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NOTICE OF FORMAL 
WRITTEN COMPLAINT 

 

 NOTICE is hereby given to Respondent, Joseph F. Kasper, a Judge of the 

New York City Civil Court, Queens County, pursuant to Section 44, subdivision 

4, of the Judiciary Law, that the State Commission on Judicial Conduct has 

determined that cause exists to serve upon Respondent the annexed Formal 

Written Complaint; and that, in accordance with said statute, Respondent is 

requested within twenty (20) days of the service of the annexed Formal Written 

Complaint upon him to serve the Commission at its New York office, 61 

Broadway, Suite 1200, New York, New York 10006, with his verified Answer to 

the specific paragraphs of the Complaint. 

Dated:  January 14, 2025 
   New York, New York 

ROBERT H. TEMBECKJIAN 
Administrator and Counsel 
State Commission on Judicial Conduct 
61 Broadway, Suite 1200 
New York, New York 10006 
(646) 386-4800 

To: Hon. Joseph F. Kasper 
 

  
 



 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 
------------------------------------------------------ 
In the Matter of the Proceeding 
Pursuant to Section 44, subdivision 4, 
of the Judiciary Law in Relation to 

JOSEPH F. KASPER, 

a Judge of the New York City Civil Court, 
Queens County. 
------------------------------------------------------ 

FORMAL 
WRITTEN COMPLAINT 

1. Article VI, Section 22, of the Constitution of the State of New York

establishes a Commission on Judicial Conduct (“Commission”), and Section 44, 

subdivision 4, of the Judiciary Law empowers the Commission to direct that a 

Formal Written Complaint be drawn and served upon a judge. 

2. The Commission has directed that a Formal Written Complaint be

drawn and served upon Joseph F. Kasper (“Respondent”), a Judge of the New 

York City Civil Court, Queens County. 

3. The factual allegations set forth in Charges I, II and III state acts of

judicial misconduct by Respondent in violation of the Rules of the Chief Admin-

istrator of the Courts Governing Judicial Conduct (“Rules”). 

4. Respondent was admitted to the practice of law in New York in 1984.

He has been a Judge of the New York City Civil Court, Queens County, since 

2022.  Respondent’s term expires on December 31, 2031. 
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CHARGE I 

5. After becoming a full-time judge on or about January 1, 2022, 

Respondent (A) engaged in the practice of law for more than two years, 

notwithstanding that full-time judges are prohibited from practicing law, (B) was 

the attorney of record in several matters over which he presided as judge, and (C) 

retained control over certain client funds, having failed to disburse all client funds 

from his attorney escrow accounts prior to taking the bench. 

Specifications to Charge I 
 
Background 

Respondent’s Association with Sebastian and Michael Mossa 

6. Prior to assuming judicial office, Respondent maintained a private 

law practice in a storefront located at 105-30 Crossbay Boulevard in Ozone Park, 

New York 11417. 

7. The landlord at 105-30 Crossbay Boulevard was Sebastian Mossa, to 

whom Respondent paid approximately $1,400 a month in rent for his law office 

space.   

8. The landlord’s son, Michael Mossa, and Respondent are longtime 

friends.  Mr. Mossa maintained his own law practice in the same storefront space 

as Respondent.  Although Respondent shared office equipment and occasionally 

shared cases with Mr. Mossa, the two law practices were unaffiliated and 

independently operated.   
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9. Sebastian Mossa and/or the Mossa family also operated an insurance 

brokerage business in the same storefront space.  All three entities – Respondent’s 

law practice, Michael Mossa’s law practice, and Sebastian Mossa’s insurance 

business – shared a landline telephone ( -8122) and a fax number ( 8-

-5314).   

10. From on or about January 1, 2022, when he assumed judicial office, 

to on or about April 1, 2024, Respondent maintained his tenancy at the Crossbay 

Boulevard law office, for the same monthly rate of approximately $1,400 that he 

had paid prior to becoming a judge.  Through in or about late April 2024, 

Respondent had not vacated his office and owed several months in unpaid rent. 

Respondent’s Association with Janice Bar   

11. Janice Bar, also known as Emanuela Bar and E. Janice Bar, has 

worked as a paralegal and clerical assistant for Respondent since about 2016.  She 

and Respondent met as teenagers and are close friends.  Both have been active 

over the years in Queens County Republican Party matters. 

12. In or around the 1990s, Respondent and Ms. Bar served as 

Republican Party co-district leaders in the 31st Assembly District of Queens 

County.  (At present, Ms. Bar and Respondent’s son serve as the co-district 

leaders.)  Ms. Bar assisted Respondent in his numerous campaigns for judicial 

office beginning in the 1990s.   
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13. In or around 2016, following a jury trial in New York County, Ms. 

Bar was convicted of two felonies: Forgery in the Second Degree and Making an 

Apparently Sworn False Statement in the First Degree.  Respondent assisted Ms. 

Bar with her criminal appeal from those convictions.   

14. Prior to and after assuming judicial office, Respondent was registered 

as an e-filer on the New York State Courts Electronic Filing system (“NYSCEF”).  

Respondent’s NYSCEF User Identification (“ID”) is “Kasper, J.”   

15. Prior to and after assuming judicial office, Respondent authorized 

Ms. Bar to act as his agent for purposes of e-filing documents on NYSCEF.  Ms. 

Bar was the primary user of Respondent’s NYSCEF account, which Respondent 

himself rarely if ever used.   

16. Ms. Bar also notarized documents in cases in which Respondent was 

the attorney of record, notwithstanding the prohibition against the appointment of 

persons convicted of a criminal offense as notaries public, as set forth in New 

York Executive Law Section 130. 

17. Prior to and after assuming judicial office, Respondent maintained 

the email address, thejklawoffice@ , in connection with his law practice.  

Respondent authorized Ms. Bar to act as his agent for purposes of receiving and 

sending email correspondence associated with the law practice and that email 

account.  Ms. Bar was the primary user of the law office email account.  She 



 

5 

monitored the office email, printed out email correspondence for Respondent’s 

review, and drafted and sent emails at his direction.   

18. Prior to and after assuming judicial office, Respondent authorized 

Ms. Bar to use her personal cell phone number ( -2179) in connection with 

his law practice, so as to facilitate her communications on his behalf with clients, 

opposing counsel, court staff, and others. 

19. Prior to and after assuming judicial office, until at least March 2024, 

Respondent paid Ms. Bar approximately $600 a week for the paralegal, clerical 

and other assistance she provided to him in connection with his law practice. 

20. In or around January 1, 2022, when he assumed judicial office, 

Respondent or Ms. Bar on his behalf modified his NYSCEF profile to reflect his 

judicial title and the address of the criminal courthouse in Queens to which he had 

been assigned: 125-01 Queens Boulevard, Kew Gardens.  

21.  After Respondent was elected to judicial office, he asked Ms. Bar to 

help him close out his law practice.  He continued to pay her the same salary he 

had been paying her to that point. 

Respondent’s Residences 

22. At all relevant times to this Complaint, Respondent owned and 

received rental income from a two-family house located in South Ozone Park, 

New York.  He also had another house in South Ozone Park that belonged to his 
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late mother.  Respondent and his wife live at a third residence in another part of 

Queens. 

Respondent’s Association with Joseph Cullina 

23. Respondent and Joseph Cullina are longtime friends.  Prior to 

becoming a judge, Respondent hired Mr. Cullina as his clerk/bookkeeper.  

Respondent paid Mr. Cullina a salary of approximately $350 a week.   

24. At all relevant times to this Complaint, Mr. Cullina resided at the 

home in South Ozone Park that had belonged to Respondent’s late mother, and 

Mr. Cullina was the property caretaker, residing there rent-free.  

25. After Respondent assumed judicial office, Mr. Cullina continued to 

work in Respondent’s law office.  To at least October 2023, Respondent continued 

to pay Mr. Cullina a salary of approximately $350 a month. 

Respondent’s Continued Practice of Law  

NYCTL 2019-A Trust et al. v Columbus Club of South Ozone Park et al.  
 
26. Prior to assuming judicial office, Respondent represented Columbus 

Club of South Ozone Park, the defendant in a tax lien foreclosure matter, NYCTL 

2019-A Trust et al. v Columbus Club of South Ozone Park et al. (“NYCTL”).   

27. On or about December 15, 2021, Respondent telephoned the plaintiff 

trust’s attorney, Leonid Krechmer, of Bronster LLP.  Respondent said he 

represented the defendant, Columbus Club, that he had recently become a judge, 

and that as a member of the organization, he was trying to resolve the matter.   
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28. On or about March 2, 2022, Respondent called Mr. Krechmer to 

request an adjournment in connection with a motion for summary judgment.  Mr. 

Krechmer agreed to a two-week adjournment.   

29. On or about March 10, 2022, Respondent called New York City Civil 

Court Judge and Acting Supreme Court Justice Sally Unger, for the purpose of 

requesting an adjournment in the NYCTL matter.  Respondent spoke to Judge 

Unger’s principal court attorney, Beverly George.  He identified himself as Joseph 

Kasper and said that he was representing the defendant in NYCTL.  He said that 

they had submitted a request for an adjournment, and that he just wanted to make 

sure the request had not been missed as it was important that the matter be 

adjourned.  He further stated that both sides were working on the matter, and that 

he anticipated a resolution before the next court appearance.  

