
sell at public auction on
the steps outside of the
Richmond County Supreme
Court, 26 Central Avenue,
Staten Island, New York
10301 on the 12th day of
January, 2023 at 2:00 PM.
All that certain parcel of
land situated in the Bor-
ough of Staten Island,
County of Richmond, State
of New York.
Premises known as 22
Greenfield Court, Staten
Island, NY 10304.
(Block: 2840, Lot: 273)
Approximate amount of
lien $395,676.10 plus inter-
est and costs.
Premises will be sold sub-
ject to provisions of filed

judgment and terms of
sale.
Index No. 103195/2008.

John M. O’Dowd, Jr., Esq.,
Referee.

Davidson Fink LLP
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff

400 Meridian Centre Blvd,
Ste 200 Rochester, NY
14618 Tel. 585/760-8218
Dated: November 11, 2022
During the COVID-19
health emergency, bidders
are required to comply
with all governmental
health requirements in ef-
fect at the time of sale in-
cluding but not limited to,
wearing face coverings and
maintaining social
distancing (at least 6-feet
apart) during the auction,
while tendering deposit
and at any subsequent
closing. Bidders are also
required to comply with

the Foreclosure Auction
Rules and COVID-19
Health Emergency Rules
issued by the Supreme

Court of this County in ad-
dition to the conditions set
forth in the Terms of Sale.

0000634823 d15-Th j5

NOTICE OF SALE

UPREME COURT

COUNTY OF NEW
YORK, U.S. BANK NA,
SUCCESSOR TRUSTEE TO
BANK OF AMERICA, NA,
SUCCESSOR IN INTER-
EST TO LASALLE BANK
NA, AS TRUSTEE, ON BE-
HALF OF THE HOLDERS
OF THE WAMU MORT-
GAGE PASS-THROUGH
CERTIFICATES, SERIES
2007-HY3, Plaintiff, vs.
JOSE BUCO, ET AL,
Defendant(s).
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale duly
entered on January 28,
2016 and a Decision + Or-
der on Motion duly entered
on June 30, 2022, I, the un-
dersigned Referee will sell
at public auction at the
portico of the New York
County Courthouse, 60
Centre Street, New York,
NY on January 4, 2023 at
2:15 pm, premises known as
500 West 43rd Street #25E,
New York, NY 10036. All
that certain plot, piece or
parcel of land, with the
buildings and improve-
ments thereon erected, sit-
uate, lying and being in the
Borough of Manhattan,
County of New York, City
and State of New York,
Block 1071 and Lot 1203 to-
gether with an undivided O.
3179 percent interest in the
common elements. Approx-
imate amount of judgment
is $913,863.25 plus interest
and costs. Premises will be
sold subject to provisions
of filed Judgment Index # 8
50355/2014. COVID-19
safety protocols will be fol-
lowed at the foreclosure
sale.
Clark Whitsett, Esq., Refer-

ee
Eckert Seamans Cherin &

Mellott, LLC, 10 Bank
Street, Suite 700, White
Plains, New York 10606,

Attorneys for Plaintiff
0000628150 d1-Th d22

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 105-109 First
Avenue Realty LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 12/12/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 12/9/22.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637302 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Jamie Leone
Psychotherapy, LCSW,
PLLC. Arts of Org. filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/7/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 168 W. 86th St,
Ste 1B, NY, NY 10024. List
of names and addresses of
all original members avail-
able from SSNY. Purpose:

Licensed Clinical Social
Work.
0000637325 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of ABM eMobility
USA, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 10/21/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 6/16/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

NY 10005. Purpose: any

lawful activity.