30. On or about March 10, 2022, Court Attorney-Referee Daniel S. 

Gordon presided over the first of three virtual settlement conferences in the 

NYCTL matter.  Respondent appeared at the March 10 settlement conference on 

behalf of the defendant Columbus Club.  Mr. Krechmer’s colleague, attorney 

Josef F. Abt, appeared on behalf of the plaintiff.  Respondent said he could no 

longer represent the defendant because he had been elected as a judge.  He said 

that he was appearing pro se as a member of the Columbus Club and not as the 

attorney of record, and that was he was requesting an adjournment so he could 

help the club find new counsel.  
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31. Mr. Gordon completed a conference form, which reflected the 

appearances for the parties, the lien information, and the outcome of the 

conference.  He adjourned the matter to June 9, 2022.  The conference form was 

sent to Respondent’s and Mr. Abt’s law office email addresses.  A copy of the 

conference form is appended as Exhibit 1.  

32. On or about May 24, 2022, Respondent called Mr. Krechmer to 

obtain his consent for another adjournment.  

33. On or about May 26, 2022, Respondent called Judge Unger’s court 

attorney to request an adjournment.  Respondent again spoke to Ms. George.  He 

identified himself as Joseph Kasper and said that he was calling in connection 

with a tax lien foreclosure action.  He said that the Columbus Club was a party to 

the action and the long-time owner of the subject property.  He asked for a long 

adjournment, stating that the parties were working on a possible resolution of the 

matter.  Respondent also said, in words or substance, “Judge Unger knows me.” 

34. On or about June 9, 2022, Respondent appeared for a second virtual 

telephone conference in NYCTL before Mr. Gordon.  Mr. Abt appeared on behalf 

of the plaintiff.  Respondent said that two volunteer attorneys would be assisting 

the Columbus Club.   

35. Mr. Gordon adjourned the matter to July 28, 2022.  He prepared a 

conference form, which was sent to Respondent’s and Mr. Abt’s law office email 

addresses.  A copy of the conference form is appended as Exhibit  2. 
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36. On or about July 28, 2022, Respondent appeared for a third 

settlement conference before Mr. Gordon.  Respondent said that the Columbus 

Club had authorized him to negotiate the terms of a resolution: 25 percent down 

payment and a three-year payoff.  Respondent further stated that William 

Shanahan was the new incoming attorney for the Columbus Club.  Mr. Shanahan, 

who was on the call, confirmed that he was the incoming attorney.   

37. Mr. Gordon directed Mr. Shanahan to file a Notice of Appearance 

and Consent to Change Attorney.  When the parties were unable to reach a 

settlement, Mr. Gordon released the case from the settlement conference part by 

Order dated July 28, 2022.  A copy of the Order is appended as Exhibit 3. 

38. On or about October 11, 2022, Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of 

Appearance for Mr. Shanahan on NYSCEF using Respondent’s NYSCEF User 

ID.  As of March 2024, there was no record on NYSCEF showing that a Consent 

to Change Attorney substituting Mr. Shanahan for Respondent had been filed.  A 

copy of the NYSCEF document list is appended as Exhibit 4. 

Victor Lopez v Sharan K. Puri, et al.  

39. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the defendant, 

Sharan K. Puri, in Victor Lopez v Sharan K. Puri, et al. (“Lopez”), a wage dispute, 

filed in U.S. District Court, Eastern District of New York.  The plaintiff was 

represented by Mohammed Gangat. 
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40. After Respondent became a judge on January 1, 2022, Respondent 

and Ms. Bar continued to perform legal work on the Lopez matter.  Respondent, 

and Ms. Bar at Respondent’s direction, provided advice to Mr. Puri, appeared at 

court conferences, and negotiated a settlement agreement on his behalf.   

41. On or about October 12, 2022, Mr. Puri sent the following email, 

addressed to Respondent, to Respondent’s law office email address: 

Dear Mr. Kasper, Please find two new documents updated in 
pacermonitor 1 [sic].  PLease [sic] advise if any action is needed 
or you are doing the needful.  

 
Attached to the email was a Memorandum Decision and Order by U.S. District 

Court Judge Ann M. Donnelly dated September 19, 2022, and a letter dated 

October 10, 2022, from Mr. Gangat to U.S. District Court Judge Marcia M. 

Henry, requesting a conference to discuss discovery and set a new discovery 

schedule.  A copy of the email and attachments is appended as Exhibit 5. 

42. After reviewing a printout of the email and attachments, Respondent 

called Mr. Puri.  They discussed Judge Donnelly’s dismissal of the case against 

defendant Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc.   

43. On or about November 25, 2022, Mr. Puri sent the following email to 

Respondent’s law office email address:   

 

 

1 The Public Access to Court Electronic Records (“PACER”) service, provides electronic access 
to federal court records.  
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Dear Mr. Kasper, Lopez Vs Puri Pacer Update attached.  
Conference call on status with judge and other attorney on 
Monday November 28, 2022 at 2:00PM.  Please do the needful & 
advise.   

 
Respondent discussed the Lopez matter with Mr. Puri.  A copy of the email and 

Pacer attachment is appended as Exhibit 6.   

44. On or about November 28, 2022, Respondent and Ms. Bar appeared 

for a telephone status conference hearing before Judge Henry.  The matter had 

been pending before Judge Henry since 2021.  During the conference, Respondent 

advised the court for the first time that he had become a judge.   

45. Upon learning that Respondent assumed judicial office in January 

2022, Judge Henry replied, “Oh, okay.  And all right, well, no one alerted to me 

[sic] that.  But okay, the case was pending during that time.”  A copy of the 

November 28 transcript is appended as Exhibit 7. 

46. When Mr. Gangat and Judge Henry expressed concerns that a 

resolution of the matter would require the involvement of a defense attorney, 

Respondent replied, in words or substance, that it would not be a good result if the 

defendant had to engage new counsel at a cost of several thousand dollars for a 

matter that had essentially settled months ago.  Respondent said that he would try 

to arrange the involvement of another attorney who was admitted to the Eastern 

District and had taken over a number of matters in his practice.  Judge Henry told 

Respondent, in words or substance, that he should advise her by letter if the other 
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attorney planned to be involved, and that it would be helpful if the attorney could 

file a Notice of Appearance.  

47. In or about the end of January 2023, Respondent and/or Ms. Bar 

engaged in settlement negotiations on behalf of Mr. Puri.   

48. On or about February 2, 2023, Mr. Puri sent an email from his 

business email (metrobk@ ) to Respondent’s personal email address 

(joekasper1981@ ) concerning a scheduling order update on PACER.  

The scheduling order directed Plaintiff’s counsel and Mr. Puri to appear on March 

17, 2023, for a telephone status conference.  A copy of the email is appended as 

Exhibit 8. 

49. In or about December 2023, in addition to the fees that Mr. Puri 

already paid Respondent, Mr. Puri sent, and Respondent received, a bank payment 

of $1,000 via Zelle for Respondent’s work on Lopez.  A copy of the payment is 

appended as Exhibit 9. 

J  A  v K  S   

50. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the plaintiff, 

J  A , in an uncontested matrimonial matter, J A  v K  

S  (“ ”).  The defendant was represented by Pat Pitchayan.  

51. In or about October 2022, Respondent signed a Notice of Settlement 

with a Proposed Judgment of Divorce in .  Both documents were dated 

October 11, 2022.  The signature blocks identified Respondent as “Attorney for 

A. v. S.

A. v. S.
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Plaintiff,” and included his law office address, Ms. Bar’s cell phone number, and 

Respondent’s law office email address.  Copies of the Notices of Settlement are 

appended as Exhibit 10. 

Citibank v Christine Waszczenko 

52. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the defendant, 

Christine Waszczenko, in Citibank v Christine Waszczenko (“Citibank”), a 

consumer debt case.   

53. On or about August 21, 2023, the Citibank matter came before 

Respondent in Civil Court, Queens County, where he was presiding.  At the time, 

Respondent was still the attorney of record in the case.  The matter was adjourned 

to October 2, 2023.     

54. On or about October 2, 2023, Respondent, Mr. Mossa, and Ms. 

Waszczenko signed a Consent to Change Attorney, with Mr. Mossa as the 

incoming attorney and Respondent as the outgoing attorney.  The paperwork was 

filed in Civil Court, Queens County, on or about October 3, 2023.  A copy of the 

Consent to Change Attorney is appended as Exhibit 11.  Mr. Mossa filed a Notice 

of Appearance that same day.  A copy of the Notice of Appearance is appended as 

Exhibit 12. 

55. On or about January 8, 2024, the matter again came before 

Respondent in Civil Court, Queens County, where he was presiding.  The matter 

was adjourned to April 1, 2024. 
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56. As of on or about February 29, 2024, Respondent was still the 

attorney of record in six cases: (1) Fida Mohammed v City of New York (Index 

No. 706725/2020); (2) Manjinder Singh v City of New York (Index No. 

717302/2020); (3) Administration, Estate of Cecilia Boodhoo (Index No. 

3804A/2020); (4) Ricardo Singh v 307 Jamaica Avenue (Index No. 001757/2019); 

(5) B  v B  (Index No. /2015); and (6) Camara v City of New 

York (Index No. 703910/2020). 

Respondent’s Failure to Disburse Client Funds  

57. As of on or about April 1, 2024, Respondent had approximately 

$17,200 remaining in his two attorney escrow accounts: an (1) Interest-on-Lawyer 

Account ending in 5162 (“IOLA”) and an (2) escrow management account ending 

in 9248 (“Management”). 

58. Respondent did not disburse funds that were held in his IOLA 

account for Ena Shewmangal in connection with Cecelia Boodhoo’s estate until 

Mr. Mossa, on Respondent’s behalf, issued a check dated April 20, 2024, payable 

to Ms. Shewmangal, in the sum of $7,460.87.  A copy of the check is appended as 

Exhibit 13. 

59. Respondent did not disburse funds that were held in his IOLA 

account for Philip and Catherine Vetrano in connection with the sale of real 

property until Mr. Mossa, on Respondent’s behalf, issued a check dated April 20, 
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2024, payable to the Vetranos, in the sum of $995.30.  A copy of the check is 

appended as Exhibit 14.  

60. Respondent did not disburse funds that were held in his Management 

account for William Hugel until Mr. Mossa, on Respondent’s behalf, issued a 

cashier’s check dated April 22, 2024, payable to Mr. Hugel, in the sum of 

$1,206.02.  A copy of the check is appended as Exhibit 15. 

61. As of on or about April 23, 2024, Respondent was unable to account 

for approximately $7,540 remaining in his IOLA account. 

62. By reason of the foregoing, Respondent should be disciplined for 

cause, pursuant to Article VI, Section 22, subdivision (a), of the Constitution and 

Section 44, subdivision 1, of the Judiciary Law, in that Respondent failed to 

uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary by failing to maintain high 

standards of conduct so that the integrity and independence of the judiciary would 

be preserved, in violation of Section 100.1 of the Rules; failed to avoid 

impropriety and the appearance of impropriety, in that he failed to respect and 

comply with the law and failed to act in a manner that promotes public confidence 

in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary, in violation of Section 100.2(A) 

of the Rules, and lent the prestige of judicial office to advance the private interests 

of the judge or others, in violation of Section 100.2(C) of the Rules; and failed 

to so conduct his extra-judicial activities as to minimize the risk of conflict with 
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judicial obligations, in that he practiced law notwithstanding that he was a full-

time judge, in violation of Section 100.4(G) of the Rules.    

CHARGE II 

63. From on or about January 1, 2022, to in or about April 2024, in 

violation of Section 478 of the New York Judiciary Law, Respondent aided or 

abetted Janice Bar to practice law, notwithstanding that Ms. Bar was not and is not 

licensed to practice law. 

Specifications to Charge II 

64. The facts alleged in paragraphs 11-21 are incorporated by reference.  

65. For more than two years after Respondent assumed judicial office in 

January 2022, Ms. Bar continued to work in Respondent’s law office, in which 

capacity she inter alia communicated with court staff, clients and opposing 

counsel, filed court documents, appeared in court conferences and otherwise acted 

in a manner that appeared to be and/or constituted the practice of law.   

66. During this time, Ms. Bar held herself out as an attorney from the law 

offices of Respondent and/or Michael Mossa.   

Victor Lopez v Sharan K. Puri, et al.  

67. The facts alleged in paragraphs 39-49 are incorporated by reference.   

68. On or about January 27, 2023, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Puri an unsigned 

Settlement Agreement and Release by email, signed “Joe,” from Respondent’s 
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law office email account.  A copy of the email and Settlement Agreement is 

appended as Exhibit 16.   

69. Later that day, Mr. Puri sent a signed Settlement Agreement and 

Release by email addressed to “Mr. Kasper.”  A copy of the email and Settlement 

Agreement and Release is appended as Exhibit 17. 

70. On or about February 2, 2023, Mr. Puri sent an email from his 

business email address to Respondent’s personal email address, advising him of a 

telephone status conference on March 17, 2023, before U.S. District Court Judge 

Marcia M. Henry.  A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 18. 

71. On or about February 9, 2023, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Puri an updated 

Settlement Agreement by email from Respondent’s law office email account.  The 

body of the email stated: 

Good morning, Attached please find the updated Settlement 
Agreement.  If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to 
contact me.  

 
The signature block included the words “Attorneys at Law,” an image of the 

scales of justice, Respondent’s law office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone 

number.  A copy of the email and attachment is appended as Exhibit 19. 

72. On or about February 25, 2023, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Puri an email from 

Respondent’s law office email account, forwarding previous email exchanges 

“between the other attorney and us.”  The forwarded emails were:   
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A. An undated email sent by Ms. Bar from Respondent’s law office 
email account to Mr. Gangat:  

Good morning, Mohammed, Attached please find the 
executed Settlement Agreement.  
 

B.      A February 10, 2023, email reply from Mr. Gangat:  

The Court will likely reject the agreement.  This is not the 
one I sent.  This one has a confidentiality agreement. 
Attached is the one I sent.  He should sign this one so we 
can be done with this. 

C. A February 13, 2023, email that Mr. Gangat sent to Respondent’s 
law office email address: 

Reminder, I am not submitting the agreement you sent me 
for approval.  I dont [sic] where that agreement came from 
or why you would think I can submit that to the Court. 

D. A February 23, 2023, email that Ms. Bar sent from Respondent’s 
law office email account to Mr. Gangat:  

We are in receipt of your email.  It is equally our intensions 
[sic] to close this out expeditiously but the revised 
Stipulation we sent you contained no new language, simply 
a combination of the original proposed Stipulation you sent 
and the 2nd one.  We understand some of the differences are 
due to how you plan to present it to the Court but your 
original proposed Stipulation contained a confidentiality 
agreement.  The only thing Defendants had asked to revise 
from the first proposed Stipulation, [sic] was to add an 
indemnification regarding taxes.  If deleting the 
confidentiality agreement portion of it gets this done, that’s 
okay, but your 2nd proposed Agreement deleted c0-
Defendant [sic] Floraisin [sic].  Why would Mr. Puri 
release checks he has already drawn up, of which we sent 
you a copy of, if you aren’t also releasing his company, 
like your first Stipulation did?  Let’s get this done.  We 
look forward to hearing from you.  
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E. A subsequent February 23, 2023, email sent by Mr. Gangat that 
responded to Ms. Bar, was addressed to “Counsel,” and explained 
“why the settlement agreement was revised to eliminate 
confidentiality and the general release.” 

A copy of Ms. Bar’s email to Mr. Puri, with previous email exchanges, is 

appended as Exhibit 20.  

73. On or about March 14, 2023, Ms. Bar sent the following email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Mr. Puri:  

Good morning, Attached please find the updated Agreement.  
Please sign and return to me.  If you have any questions, please 
contact me.   

 
The signature block included the words, “Attorney at Law,” an image of the scales 

of justice, Respondent’s law office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  

Attached to the email was a document titled “Settlement Agreement and Release,” 

marked up in Respondent’s handwriting.  A copy of the email and Settlement 

Agreement and Release is appended as Exhibit 21.    

74. About an hour later, Mr. Puri sent the following reply from his 

business email address to Respondent’s personal email account, with a copy to his 

law office email account:  

Dear Mr. Kasper, As per our conversation, please find attached 
the signed documents with the copies of the checks.  Thanks!  
Sharan Puri  

 
A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 22. 
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75. A court telephone status conference in Lopez was scheduled for the 

morning of March 17, 2023, with Judge Henry presiding.  A few minutes before 

the conference was scheduled to begin, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Puri an email from 

Respondent’s law office email account, dated March 17, 2023, at 9:43 AM, 

forwarding an email she had sent to Mr. Gangat the evening before:  

I am going to submit the agreement for court approval tonight or 
first thing tomorrow.  I will tell the Court tomorrow at the 
conference that we have settled the matter and are seeking court 
approval of the settlement agreement [sic]  

 
The signature block included the words, “Attorney at Law,” an image of the scales 

of justice, Respondent’s law office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A 

copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 23. 

76. That same morning, at Respondent’s direction, Ms. Bar appeared on 

behalf of Mr. Puri for the telephone status conference.  Attorney Owen Keough, 

and later Mr. Gangat, appeared for the plaintiff.  Ms. Bar placed her appearance 

on the record by stating, “This is Janice Bar from the office, previous office of 

Joseph Kasper for the Defendants.”  When Judge Henry asked Ms. Bar to enter a 

Notice of Appearance since she was going to be representing Mr. Puri, she 

replied, “Okay, so I’ll send one in.”  A copy of the transcript is appended as 

Exhibit 24. 

77. During the conference, Judge Henry asked, “Ms. Bar, this is a more 

basic question, but I’m assuming that you’re also admitted to practice in the 
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Eastern District?”  Ms. Bar replied, “No, I actually just came through City [sic] to 

listen to what [sic] going back and forth, because we thought we had a settlement 

agreement and everything was going to be sent in and settled.”  At no time during 

the conference did Ms. Bar inform the Court or opposing counsel that she was a 

paralegal and not an attorney.  A copy of the transcript is appended as Exhibit 24. 

78. When Ms. Bar acknowledged that she was still monitoring 

Respondent’s law office email inbox, Judge Henry stated that the scheduling order 

for the April 13th conference would be sent to the email address on the docket.  A 

copy of the transcript is appended as Exhibit 24. 