0000637306 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of True North
Sleep Services, LLC. Arts
of Org. filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 7/16/21.
Office location: Nassau
County. SSNY is designat-
ed as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 2000
Marcus Ave, New Hyde
Park, NY 11042. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637300 d22-Th j26

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

otice of Formation of

MNPW PACT ML LLC
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/07/22. Office location:
NY County. Princ. office of
LLC: c/o The Community
Builders, Inc., W. 38th St.,
Ste. 1102, NY, NY 10018.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the addr. of its
princ. office. Purpose:
Ownership, leasing and op-
eration of real estate.
0000636865 De 22 Th Ja 26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of LUVVVMISE
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/8/22. Office location:
BX County. SSNY designat-
ed as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 3765 Willett
Ave, Apt 1, Bronx, NY
10467. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000634452 d15-Th j19

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Language Com-
pass LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 7/18/22. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
80 Park Ave, 11N, New
York, NY 10016. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000635978 D15 Th J19
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of SEGURA

VINES LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 7/5/22. Office
location: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
16 West 102nd St, New
York, NY 10025. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000631595 D15 Th J19

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Franchez Con-
sulting LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 9/13/22. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
343 E 92nd St, Apt 2W, New
York, NY 10128. Purpose:
any lawful act.
0000634495 D08 Th J12

otice of formation of

808 Commerce LLC, a
domestic LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Sec. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 12/05/2022.
Office location: Westches-
ter County. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: LLC at 808
Commerce Street, Thorn-
wood, NY 10594. Purpose:
Any lawful act.
0000634596 D08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of DS NY CAPI-
TAL LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 11/7/22. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
PO Box 411, New York, NY
10003. Purpose: any lawful
act.

0000634580 D08 Th J12
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of Ikami Bliss

LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 9/19/22. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 85 Fairview
Ave, Apt E, New York, NY
10040. Purpose: any lawful
act.

0000632968 D08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Modern Multi-
national Group LLC. Arts
of Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 6/
23/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 14 Murray
St, #180, New York, NY
10007. Purpose: any lawful
act.
0000634501 D08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Modern Home
and Travel LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 9/
27/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 14 Murray
St, #180, New York, NY
10007. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000634505 D08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of MediPediNYC
Plus, LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 9/28/22. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
20 Park Ave, New York, NY
10016. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000633360 D08 Th J12

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Empire Global
Ventures Insurance Agen-
cy LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 8/29/22. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
40 Worth St, Ste 602, New
York, NY 10013. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000633567 D08 Th J12
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of TwentyTwo

Opulence LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 10/21/22. Of-
fice location: Nassau Coun-
ty. SSNY designated as
agent upon whom process
may be served and shall
mail copy of process
against LLC to 4 Sharon Ct
Plainview, NY 11803. R/A:
US Corp Agents, Inc. 7014
13th Ave, #202, BK, NY
11228. Purpose: any lawful
act.

0000633969 D08 Th J12
otice of Formation of
TCB ASCENDANT

MNPW PACT LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 12/
07/22. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of
LLC: c/o The Community
Builders, Inc., W. 38th St.,
Ste. 1102, NY, NY 10018.
SSNY designated as agent
of LL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the addr. of its
princ. office. Purpose:
Ownership, leasing and
and operation of real es-
tate.

0000636870 De 22 Th Ja 26
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LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

LIMITED LIABILITY
ENTITIES

10 Greyfriars Gardens LLC,
Arts of Org. filed with Sec.
of State of NY (SSNY) 11/
4/2022. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. as agent upon
whom process against may
be served & shall mail
process to 27 Archbridge
Rd., Bethlehem, CT 06751.
General Purpose

0000637721 d22-Th j26

16 COTTON LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
12/07/2022. 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, . Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose. 204 Westbury
Avenue, Carle Place, NY
11514

0000635168 d8-Th j12

270 DEVONSHIRE LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 12/14/22. Office:
Nassau 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, 141 Crescent
Drive, Albertson, NY
11507. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
0000636749 d22-Th j26

2022 LAFONTAINE REAL-
TY LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 12/08/22.
Office: Bronx County.
SSNY designated as agent
of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to the LLC,
15 Norman Street, Lyn-
brook, NY 11563. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

0000635664 d15-Th j19

21 HERBERT AVENUE
PORT LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 10/
27/22. Office: Nassau Coun-
ty. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the

LLC, 6 Linda Road, Port
Washington, NY 11050. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

0000634581 d8-Th j12

32 HOMEWOOD LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 11/29/22. 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, 74 4th Street, Garden
City, NY 11530. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.
0000634572 d8-Th j12

4 THE FAMILY CONSULT-
ING LLC Arts of Org. filed
SSNY 12/02/22. Office: Nas-
sau Cty SSNY Desig. Agent
for process & shall mail to
26 Jericho Tpke, New Hyde
Park, NY 11040. General
Purpose.