79. On or about May 10, 2023, Ms. Bar emailed Mr. Puri an IRS Form 

W9, Request for Taxpayer Identification Number and Certification, dated May 5, 

2023, pertaining to the defendant, Victor Lopez.  The email was sent from 

Respondent’s law office email account.  The signature block included the words, 

“Attorneys at Law,” an image of the scales of justice, Respondent’s law office 

address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of email and tax form is 

appended as Exhibit 25.   

80. On or about May 24, 2023, Ms. Bar emailed Mr. Puri an IRS Form 

W4, Employee Withholding Certificate, dated May 5, 2023, pertaining to Mr. 

Lopez.  The email was sent from Respondent’s law office email account.  The 

signature block included the words, “Attorneys at Law,” an image of the scales of 
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justice, Respondent’s law office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A 

copy of the email and tax form is appended as Exhibit 26. 

81. On or about June 15, 2023, Ms. Bar sent the following email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Mr. Puri:  

Please [sic] attached Stipulation. It is for the settlement, 
withdrawal, and dismissal of the lawsuit against you and your 
company.  Please sign it, and return to me.  If you need to, please 
feel free to speak with Joe.  

 
The email was signed “Janice Bar.”  The signature block below her name included 

the words “Attorneys at Law,” an image of the scales of justice, Respondent’s law 

office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  Similarly, in the Stipulation of 

Dismissal, the signature block for Mr. Puri included Respondent’s law office 

address, Ms. Bar’s cell phone number, and Respondent’s law office email address.  

A copy of the email and Stipulation of Dismissal is appended as Exhibit 27. 

82. On or about July 7, 2023, Ms. Bar sent the following email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Mr. Puri:  

Could you please sign the attached stipulation of dismissal.  
There is nothing wrong with it.  is [sic] the same document, 
which you signed several weeks ago.  Please return the signed 
Stip back to me.  

 
The signature block included the words “Attorney at Law,” an image of the scales 

of justice, Respondent’s law office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A 

copy of the email and Stipulation of Dismissal is appended as Exhibit 28. 
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NYCTL 2019-A Trust et al. v Columbus Club of South Ozone Park et al.  
 
83. The facts alleged in paragraphs 26-38 are incorporated by reference.  

84. On or about February 16, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email dated February 

16, 2022, from Respondent’s law office email account to Part 24 of the Supreme 

Court, Queens County, and to Mr. Krechmer, requesting a 60-day adjournment.  

The email stated, in part, that the plaintiff’s motion for summary judgment was on 

for February 17, 2022, and that a settlement conference in the matter was 

scheduled for March 10, 2022.  The email also made reference to the “possible 

necessary substitution of counsel.”  The email was signed, “Janice Bar for 

JOSEPH F. KASPER.”  The signature block included the words, “Attorney at 

Law,” Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy 

of the email is appended as Exhibit 29.  

85. On or about March 2, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Mr. Krechmer, with a copy to Part 24 of 

Supreme Court, Queens County, requesting an adjournment.  The email stated, in 

part:  

We spoke with Mr. Krechmer this morning regarding this matter.  
We are also requesting an adjournment in order to resolve this 
matter without further intervention by the Court. 

 
The signature block included the words, “Attorney at Law,” Respondent’s law 

office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the email is appended 

as Exhibit 30. 
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86. Attached to Ms. Bar’s March 2 email was a letter of the same date 

printed on Respondent’s law office letterhead, identifying Respondent as 

“Attorney at Law.”  The letterhead included Respondent’s law office address, 

email address, fax and office phone numbers.  The letter, addressed to “Clerk,” 

stated: 

This office represents Defendant, Columbus Club of South Ozone 
Park, Inc., as well as Joseph Kasper.  Approximately 2 weeks 
ago, we asked Mr. Krechmer for an adjournment.  At that time, 
he consented to the adjournment. 
 
We felt that he would have consented to a longer adjournment.  
We are requesting a longer adjournment into mid May 2022 
because we want to settle several issues regarding this matter.  
The main issue of this matter is financial.  We are trying to work 
out financial issues, but require more time to do so.  Some of 
these issues involve borrowing money to pay off the tax liens.   
 
We spoke with the attorney for the Plaintiff, Mr. Leonard [sic] 
Krechmer. [sic] this morning [sic] Mr. Krechmer indicated that 
he would consent to a short adjournment but not a long one, into 
May 2022.  Mr. Krechmer also stated that if the Court would 
consent to allowing the Defendant, Columbus Club of South 
Ozone Park, the time to work through all of the issues of the 
matter; [sic] he would not oppose it. 
 
At this point in time, I respectfully request this Court adjourn this 
matter to a date in late May, in order for us to work through the 
issues, pay off the entire lien, and settle this matter without 
further intervention from the Court.  
 
Thanking you in advance. 

 
The letter was signed “Janice Bar.”  A copy of the letter is appended as Exhibit 
31.  
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87. Later that afternoon, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Krechmer the following 

response from Respondent’s law office email account: 

Leonard [sic], I just sent a letter to the Court.  I did tell them that 
you did not consent to a long adjournment but that you would not 
be opposed. 

 
The email was signed, “Janice Bar.”  The signature block included the words, 

“Attorney at Law,” Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone 

number.  A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 32.  

88. On or about May 25, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from Respondent’s 

law office email account to Part 24 of Supreme Court, Queens County, and to Mr. 

Krechmer, requesting an adjournment.  The email stated in part,  

We spoke to Leonard [sic] Krechmer yesterday, [sic] regarding 
our progress on resolving our financial issues.  We have obtained 
a pay off, and are hoping to enter into an Agreement to resolve 
our problem…There is also a settlement conference scheduled for 
June 4, 2022; is that virtual?  It is respectfully requested 
Plaintiff’s motion returnable on May 26, 2022, be adjourned to a 
date in July or August, after the Settlement Conference, as the 
granting of the motion could impact, if not prejudice further 
efforts to resolve our financial lending. 

 
The email was signed, “Janice Bar.”  The signature block included the words, 

“Attorney at Law,” Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone 

number.  A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 33. 

89. On or about May 26, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from Respondent’s 

law office email account to Part 24 of Supreme Court, Queens County, copied to 

Mr. Krechmer, requesting an adjournment.  The email was signed, “Janice Bar.”  
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The signature block included the words, “Attorney at Law,” Respondent’s law 

office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  The email stated, in part: 

We represent Defendant Columbus Club of South Ozone Park, 
Inc.  We are in the midst of paying off the lien, and as such are 
requesting an adjournment to avoid further court costs. 

 
A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 34.   

90. On or about June 29, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from Respondent’s 

law office email account to Part 24 of Supreme Court, Queens County, copied to 

Mr. Krechmer, requesting another adjournment.  The email was signed, “Janice 

Bar for Joseph F Kasper.”  The signature block included the words, “Attorney at 

Law,” Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  The 

email stated, in part:  

We represent Defendant Columbus Club of South Ozone Park, 
Inc.  This matter was last on for a conference on June 9, 2022.  At 
that point in time, we were discussing coming to a resolution 
regarding the lien.  The matter was put over to July 28, 2022.   
We humbly request the motion be adjourned to July 28th, to track 
the motion with the resolution part.  
 

A copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 35.   

91. On or about September 1, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Part 24 of Supreme Court, Queens 

County, copied to Mr. Krechmer, requesting an adjournment to October 11, 2022.  

The email stated in part:  

Honorable Judge: We represent the Columbus Club of South 
Ozone Park regarding Plaintiff’s Motion for summary Judgment, 
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which is on for September 1, 2022…On August 31, 2022, our 
client received proposed forbearance agreements following 
direction [sic] at their last conference to contact Plaintiff’s client, 
Tower, directly, and the conference was adjourned to October 11, 
2022,.[sic].  Said forbearance agreements need to be reviewed, 
and executed.  Kindly adjourn said Summary Judgment Motion 
to a date after October 11, 2022, conference pending likely 
resolution.  Very truly yours, William Shanahan substituting for 
Joseph F Kasper  

 
The signature block included an image of the scales of justice, Respondent’s law 

office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the email is appended 

as Exhibit 36. 

92. On or about September 2, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email with an 

attached stipulation from Respondent’s law office email account to Part 24 of 

Supreme Court, Queens County, copied to Mr. Krechmer.  The stipulation, dated 

August 31, 2022, adjourned the motion for summary judgment to October 27, 

2022.  The stipulation was signed: 

Willaim [sic] D. Shanahan for Joseph F Kasper  
Attorney for Columbus Club South Ozone Park 

 
The signature block included Mr. Shanahan’s Mineola law firm address and 

telephone number, Ms. Bar’s cell phone number, and Respondent’s law office 

email address.  A copy of the email and stipulation is appended as Exhibit 37. 

93. By sua sponte order dated October 4, 2022, Judge Unger ordered that 

no documents of any type or further communication would be considered or 

accepted from or on behalf of the defendant Columbus Club until a substitution of 
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counsel and a Notice of Appearance were served on the plaintiff and the court.  A 

copy of the Order is appended as Exhibit 38. 

94. On or about October 11, 2022, Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of 

Appearance dated October 8, 2022, for Mr. Shanahan using Respondent’s 

NYSCEF User ID.  Respondent was copied on the Notice.  A copy of the Notice 

of Appearance is appended as Exhibit 39.  