0000636160 d15-Th j19

47 ALDER LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
11/29/2022. 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:
Dennis Kelly, 101 Tennessee
Avenue, Long Beach, NY
11561. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
d1-Th j5

0000633744

90210 NEW YORK REAL-
TY LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 05/
05/2016. Office loc: Nassau
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to:
Amardeep Singh, 8
Headley Way, Woodbury,

NY 11797. Purpose: Any
Lawful Purpose.
0000637358 d22-Th j26

Application for Authority
of REBOOT STUDIO LLC
filed with the Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) 12/9/2022.
Formed in DE 1/4/2022. Of-
fice loc.: NY County.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. The address SSNY
shall mail copy of process
and the address of the
principal office is Corpora-
tion Service Company, 251
Little Falls Dr., Wilming-
ton, DE 19808. Cert. of For-
mation filed with the Secy.
of State, 401 Federal St., #4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.

0000636724 d22-Th j26

AMAR 83 CONDO, LLC.
App. for Auth. filed with
the SSNY on 11/29/22. Orig-
inally filed with Secretary
of State of Delaware on 11/
07/22. 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, 200 East 83rd Street,
Suite 7B, New York, NY
10028. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
0000634574 d8-Th j12

BENNETT WEALTH MAN-
AGEMENT, LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
11/30/2022. Office loc: NY
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 340 East 29th Street,

Apt. 12B, NY, NY 10016.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

0000635141 d8-Th j12

C&D UNITY PROPERTIES
II, LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 11/
08/2022. 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, 4 Barbara Lane, Glen
Cove, NY 11542. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

0000633592 d1-Th j5

DIAMOND EAGLE MAN-
AGEMENT LLC Art. Of
Org. Filed Sec. of State of
NY 11/29/2022. Off. Loc.:
Nassau Co. SSNY designat-
ed as agent upon whom
process may be served &
shall mail proc.: 129 Verbe-
na Ave, Floral Park, NY
11001, USA. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

0000633667 d1-Th j5
SvC OF GRAMERCY
PARK, LLC, Arts. of Org.

filed with the SSNY on 11/
28/2022. Office loc: NY
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent upon
whom process against the
LLC may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: The
LLC, 147 3rd Ave, NY, NY
10003. Purpose: Any Lawful
Purpose.

0000633746 d1-Th j5

V Harwood Marketing LLC,
Arts of Org. filed with Sec.
of State of NY (SSNY) 11/
4/2022. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. as agent upon
whom process against may
be served & shall mail
process to 423 E 7th St.,
Brooklyn, NY 11218. Gener-

al Purpose
0000637724 d22-Th j26

FAUCETTA FICTION, LLC
filed Arts. of Org. with the
Sect’y of State of NY
(SSNY) on 9/29/2022. Office:
New York County. SSNY
has been designated as
agent of the LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served and shall
mail process to: The LLC,
511 E. 80th St., Apt. 10G,
New York, NY, 10075. Pur-
pose: any lawful act.

0000637409 d22-Th j26

FORTY SECOND 26K LLC
Articles of Org. filed NY
Sec. of State (SSNY) 11/
14/22. Office in NY Co.
SSNY desig. agent of LLC
whom process may be
served. SSNY shall
process to 635 W 42nd St.,
26K, NY, NY 10036, which
is also the principal busi-

ness location. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.
0000633624 d1-Th j5

GLOBAL TRANSPORT &
LOGISTICS LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with SSNY on 7/
19/2022. Off. Loc.: NEW
YORK Co. SSNY desig. As
agt. upon whom process
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The LLC,
244 5th Ave, Suite 1291,
New York, NY 10001. Gen-
eral Purposes.

0000633547 d1-Th j5

Hampton VA 1, LLC filed
Arts. of Org. with the Sect’y
of State of NY (SSNY) on 3/
31/2022. Office: New York
County. SSNY has been
designated as agent of the
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served
and shall mail process to:
The LLC, 360 E. 88th St.,
Apt. 2A., New York, NY,
10128. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000637412° d22-Th j26

Iron Investments, LL.C, App
of Auth. filed with Sec. of
State of NY (SSNY) 12/
8/2022. Cty: New York.
SSNY desig. as agent upon
whom process against may
be served & shall mail
process to C/O Corporation
Service Company, 80 State
St., Albany, NY 12207-2543.
General Purpose.

0000637719 d22-Th j26

KATHARINE JESSICA IN-
TERIOR DESIGNS, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/06/04. 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, 418
East 59th Street, New York,
NY 10022. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

0000634891 d8-Th j12

KATHARINE JESSICA IN-
TERIOR DESIGNS, LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 07/06/04. 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, 418
East 59th Street, New York,
NY 10022. Purpose: Any
lawful purpose.

0000634575 d8-Th j12

LEKHA LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 09/
27/22. Office: Nassau Coun-
ty. 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 Anne Drive, Hicks-
ville, NY 11801. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

0000634569 d8-Th j12

LOCUST PLACE, LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of
State (SSNY) 11/29/22. Of-
fice in Nassau Co. SSNY
desig. agent of LLC whom
process may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
107 Blair Rd., Oyster Bay
Cove, NY 11771, which is
also the principal business
location. Purpose: Any law-
ful purpose.

0000633576 d1-Th j5

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of JVMP LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 06/01/2022. Office loca-
tion: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 157 W
72nd, 3F, New York, NY
10023 . Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637348 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Wetmoneybris
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/22/22. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 727
Lawrence St. Elmont NY
11003. Purpose: any lawful
activity.

0000637387 d22-Th j26

otice of Formation of

The Lower Case NY
LLC domestic Limited Lia-
bility Company (LLC). Art.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
June 2, 2022. Office loca-
tion: 88 Lexington Ave, 401,
New York, New York
10016. SSNY is designated
agent upon whom process
against the LLC may be
served. The SSNY shall
mail a copy of any process
to The Lower Case NY
LLC, 88 Lexington Ave 401,
New York, New York
10016. COUNTY OF FOR-
MATION: New York PUR-
POSE: To engage in any
lawful act or activity.
0000631001 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of El Detalle LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 12
/12/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 287 Hudson
St, Apt 3, New York, NY
10001. Purpose: any lawful

act.

0000636227 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of KNICKER-

BOCKER UNITED LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 11
/17/2022. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 95 Horatio

Street, NY NY 10014 . Pur-
pose: any lawful act.
0000637349 d22-Th j26

NOTICE OF FORMA-
TION of 120 EAST 78
STREET ASSOCIATES
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 10/17/22. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to c/o The
Olnick Organization, Inc.,
Attn: General Counsel, 135
E 57th St, 22nd Fl, New
York, NY 10022. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000632649 D01 Th J05

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of CONUCO
SERVICES LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 11/
23/2022. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 752 WEST END
AVE, APT 22B NEW
YORK, NY 10025. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637149 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Waller Helms
Advisors LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/14/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Illinois (IL)
on 8/11/14. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. IL ad-
dress of LLC: 225 W.
Wacker Dr., Ste 500,
Chicago, IL 60606. Cert. of
Formation filed with IL
Secy of State, 213 State
Capitol, Springfield, IL
62756. The name and ad-
dress of the Reg. Agent is C
T Corporation System, 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.
0000637347 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Waller Helms
Securities LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/14/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Illinois (IL)
on 11/2/15. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. IL ad-
dress of LLC: 225 W.
Wacker Dr., Ste 500,
Chicago, IL 60606. Cert. of
Formation filed with IL
Secy of State, 213 State
Capitol, Springfield, IL
62756. The name and ad-
dress of the Reg. Agent is C
T Corporation System, 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.