95. Respondent is identified in the NYSCEF Confirmation Notice of the 

October 11th filing as the Filing User.  His address is listed as 12501 Queens Blvd, 

Kew Gardens, NY 11415—the Queens County Criminal Court.  The Confirmation 

Notice shows that an E-mail Service Notification was sent to Respondent’s law 

office email address.  A copy of the NYSCEF Confirmation Notice is appended as 

Exhibit 40. 

S  S  v L  S  

96. On or about January 20, 2022, Ms. Bar commenced S  S  v 

L  S  (“S ”), an uncontested matrimonial matter, in Supreme 

Court, Queens County, by e-filing a Summons and Complaint on NYSCEF using 

Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID.   

97. Respondent’s Mastercard ending in 4678 was charged a $210 Index 

Fee and $6.28 service fee, totaling $216.28 in connection with the S  

Summons and Complaint.  A copy of the receipt is appended as Exhibit 41. 
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98. On or about August 4, 2022, Ms. Bar e-filed a Request for Judicial 

Intervention (“RJI”) of the same date in which Respondent was identified as the 

attorney for the plaintiff using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID.  A copy of the 

RJI is appended as Exhibit 42. 

99. Respondent’s consent to the use of NYSCEF in S  was recorded 
as:  

 
KASPER, JOSEPH F. on 04/17/2023  
HON. JOSEPH F. KASPER JUDGE QUEENS CO. CRIMINAL 
COURT 

 
A copy of the NYSCEF record is appended as Exhibit 43.  

100. On or about April 17, 2023, Ms. Bar e-filed a post-RJI Notice of 

Appearance dated February 16, 2022, identifying Mr. Mossa as the plaintiff’s 

attorney.  The signature block included Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of 

the Notice of Appearance is appended as Exhibit 44.     

101. Mr. Mossa’s Notice of Appearance, as with every document Ms. Bar 

e-filed in S , was filed using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID.  Respondent 

was, at all times, the attorney of record in S .  There was no record of a 

Consent to Change Attorney filed in NYSCEF.  A copy of the NYSCEF document 

list is appended as Exhibit 45. 

102. On or about April 17, 2023, Ms. Bar e-filed a Note of Issue, noting a 

correction to the RJI.  The Notice of Issue was received by NYSCEF on May 5, 

2023.  A copy of the Note of Issue is appended as Exhibit 46. 
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103. That same day, in connection with the above-referenced RJI and Note 

of Issue, Respondent’s Mastercard ending in 4678 was charged a $125 filing fee 

and $3.74 service fee, totaling $128.74.  A copy of the receipt is appended as 

Exhibit 47.  

104. On or about April 28, 2023, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed a Corrected Notice of Motion to correct the spelling of the 

plaintiff’s name from “S ” to “S .”  The Notice of Motion was received 

by NYSCEF on May 5, 2023.  A copy of the Notice of Motion is appended as 

Exhibit 48.   

105. On or about April 28, 2023, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed an Affidavit in Support of Plaintiff’s Motion to correct the spelling 

of plaintiff’s name.  The Affidavit was notarized by Ms. Bar on January 17, 2022.  

A copy of the Affidavit is appended as Exhibit 49. 

106. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Notice of Motion, Respondent’s Mastercard credit card ending in 4678 was 

charged a $45 filing fee and $1.35 service fee, totaling $46.35.  A copy of the 

receipt is appended as Exhibit 50.  

 P  . R  v M    R  

107. Beginning in or about 2020, P  R  was a tenant of 

Respondent’s at the rental property Respondent owns in South Ozone Park, 

Queens. 
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108. Sometime after Respondent became a judge, Mr. R  told 

Respondent that he was looking for a divorce lawyer.  Respondent said that as a 

judge, he could not represent him, but he told him about Ms. Bar, whom he 

described as being knowledgeable about matrimonial matters and filing 

uncontested matrimonial matters.  Shortly thereafter, Mr. R  contacted Ms. 

Bar.      

109. On or about January 24, 2023, Ms. Bar commenced divorce 

proceedings on Mr. R ’s behalf by e-filing a Summons With Notice and a 

Complaint in P  . R  v M     R  (“R ”). 

The Summons and Complaint, and other documents filed by Ms. Bar in 

connection with R , were e-filed using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID.  A 

copy of the NYSCEF document list is appended as Exhibit 51. 

110. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Summons and Complaint, Respondent’s Visa card ending in 6681 was charged a 

$210 Index Fee and $6.28 service fee, totaling $216.28.  A copy of the receipt is 

appended as Exhibit 52.  

111. On or about May 2, 2023, Ms. Bar e-filed two documents in the 

R  matter: a Part 130 Certification dated April 17, 2023, and an RJI dated 

April 18, 2023.  The Certification was S-signed by P  . R .  The signature 

block included Ms. Bar’s cell phone number and her email address 

(ozlegalwiz@ ).  In the RJI, Ms. Bar’s cell phone number and email are 
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listed as Mr. R ’s.  Copies of the Certification and the RJI are appended as 

Exhibits 53 and 54, respectively.   

112. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Note of Issue and RJI, Ms. Bar’s Visa card ending in 4196 was charged a $125 

filing fee and $3.74 service fee, totaling $128.74.  A copy of the receipt is 

appended as Exhibit 55. 

113. In or around May 2023, on two occasions at Respondent’s law office, 

Mr. R  paid Ms. Bar approximately $600 in cash, for a total of $1200, for her 

legal services in his divorce action. 

1900 Capital Trust III v Joann Manck et al.  

114. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented Joann Manck in 

Capital Trust III v Joann Manck et al., a residential foreclosure matter.  Ross 

Eisenberg represented the plaintiff.  Rajan Patel served as title counsel. 

115. On March 10, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, Ms. Bar 

e-filed an Answer With Counterclaims, dated December 18, 2021, and signed by 

Mr. Mossa.  Mr. Mossa had not consented to the use of NYSCEF. 

116. An RJI subsequently filed by Mr. Eisenberg was returned for 

correction because Mr. Mossa, the defense counsel, was missing from the RJI.  

117. On or about March 7, 2023, Ms. Bar appeared on behalf of Ms. 

Manck for a virtual settlement conference with Court Attorney-Referee Daniel S. 

Gordon presiding.  Mr. Eisenberg appeared on behalf of the plaintiff.  Ms. Bar 
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appeared for Mr. Mossa on behalf of the defendant.  Ms. Bar stated that the 

defendant was not interested in a settlement and wished to litigate.   

118. During the conference, Mr. Gordon asked Ms. Bar whether she was 

an attorney.  She responded affirmatively.   

119. Mr. Gordon prepared a Residential Foreclosure Conference Order 

form to reflect what transpired during the conference.  The Order was filed on 

NYSCEF on March 8, 2023.  A copy of the Residential Foreclosure Conference 

Order is appended as Exhibit 56.  

120. By affirmation dated July 6, 2023, Mr. Mossa requested an 

adjournment of the matter, citing respiratory issues related to long COVID.  The 

signature block included Ms. Bar’s cell phone number and her email address.  A 

copy of the affirmation is appended as Exhibit 57.  

HSBC Bank v Andres Gallo et al. 

121. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented defendants 

Andres Gallo and Marsha Cindy Balkissoon in HBSC Bank v Andres Gallo et al. 

(“HSBC”), a residential foreclosure matter. 

122. On or about June 1, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed various documents, including a Notice of Motion, an Affidavit In 

Support, Exhibits, and a Proposed Order.   

123. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Notice of Motion, Ms. Bar’s American Express credit card ending in 1581 was 
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charged a $45 filing fee and $1.35 service fee, totaling $46.35.  A copy of the 

receipt is appended as Exhibit 58. 

124. On or about September 7, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User 

ID, Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of Motion in HSBC.   

125. That same day, in connection with the above-referenced Notice of 

Motion, Respondent’s Visa card ending in 6681 was charged a $45 filing fee and 

$1.35 service fee, totaling $46.35.  A copy of the receipt is appended as Exhibit 

59. 

126. On or about September 9, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User 

ID, Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of Motion to Confirm Referee’s Report of Sale and 

Disburse Surplus Monies.  A copy of the Notice of Motion is appended as Exhibit 

60. 

J  A  v K  S   

127. The facts alleged in paragraphs 50-51 are incorporated by reference. 

128. On or about October 12, 2022, Ms. Bar e-filed both a Notice of 

Settlement with a Proposed Judgement of Divorce, and a Notice of Settlement 

with a Proposed Finding of Fact and Conclusions signed by Respondent, who is 

identified “Attorney for Plaintiff.”  The signature blocks include Respondent’s 

law office address, and his law office email and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A 

copy of the Notice of Settlement and Proposed Judgement of Divorce is appended 

as Exhibit 61.  
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129. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Notice of Settlement, Respondent’s Visa credit card ending in 6681 was charged a 

$35 filing fee and $1.05 service fee, totaling $36.05.  A copy of the receipt is 

appended as Exhibit 62. 

130. Ms. Bar e-filed all the documents in  using Respondent’s 

NYSCEF ID User.  A copy of the NYSCEF document list is appended as Exhibit 

63. 

Natalia Boiko v Patrick Khan and Jaikarran Ramdeo 

131. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the defendant, 

Patrick Khan, in Natalia Boiko v Patrick Khan and Jaikarran Ramdeo (“Boiko”), 

a tort action.  The co-defendant, Jaikarran Ramdeo was represented by Michael 

Falletta.  The plaintiff was represented by David Levy.   