0000637346 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Universal

Showcase ULC. The ficti-
tious name is: Universal
Showcase ULC LLC. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 6/25/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in Al-
berta, Canada on 12/21/12.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. Princ. ad-
dress of LLC: 280 Basaltic
Rd, Concord, Ontario, Can-
ada L4K 1G6. Cert. of For-
mation filed with Gov’t of
Alberta Registrar of Corpo-
rations, 3300, 421-7 Ave SW,
Calgary, Alberta T2P4K9.
The name and address of
the Reg. Agent is C T Cor-
poration System, 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

0000637345 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Umbrage Stu-
dios LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 11/30/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 8/7/19. SSNY is des-
ignated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637344 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of The Financial
Architects Partners, LLC.
The fictitious name is: FAP
Insurance Agency, LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Secy of State (SSNY) on 12/
13/22. Office location: New
York County. LLC formed
in Rhode Island (RD on 5/
2/01. SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. RI address
of LLC: 450 Veterans Me-
morial Pkwy, Ste 7A, East
Providence, RI 02914. Cert.
of Formation filed with RI
Secy of State, 148 W. River
St, Providence, RI 02904.
The name and address of
the Reg. Agent is C T Cor-
poration System, 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637343 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of TFP Lending
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
11/29/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Missouri (MO) on
8/30/22. SSNY is designated
as agent of LL.C upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. MO address
2200 Washington

Ave, St. Louis, MO 63103.
Cert. of Formation filed
with MO Secy of State, 600
W. Main St, Jefferson City,
MO 65101. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637342 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Terrace Stu-
dios LLC. Authority filed
with N.Y.S. Department of
State (“NY DOS’ on 12/
8/22. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (“DE”) on 12/6/22.
NY DOS is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. NY DOS shall mail
process to: ¢/o CT Corpora-
tion System, 28 Liberty St.,
NY, NY 10005. DE regd.
agent address of LLC: c/o
Enterprise Corporate Serv-
ices, 1201 N. Market St, Ste
100, Wilmington, DE 19801.
The name and address of
the Reg. Agent is: c/o CT
Corporation System, 28
Liberty St., NY, NY 10005.
Cert. of Form. filed with
DE Sec. of State, 401
Federal St. #4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: any lawful

activity.
0000637341 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of J AND S 3 LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 9/
21/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to P.O. Box
1050, New York, NY 10276.
Purpose: any lawful act.
0000631175 D01 Th JO5

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of SWG Agency,
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/12/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 2/14/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 122 SE
47th St, Cape Coral, FL
33904. DE address of LLC:
16192 Coastal Hwy, Lewes,
DE 19958. Cert. of Forma-
tion filed with DE Secy of
State, 401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637340 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Schultz Media
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/15/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 12/14/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 80 State St,
Albany, NY 12207. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, De
19808. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St. Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is Corporation Serv-
ice Company, 80 State St,
Albany, NY 12207. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637339 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of SC Laborato-
ries NY, LLC. Arts of Org.
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/13/22. Office
location: New York County.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

NY 10005. Purpose: any

lawful activity.

0000637338 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of RSS

UBSBB2012-C3 - NY BE,

LLC. Arts of Org. filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/7/22. Office location:
New York County. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
The name and address of
the Reg. Agent is C T Cor-
poration System, 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

0000637337 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of RSS
JPMBB2014-C25 - NY SP,
LLC. Arts of Org. filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/8/22. Office location:
New York County. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
The name and address of
the Reg. Agent is C T Cor-
poration System, 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637336 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of RenewProp
Lessee 8, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/5/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 8/19/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637335 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Quadrant Strat-
egies L.L.C. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/12/22. Office
location: New York County.
LLC formed in District of
Columbia (DC) on 3/3/15.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DC address
of LLC: 4201 Connecticut
Ave NWwW, Ste 405,
Washington, DC 20008.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DC Secy of State, 1100
4th St SwW, Fl1. .
Washington, DC 20024. The
name and address of the
Reg. Agent is C T Corpora-
tion System, 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

0000637334 d22-Th j26
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of PURPLE

WAVES 622 LLC. Arts of
Org. filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 11/10/22.
Office location: New York
County. SSNY is designat-
ed as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 44 W. 106th
St, #5, NY, NY 10025. The
name and address of the
Reg. Agent is C T Corpora-
tion System, 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

0000637333 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Pacolet 7BP,
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/7/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 10/24/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any

lawful activity.
d22-Th j26

0000637332

PF HEARTH, LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
12/06/2022. 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: Phil-
lip Ferguson, 770 Imperial
Drive, Baldwin, NY 11510.
Purpose: Any Lawful Pur-
pose.