132. On or about February 4, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an unsigned email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Mr. Falletta, copy to Part 20 and Mr. 

Levy.  The email stated, in part,  

The Law Office of Joseph F Kasper represents the Defendant 
Patrick Khan.  We do NOT have a link to the compliance 
conference.  Could you please send us one. [sic]  

 
The words “Attorney at Law,” Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell 

phone appear at the bottom of the unsigned email.  A copy of the email is 

appended as Exhibit 64.    

A. v. S.
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133. Mr. Falletta wrote that he had not received the link either and asked 

whether the conference was still on.  Ms. Bar replied:   

I am not sure.  According to “e courts” it is but there are still 
outstanding motions, which have not been decided.  It would 
make sense to adjourn the conference.    

 
Shortly thereafter, Mr. Falleta responded with the following email, which stated, 

in part:   

Dear Mr. Kasper and Mr. Levy: It seems there is no court 
conference today.  If either of you get any update from the Court, 
please let my office know at gardencityefiling@ .  
Additionally, any change in representation as to the attorney of 
record for a party, my office will need something in writing.  

 
Copies of the emails are appended as Exhibit 65. 
 

134. On or about March 9, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of Entry dated March 7, 2022.  The signature block 

included Respondent’s law office phone number and address, and identified 

Respondent as “Joseph F Kasper Attorney for Defendant KHAN.”  A copy of the 

Notice of Entry is appended as Exhibit 66. 

135. That same day, Ms. Bar e-filed two Affidavits of Service, signed by 

Mr. Cullina, in connection with Boiko.  The Affidavits were notarized by Ms. Bar.  

Copies of the Affidavits are appended as Exhibit 67. 

Jose Lema and Lisette Celleri v Guazhco et al. 

136. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the plaintiffs, 

Jose Lema and Lisette Celleri, in a dispute concerning the ownership of real 
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property: Jose Lema and Lisette Celleri v Guazhco, et al. (“Lema”).  Leonard J. 

Falcone represented defendant Luis Guazhco and Richard Golden represented 

defendants Fax Realty, Inc., and Khokon Chowdhury.  

137. Supreme Court Justice Mojgan Lancman issued a sua sponte order 

dated December 28, 2021, requiring that discovery be completed on or about  

January 27, 2022.  A copy of the Order is appended as Exhibit 68.   

138. In or about January and February 2022, Mr. Golden emailed 

Respondent four times to request that he seek to be relieved as counsel since he 

had assumed judicial office.  Copies of the emails are appended as Exhibit 69.  

139. On or about February 14, 2022, Mr. Golden sent an email to 

Respondent’s client, Mr. Lema, copied to the Part 2 of Supreme Court, Queens 

County, and to Mr. Falcone, objecting to any further adjournments of various 

motions with a return date of February 16, 2022.2  A copy of the email is 

appended as Exhibit 70.  

140. That same day, Respondent’s client, Mr. Lema, emailed Part 2 of 

Supreme Court, Queens County, informing the Court that he was in the process of 

finding a new attorney since Respondent had been elected to judicial office.  A 

copy of the email is appended as Exhibit 71.   

 

2 The email mistakenly refers to “2021.” 
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141. On or about February 17, 2022, Ms. Bar sent an email from 

Respondent’s law office email account to Judge Weiss’ principal court attorney, 

Howard Wieder, and to Part 2 of Supreme Court, Queens County, copied to Mr. 

Falcone and Mr. Golden, requesting a 30-day adjournment so that Mr. Lema could 

find new counsel, since Respondent was now a judge.  The email stated: 

Mr. Lema was a client of Mr. Kasper [sic], who is now Judge 
Kasper.  As Judge Kasper is no longer allowed to practice law, 
Mr. Lema was trying to request an adjournment from the Court, 
in order for him to obtain new counsel.  He stopped by the office 
today to ask for help in doing so.  I am requesting on behalf of 
Mr. Lema a 30 day adjournment for him to find new counsel. 
Thank you for your consideration.   

 
The email was signed “Janice Bar.”  The signature block below her name included 

the words “Attorney at Law,” an image of the scales of justice, Respondent’s law 

office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the email is appended 

as Exhibit 72. 

142. The Lema matter was dismissed by Supreme Court Justice Allan 

Weiss by Orders dated March 1, 2022, on grounds of collateral estoppel and res 

judicata.  Copies of the Orders are appended as Exhibit 73. 

143. Respondent remained, at all times, the attorney of record in Lema.     

144. On or about April 4, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of Appeal on behalf of Mr. Lema.  A copy of the Notice 

of Appeal is appended as Exhibit 74. 
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145. That same day, in connection with the filing of the above-referenced 

Notice of Appeal, Respondent’s Mastercard ending in 4678 was charged a $65 

filing fee and $1.94 service fee, totaling $66.94.  A copy of the receipt is 

appended as Exhibit 75. 

146. On or about April 9, 2022, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed a Notice of Appeal on behalf of Ms. Celleri.  A copy of the 

NYSCEF document list is appended as Exhibit 76. 

147. That same day, in connection with the above-referenced Notice of 

Appeal, Respondent’s Mastercard ending in 4678 was charged a $65 filing fee and 

$1.94 service fee, totaling $66.94.  A copy of the receipt is appended as Exhibit 

77. 

B  U  v D  U   

148. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the plaintiff, 

B  U , in a matrimonial matter that was commenced in Supreme Court, 

Queens County: B  U  v D  U (“U ”).   

149. On or about April 17, 2023, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed a Stipulation of Settlement dated March 25, 2019, in which 

Respondent is identified as the attorney for the plaintiff, using Respondent’s 

NYSCEF User ID.  Copies of the Stipulation of Settlement and NYSCEF 

document list are appended as Exhibit 78. 
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150. On or about April 17, 2023, in connection with the filing of the 

above-referenced Stipulation of Settlement, Respondent’s Visa card ending in 

6681 was charged a $35.00 filing fee and $1.05 service fee, totaling $36.05.  A 

copy of the receipt is appended as Exhibit 79. 

Nationstar Mortgage v D  U , et al. 

151. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented B  U  

in Nationstar Mortgage v D  U , et al., a residential foreclosure matter.  

152. On or about December 31, 2021, the day before Respondent assumed 

judicial office, Ms. Bar wrote a letter on Respondent’s law office letterhead 

stating that Respondent was recently elected as a judge and that Ms. Bar was 

supervising the close or transfer of his files.  The letter further requested a 

modification of Mr. U ’s mortgage obligation and a stay of the foreclosure 

action.  The letterhead identified Respondent as “Attorney at Law” and included 

Respondent’s law office address and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  Printed in the 

signature block letter was “E Janice Bar for the Office of Joseph F Kasper.”  A 

copy of the letter is appended as Exhibit 80.  

153. On or about February 26, 2022, Ms. Bar wrote another letter on 

Respondent’s law office letterhead, identifying Respondent as an “Attorney at 

Law.”  The letterhead included Respondent’s law office address, telephone 

number and his cell phone number ( -3492).  The letter stated, in part, that 

Respondent’s office represented Mr. U , and that they were waiting for a 



 

41 

Judgment of Divorce in connection with Mr. U ’s matrimonial matter.  Printed 

in the signature block letter was “JANICE BAR For the OFFICE OF JOSEPH F. 

KASPER” and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the letter is appended as 

Exhibit 81.   

154. On or about February 1, 2023, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User 

ID, Ms. Bar e-filed a Stipulation to Adjourn Motion.  The signature block 

identified Mossa & Associates as the Attorney for Mr. U  and included Ms. 

Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the Stipulation to Adjourn Motion is 

appended as Exhibit 82.     

155. On or about August 4, 2023, using Respondent’s NYSCEF User ID, 

Ms. Bar e-filed an Affirmation in Opposition dated March 20, 2023.  The 

Affirmation was signed by Mr. Mossa.  The signature block included Ms. Bar’s 

cell phone number and her email address.  Although Mr. Mossa’s Affirmation 

stated that he was substituted for Respondent as Mr. U ’s attorney following 

Respondent’s election to judicial office, there is no record on NYSCEF of a 

Consent to Change Attorney or other document that reflects Mr. Mossa’s 

substitution as counsel.  A copy of the Affirmation in Opposition is appended as 

Exhibit 83. 

156. On or about September 11, 2023, Ms. Bar sent an email with an 

attached letter dated September 6, 2023, from Respondent’s law office email 

account to the plaintiff’s attorneys and the referee, copied to the Biolsi Law 
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Group, concerning a stay of the sale of Mr. U ’s property.  The signature 

blocks of both the email and letter included Mr. Mossa’s name, office address and 

Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  Copies of the email and letter are appended as 

Exhibits 84 and 85, respectively. 

T  S  v R  S  

157. Prior to becoming a judge, Respondent represented the defendant, 

R  S , in an uncontested matrimonial matter: T  S  v 

R  S .  The plaintiff was represented by Usman Ahmed.  

158. On or about January 30, 2022, Ms. Bar sent Mr. Ahmed the 

following email from Respondent’s law office email account: 

Good afternoon, Usman, [sic] I spoke with my client. Attached 
please find the executed Affidavit of Defendant. Kindly keep my 
office updated of the progress of this matter. Thanking you in 
advance. Best regards, Janice Bar for JOSEPH F. KASPER 
 

The signature block included an image of the scales of justice, Respondent’s law 

office address, and Ms. Bar’s cell phone number.  A copy of the email is appended 

as Exhibit 86. 