0000634741 d8-Th j12
TOTAL SPINE, LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with the SSNY
on 10/24/22. 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 BSB Associates
Ltd., 201 Moreland Road,
Suite 3, Hauppauge, NY
11788. Purpose: Any lawful
purpose.

0000635886 d15-Th j19

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of MONTAGU US
ADVISORS, L.L.C. Authori-
ty filed with NY Secy of
State (SSNY) on 12/7/22. Of-
fice location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 2/1/22.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637329 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of KERECIS LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Secy of State (SSNY) on 9/
26/22. Office location: New
York County. LLC formed
in Delaware (DE) on 1/
13/16. SSNY is designated
as agent of LL.C upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 28 Liberty St,
NY, NY 10005. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,
28 Liberty St, NY, NY
10005. Purpose: any lawful

NOTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of SJF MANAGE-
MENT, LL.C Appl. for Auth.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 12/09/22. Of-
fice location: NY County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 11/29/11. Princ. of-
fice of LLC: 200 N. Mangum
St., Ste. 203, Durham, NC
27701. NYS fictitious name:
SJF MANAGEMENT, LLC
(DE). 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., Wil-
mington, DE 19808. Cert. of
Form. filed with DE Secy.
of State, Div. of Corps.,
John G. Townsend Bldg.,
401 Federal St. - Ste. 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.

0000637239 de22 th ja26
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of GARMENTI-

ERS LLC Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 12/08/22. Office
location: NY County. Princ.
office of LLC: c/o
Adventureland LLC, 1501
Broadway, 24th Fl1.,, NY, NY
10036. 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 activi-

activity. ty.
0000637327 d22-Th j26 0000637230 de22 th ja26
OTICE OF QUALIFICA- OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Hill Street Cin-
ema LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/2/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 8/11/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

NY 10005. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637321 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Hack VC Man-
agement, LLC. Authority
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/8/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 3/10/21. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 809
Broadway, NY, NY 10003.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637320 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-
TION of Centerbridge
Flex Advisors, L.L.C. Au-
thority filed with NY Secy
of State (SSNY) on 11/30/22.
Office location: New York
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 7/22/22.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 375 Park Ave,
NY, NY 10152. DE address
of LLC: 1209 Orange St,
Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any

lawful activity.
d22-Th j26

0000637311

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of BRAUNVIEW
CAPITAL MANAGEMENT
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
12/6/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 12/2/21. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. Purpose: any
lawful activity.
0000637310 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Brady Compa-
nies, LLC. The fictitious
name is: BRADYIFS, LLC.
Authority filed with NY
Secy of State (SSNY) on 11/
14/22. Office location: New
York County. LLC formed
in Nevada (NV) on 7/15/14.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 10181 Park Run
Dr., Ste 110, Las Vegas, NV
89145. NV address of LLC:
7055 Lindell Rd, Las Vegas,
NV 89118. Cert. of Forma-
tion filed with NV Secy of