159. By reason of the foregoing, Respondent should be disciplined for 

cause, pursuant to Article VI, Section 22, subdivision (a), of the Constitution and 

Section 44, subdivision 1, of the Judiciary Law, in that Respondent failed to 

uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary by failing to maintain high 

standards of conduct so that the integrity and independence of the judiciary would 
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be preserved, in violation of Section 100.1 of the Rules; failed to avoid 

impropriety and the appearance of impropriety, in that he failed to respect and 

comply with the law and failed to act in a manner that promotes public confidence 

in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary, in violation of Section 100.2(A) 

of the Rules; and failed to so conduct his extra-judicial activities as to minimize 

the risk of conflict with judicial obligations, in that he failed to conduct his extra-

judicial activities so that they do not detract from the dignity of judicial office, 

or interfere with the proper performance of judicial duties and are not 

incompatible with judicial office, in violation of Sections 100.4(A)(2) and (3) of 

the Rules.    

CHARGE III 

160. In and after 2021, Respondent failed to file a mandatory financial 

disclosure statement (“FDS”) with the Ethics Commission for the Unified Court 

System (“Ethics Commission”) in connection with his 2021 candidacy for judicial 

office. 

161. In and after May 2022, Respondent failed to file a materially 

complete mandatory FDS for the year 2021 with the Ethics Commission, and he 

failed to submit a mandatory supplementary statement on or before October 22, 

2022. 
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Specifications to Charge III 

The 2021 Campaign FDS 

162. Part 100.5(A)(4)(g) of the Rules of the Chief Administrator of the 

Courts Governing Judicial Conduct requires a candidate for public election to 

judicial office to file a financial disclosure statement with the Ethics Commission 

within 20 days of becoming a candidate.  

163. Respondent became a candidate for judicial office in or around the 

summer or fall of 2021.  However, he did not file any disclosure statement in 

2021, and the Ethics Commission has no record of his having filed the 2021 

campaign FDS in 2022 or thereafter. 

The 2021 FDS 

164. Part 140 of the Rules of the Chief Judge (22 NYCRR 140) requires 

all state-paid judges and justices to file an annual FDS by May 15, covering the 

prior year.  As a state-paid judge, Respondent was required to file such a 

statement by May 15, 2022, covering 2021. 

165.   On or about May 20, 2022, Respondent filed a materially 

incomplete financial disclosure statement dated May 15, 2022.  He also filed a 

Notice of Automatic Extension of Time to File Tax Return, which gave him until 

October 22, 2022, to submit a supplementary statement for his 2021 FDS.   
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166. On or about October 22, 2022, Respondent telephoned the Ethics 

Committee to request additional time, stating he would mail the supplementary 

statement on October 28, 2022.  However, he did not do so. 

167. On or about February 9, 2023, the Ethics Commission sent, and 

Respondent received, a Notice to Cure, notifying him of his failure to file the  

supplementary statement.  Notwithstanding this notice, Respondent did not file his 

2021 statement.  A copy of the Notice to Cure is appended as Exhibit 87.  

168. On or about March 29, 2023, the Ethics Commission sent, and 

Respondent received, a Notice of Delinquency dated March 29, 2023, notifying 

him that his continued failure to file his 2021 financial disclosure statement 

subjected him to disciplinary action.  A copy of the Notice of Delinquency is 

appended as Exhibit 88.   

169. To date, the Ethics Commission has no record of Respondent having 

filed his 2021 statements.   

170. By reason of the foregoing, Respondent should be disciplined for 

cause, pursuant to Article VI, Section 22, subdivision (a), of the Constitution and 

Section 44, subdivision 1, of the Judiciary Law, in that Respondent failed to 

uphold the integrity and independence of the judiciary by failing to maintain high 

standards of conduct so that the integrity and independence of the judiciary would 

be preserved, in violation of Section 100.1 of the Rules; failed to avoid 

impropriety and the appearance of impropriety, in that he failed to respect and 



comply with the law and failed to act in a manner that promotes public confidence 

in the integrity and impartiality of the judiciary, in violation of Section 100.2(A) 

of the Rules; failed to perform the duties of judicial office impartially and 

diligently, in that he failed to diligently discharge his administrative 

responsibilities, in violation of Section 100.3(C)(l) of the Rules; and failed to 

refrain from inappropriate political activity, in that he failed to file with the Ethics 

Commission for the Unified Court System a financial disclosure statement, in 

violation of Section 100.5(A)(4)(g) of the Rules. 

WHEREFORE, by reason of the foregoing, the Commission should take 

whatever further action it deems appropriate in accordance with its powers under 

the Constitution and the Judiciary Law of the State of New York. 

Dated: January 14, 2025 
New York, New York 

ROBERT H. TEMBECKJIAN 
Administrator and Counsel 
State Commission on Judicial Conduct 
61 Broadway, Suite 1200 
New York, New York 10006 
(646) 386-4800 

46 



STATE OF NEW YORK 
COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT 
------------------------------------------------------
In the Matter of the Proceeding 
Pursuant to Section 44, subdivision 4, 
of the Judiciary Law in Relation to 

JOSEPH F. KASPER, 

a Judge of the New York City Civil Court, 
Queens County. 
------------------------------------------------------

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
: ss.: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

VERIFICATION 

ROBERT H. TEMBECKJIAN, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am the Administrator of the State Commission on Judicial Conduct. 

2. I have read the foregoing Formal Written Complaint and, upon 

information and belief, all matters stated therein are true. 

3. The basis for said information and belief is the files and records of 

the State Commission on Judicial Conduct. 

Sworn to before me this 
14th day of January 2025 

c1 trfM fwv r krw.----
Notary Public 

LATASHA Y. JOHNSON 
Notary Public, State of New York 

No.01 JO6235579 
Qualified in New York County '1 

Commission Expires February 14, 20.si} 

Robert H. Tembeckjian 
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Index Number: 72218712020 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

D This action is scheduled for a preliminary conference on ___________ _ 

0 Plaintiff is directed to appear at a vinual status conference on October 11, 2022 
at 11 :00am in a Microsoft Teams meeting, for proof of compliance with this order. 

D Plaintiff is directed to file a Foreclosure Affinnation/Certificate of Merit pursuant to Administrative 
Order 208/13 by said status conference date. 

0 Plaintiff is directed to file an application seeking an Order of Reference by said status conference date. 

0 Plaintiff is directed to file an application seeking a Judgment of Foreclosure & Sale by said status conference 
date. • 

D Plaintiff is directed to serve and file a Note of Issue and Certificate of Readiness within 30 days of the date 
of this order and serve a copy on the Foreclosure Conference Part in Room 22A. 

D Plaintiff shall file a stipulation of discontinuance with the County Clerk and serve a copy of such 
discontinuance upon the defendant homeowner within 90 days after any settlement agreement or loan 
modification is fully executed. 

0 A Settlement Conference was held pursuant to AO 262/21, AO 35/22, and the Memorandum of Chief 
Administrative Judge Lawrence K. Marks, dated September 9, 2021: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the plaintiff may proceed with this action. 

So Ordered: 

Dated: July 28, 2022 
DANIEL S. GORDON, ESQ. 

Court Attorney-Referee 
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Case Caption: NYCTL 2019-A TRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON as Collateral Agent
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Judge Name: Marguerite A. Grays
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1 SUMMONS + COMPLAINT

SUMMONS & COMPLAINT
Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

2 EXHIBIT(S) - A
TAX LIEN CERTIFICATE

Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

3 EXHIBIT(S) - B
SCHEDULE A

Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

4 EXHIBIT(S) - C
LIEN SEARCH

Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

5 NOTICE OF PENDENCY
NOTICE OF PENDENCY

Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

6 STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
ELECTRONIC FILING
STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION

Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

11/18/2020Processed

7 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

12/03/2020Processed

8 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

12/07/2020Processed

9 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Resnikoff, M. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

12/31/2020Processed

10 ANSWER Kasper, J.05/12/2021Processed

11 NOTICE OF MOTION (Motion #001)
Notice of Motion for Summary Judgment and
Appointment of Referee

Krechmer, L. - filed by
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10/18/2021Processed

12 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
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Affirmation in Support of Motion for Summary
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10/18/2021Processed

13 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT (Motion
#001)
Affidavit of Annette Hill

Krechmer, L. - filed by
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10/18/2021Processed

14 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #001)
Published Notices

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

15 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #001)
Finance Notices

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

16 AFFIDAVIT (Motion #001)
Affidavit

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

17 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #001)
Servicing Agreement

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed
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23 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #001)
Notice of Pendency of Action

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed
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10/18/2021Processed
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Affidavit of Service of Notice of Motion

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

28 STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
ELECTRONIC FILING (Motion #001)

Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

29 RJI -RE: NOTICE OF MOTION (Motion #001) Krechmer, L. - filed by
TMS Services, Inc.

10/18/2021Processed

30 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE Kasper, J.12/23/2021Processed

31 NOTICE
NYCTL ATTY 1

Court User01/18/2022Processed

32 NOTICE
NYCTL ATTY 2

Court User01/18/2022Processed

33 NOTICE
NYCTL DEFT 1

Court User01/18/2022Processed

34 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE
Affidavit of Service of Attorney Letter and Court Notice

Abt, J. - filed by TMS
Services, Inc.