TION of LMS NYC APT
LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 12/13/22. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to c/o Benja-

min Friedman, Cozen
O’Connor, 3 WTC, 175
Greenwich St.,, NY, NY

10007. Purpose: Own real
estate ( co-op apartment).
0000637228 de22 th ja26

otice of formation of

121 CRAIG AVE LLC.
Art. Of Org. filed with the
Sect’y of State of NY
(SSNY) on 07/15/22. Office
in Nassau 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, 74
WATERFORD RD ISLAND
PARK, NY, 11558. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.
0000636848 De 22 Th Ja 26

otice of Formation of

MNPW MM LLC Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 12/
07/22. Office location: NY
County. Princ. office of
LLC: c/o The Community
Builders, Inc., W. 38th St.,
Ste. 1102, NY, NY 10018.
SSNY designated as agent
of LLL.C upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
the LLC at the addr. of its
princ. office. Purpose:
Ownership, leasing and op-
eration of real estate.
0000636860 De 22 Th Ja 26

otice of Qualification of

FBRT PRINTHOUSE,
LLC Appl. for Auth. filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 12/09/22. Office
location: NY County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 11/02/22. SSNY designat-
ed as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC,
1345 Ave. of the Americas,
Ste. 32A, NY, NY 10105. DE
addr. of LLC: 251 Little
Falls Dr., Wilmington, DE
19808. Cert. of Form. filed
with Jeffrey W. Bullock, 401
Federal St., #4, Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful
activity.
0000636862 De 22 Th Ja 26

NEW YORK KICKS LLC,
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 12/05/2022. 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, 260 E
Shore Drive, Massapequa,
NY 11758. Reg Agent: Nich-
olas Le-Vien, 260 E Shore
Drive, Massapequa, NY
11758. Purpose: Any Law-
ful Purpose.

0000635189 d8-Th j12

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 259 Clinton
LLC. Authority filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
11/23/22. Office location:
New York County. LLC
formed in Delaware (DE)
on 2/22/22. SSNY is desig-
nated as agent of LL.C upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: 28 Liberty
St, NY, NY 10005. DE ad-
dress of LLC: 1209 Orange
St, Wilmington, DE 19801.
Cert. of Formation filed
with DE Secy of State, 401
Federal St, Ste 4, Dover,
DE 19901. The name and
address of the Reg. Agent
is C T Corporation System,

State, 202 N. Carson St, | 28 Liberty St, NY, NY
Carson City, NV 89701. Pur- 10005. Purpose: any lawful
pose: any lawful activity. activity. .
0000637309 d22-Th j26 0000634584 d9-F j12
OTICE OF FORMA- OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of 49 MARKET ST
NY WCO LLC. Arts of Org.
filed with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/8/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 401 Broadway,
Fl. 18, NY, NY 10013. The
name and address of the
Reg. Agent is With Studios
Inc., 401 Broadway, FIl. 18,
NY, NY 10013. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637304 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of 25 Water Own-
er, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/1/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 11/14/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. Purpose:
any lawful activity.
0000637303 d22-Th j26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Truvance Hold-
ings, LLC. Arts of Org. filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/6/22. Office lo-
cation: Nassau County.
SSNY is designated as
agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 2000 Marcus
Ave, New Hyde Park, NY

TION of Herschell Bark-
er LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy. of State of NY
(SSNY) on 10/3/22. Office lo-
cation: NY County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
4838 38th St, Long Island

City, NY 11101. Purpose:

any lawful act.

0000631008 d1-Th j5
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Sasha Belle
Shoppe, LLC. Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 11/15/2022.
Office location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 1 Shore Avenue
#154 Oyster Bay, NY 11771.
Purpose: any lawful activi-

ty.
0000633599 d1-Th j5

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of Overheard
DTM, LLC. Authority filed
with NY Secy of State
(SSNY) on 12/2/22. Office lo-
cation: New York County.
LLC formed in Delaware
(DE) on 9/23/22. SSNY is
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 28
Liberty St, NY, NY 10005.
DE address of LLC: 1209
Orange St, Wilmington, DE
19801. Cert. of Formation
filed with DE Secy of State,
401 Federal St, Ste 4,
Dover, DE 19901. The name
and address of the Reg.
Agent is C T Corporation
System, 28 Liberty St, NY,

11042. Purpose: any lawful NY 10005. Purpose: any
activity. lawful activity.
0000637301 d22-Th j26 0000637331 d22-Th j26

NOTICE OF FORMA-
TION of CARING CON-
SULT LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 9/20/22. Of-
fice location: BX County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
105 Willis Ave, Apt 6j,
Bronx, NY 10454. Purpose:
any lawful act.
0000631385

OTICE

D01 Th JO5

OF FORMA-

TION of SONGS FOR
LITTLES, LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 10/
17/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent of LLLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail
process to: eResident Agent,
Inc., 99 Washington Ave.,
Ste. 805A, Albany, NY
12210, also the registered
agent upon whom process
may be served. Purpose:
any lawful activities.

0000633670 d1-Th j5
OTICE OF FORMA-
TION of 4319 247ST

LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 8/16/2022. Office loca-
tion: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent upon
whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
36 Clair Street, Great Neck,

NY 11021. Purpose: any

lawful act.

0000623380 D01 Th J05
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Gold Insights
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/02/2022. Office loca-
tion: Nassau County. SSNY
designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: 16
Middle Neck Rd Unit 2307
Great Neck, NY 11021. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity.
0000633579 d1-Th j5

OTICE OF QUALIFICA-

TION of DERBY MAD
HATTER 241, LLC Appl.
for Auth. filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 10/
26/22. Office location: NY
County. LLC formed in
Delaware (DE) on 10/18/22.
Princ. office of LLC: 41
Madison Ave., 40th Fl., NY,
NY 10010. SSNY designat-
ed as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to c/o Corpo-
ration Service 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, 401
Federal St., Dover, DE
19901. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
0000633578 del th jab
OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of AOK HOLD-
INGS PYC LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 10/7/22. Of-
fice location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
888C 8th Ave, Ste 536, New
York, NY 10019. Purpose:
any lawful act.

0000633396 d1-Th j5

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of H C Reg Serv-
ice LLC. Articles of Organi-
zation filed with SSNY on
11/16/22. Office location:
Nassau County. SSNY des-
ignated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY
shall mail process to: Man-
aging Member, H C Reg
Service LLC, 150 Traymore
Blvd., Island Park, NY
11558. Purpose: Any lawful

activity.
d1-Th j5

0000633243

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Record One En-
tertainment, LLC. Arts of
Org filed with Secy. of
State of NY (SSNY) on 5/
26/22. Office location: NY
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to Inc Authori-
ty RA, 42 Broadway, F1 12-
200, NY, NY 10004. P/B/A:
99 Hudson St, NY, NY
10013. Purpose: any lawful
act.
0000603657 WO

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of At One Agency,
LLC. Arts of Org filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 2/21/22. Office location:
NY County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent upon whom
process may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 237 W 13th
St, #12, New York, NY
10011. Purpose: any lawful

act.
0000585458 WO

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of Tailor Made
Growth LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 10/29/21. Of-
fice location: Westchester
County. SSNY designated
as agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and
shall mail copy of process
against LLC to 3 Pinewood
Rd, Hartsdale, NY 10530.
Purpose: any lawful act.
0000572164 J11 Tu F15

SCHUTZ BROADWAY LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with the
SSNY on 11/18/22. Office:
Nassau 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, c/o Foster Gar-
vey, P.C., 100 Wall Street,
20th Floor, New York, NY
10005. Purpose: Any lawful

purpose.
0000634571 d8-Th j12

SOLAURA LLC, Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
12/06/2022. 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: Jona-
than Khalil, 6 Whitlock
Street, Plainview, NY
11803. Purpose: Any Lawful

Purpose.
0000634859 d8-Th j12

tella Livoti Studio LLC

filed w/ SSNY 12/2/22.
Off. in Nassau Co. SSNY
desig. as agt. of LLC whom
process may be served &
shall mail process to c/o
Morton Village Plz, 1040
Old Country Rd, Plainview,
NY 11803. Any lawful pur-
pose.
0000636774 De 22 Th Ja 26

OTICE OF FORMA-

TION of AGUA SANTA
TAQUERIA HUDSON
SQUARE LLC. Arts of Org
filed with Secy. of State of
NY (SSNY) on 12/12/20222.
Office location: NY County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy
of process against LLC to
511 Canal St, 6th Fl, New
York, NY 10013. Purpose:
any lawful act.
0000635289 d22-Th j25
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