01/19/2022Processed

35 STATEMENT OF AUTHORIZATION FOR
ELECTRONIC FILING

Abt, J. - filed by TMS
Services, Inc.

01/19/2022Processed

36 NOTICE OF APPEARANCE (PRE RJI) Tordesillas, B.04/19/2022Processed
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT   
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK                                                                              

 
ANN M. DONNELLY, United States District Judge: 

On July 31, 2020, the plaintiff brought this action asserting claims under the Federal 

Labor Standards Act (“FLSA”) and the New York Labor Law (“NYLL”) against Sharan Puri, 

Floraison Inc. and Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. (“Metropolitan”).  (ECF No. 1.)   

Sharan Puri (“Puri”) and Floraison Inc. (“Floraison”) answered the complaint on 

February 13, 2021 (ECF No. 16), and Metropolitan answered on February 25, 2021.  (ECF No. 

18.)  The plaintiff amended the complaint on August 13, 2021 (ECF No. 25), and none of the 

defendants has filed an answer.  Metropolitan now moves for judgment on the pleadings 

pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(c).  (ECF No. 27.)  “Because [Metropolitan] has 

yet to file an Answer to the Amended Complaint, however, it appears this motion is more 

appropriately made pursuant to Rule 12(b)(6).”  Rubino v. Town of Babylon, No. 09-CV-5187, 

2012 WL 928252, at *1 (E.D.N.Y. Mar. 19, 2012); Yang v. An Ju Home, Inc., No. 19-CV-5616, 

2020 WL 3510683, at *2 (S.D.N.Y. June 29, 2020) (“[Rule 12(c)] allows a party to move for 

judgment on the pleadings only ‘after the pleadings are closed.’” (quoting Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(c))).  

--------------------------------------------------------------- X  
 

VICTOR LOPEZ,  
Plaintiff, 

 

– against – 
 

SHARAN K PURI, FLORAISON INC., and 
METROPOLITAN WIRELESS BK121, INC., 

 

Defendants. 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

MEMORANDUM DECISION AND 
ORDER 
 
20-CV-3450 (AMD) (MMH) 

--------------------------------------------------------------- X  
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Accordingly, the Court treats Metropolitan’s motion as a motion to dismiss under Rule 12(b)(6).1  

For the reasons that follow, the motion is granted. 

BACKGROUND 

The following facts are drawn from the amended complaint and construed in the light 

most favorable to the plaintiff.  Hayden v. Paterson, 594 F.3d 150, 160 (2d Cir. 2010). 

For approximately three and a half years, the plaintiff worked at three “Metro PCS” cell-

phone stores—two in Brooklyn and one in Queens—where his responsibilities included 

“providing customer service, doing inventory, cleaning the store, and operating the register.”  

(ECF No. 25 ¶¶ 28-30, 35-36).  These stores were run by Floraison, a New York-based company 

that Puri owned.  (Id. ¶¶ 9-11, 14.)  According to the plaintiff, Metropolitan was party to a 

“Master Dealer Agreement” (the “MDA”) with a “major cell phone carrier;” the agreement 

authorized Metropolitan, a “Master Dealer,” to sell cell phones and service plans on behalf of the 

carrier.  (Id. ¶¶ 11-13.)  Metropolitan “entered into a joint venture” with Floraison, under which 

Floraison and Puri, known as “Sub Dealers,” ran the “day-to-day operations at retail stores where 

cell phones and cell phones service plans were sold pursuant to the Master Dealer Agreement.”  

(Id. ¶ 14.)   

In the amended complaint, the plaintiff refers to provisions of the MDA between 

Metropolitan and the carrier.  According to the MDA, Metropolitan was responsible for 

“ensuring sufficient staff on site to meet . . . performance benchmarks;” “mak[ing] periodic visits 

to perform necessary training, operation and sales support to the staff working at any retail 

stores;” “adhering to a set of Master Dealer Guidelines,” including guidelines that require 

“master dealers to visit the stores and monitor and mold employee conduct;” and “screen[ing] the 

 
1 See United States v. Rivera, 376 F.3d 86, 92 (2d Cir. 2004) (“The court is not required to accept labels 

the parties place on their motions if those characterizations are inapt . . . .”). 

Case 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH   Document 35   Filed 09/19/22   Page 2 of 14 PageID #: 274



3 
 

qualifications of employees at any store.”  (Id. ¶¶ 15-21.)  The plaintiff further alleges that 

Floraison administered employee compensation “[a]t the direction” of Metropolitan, and that the 

plaintiff was “always paid in cash with funds jointly owned” by Metropolitan and Floraison.  (Id. 

¶¶ 22, 26.)  The plaintiff asserts “[u]pon information and belief” that the defendants 

“individually and/or jointly, controlled the employment of Plaintiff and were responsible for 

hiring, firing, scheduling, controlling, managing, supervising, and record-keeping as to Plaintiff’s 

employment, among other employment functions.”  (Id. ¶ 23.) 

According to the plaintiff, the defendants, as joint employers within the meaning of the 

FLSA and the NYLL (id. ¶¶ 55, 67), did not pay him a minimum wage, overtime or spread-of-

hours pay for workdays lasting longer than ten hours.  (Id. ¶¶ 58-60, 68-69.)  In addition, he 

claims that the defendants did not maintain employee records as required by the FLSA and the 

NYLL, and did not provide wage statements as required under New York law.  (Id. ¶¶ 47, 72.)  

The plaintiff seeks declaratory and injunctive relief, unpaid wages, statutory penalties, liquidated 

damages and attorneys’ fees.  (Id. at 11-12.) 

 On September 20, 2021, Metropolitan filed a Rule 12(c) motion, which I treat as a Rule 

12(b)(6) motion, as explained above.  (ECF No. 27.)  In support of this motion, Metropolitan 

attaches two declarations and various exhibits, including Floraison’s “Account Applications” for 

the two Brooklyn locations, a “Master Dealer Addendum” between MetroPCS and Choice 

Products and Services Inc. (“Choice”),2 a contract between Floraison and Choice, and three sets 

of MetroPCS guidelines for retail stores.  (See ECF Nos. 28, 28-3–6, 30, 30-1–4.)3   

 
2 Choice is a non-party that supposedly acquired Metropolitan’s accounts in 2019. 
3 In a declaration by Metropolitan’s counsel, Metropolitan explains that it filed the exhibits under seal 

pursuant to the confidentiality agreement between Metropolitan and the plaintiff.  (ECF No. 28 ¶¶ 4-7.) 
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Metropolitan asks that I consider these materials.  Courts considering a Rule 12(b)(6) 

motion to dismiss may rely on the complaint itself, documents attached to it or incorporated in it 

by reference or documents that are integral to the complaint.  See Global Network Commc’ns, 

Inc. v. City of New York, 458 F.3d 150, 154-56 (2d Cir. 2006).  “To be incorporated by reference, 

the complaint must make a clear, definite and substantial reference to the documents,” Johnson 

v. Levy, 812 F. Supp. 2d 167, 177 (E.D.N.Y. 2011) (citations omitted), although “limited 

references are insufficient to incorporate documents or exhibits into the complaint.”  Sahu v. 

Union Carbide Corp., 548 F.3d 59, 67-68 (2d Cir. 2008).  Furthermore, a document is 

considered “integral” to the complaint if the complaint “relies heavily on its terms and effects.”  

Chambers v. Time Warner, Inc., 282 F.3d 147, 152-53 (2d Cir. 2002) (citation omitted). 

The plaintiff purports to paraphrase some of the MDA’s provisions, which supports an 

inference that the plaintiff relied on the document, or some version of it, when he drafted the 

complaint.  (See ECF No. 25 ¶¶ 12-21.)  But neither the plaintiff nor Metropolitan has submitted 

the MDA to which Metropolitan is a party.  Metropolitan submitted an MDA between Choice, 

which is not a party to this lawsuit, and MetroPCS, also not a party.  Because the plaintiff’s 

allegations are generally entitled to an assumption of truth at the motion to dismiss stage, 

Hayden, 594 F.3d at 160, it is not my job at this juncture to resolve factual inconsistencies 

between the agreement that the plaintiff discusses in his complaint and the agreement that 

Metropolitan attaches to its motion, especially because the Choice MDA, which involves a 

different party that the plaintiff does not mention in his complaint, might have different 

provisions than the one that the plaintiff intended to quote.  On this record, I cannot say that the 

pleadings incorporate the Choice MDA by reference, or that the plaintiff “relie[d] heavily” on it.  

Chambers, 282 F.3d at 152-53.  
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 The other exhibits either involve Choice or are not mentioned in the plaintiff’s 

complaint.  While in two paragraphs of the amended complaint the plaintiff refers to the retailer 

guidelines (see ECF No. 25 ¶¶ 24-25), the “limited references” to these documents, without 

more, does not justify consideration of the documents in whole.  Sahu, 548 F.3d at 67-68; see 

also Tubbs v. Stony Brook Univ., No. 15-CV-517, 2016 WL 8650463, at *4 (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 4, 

2016) (“A document is not ‘integral’ simply because its contents are highly relevant to a 

plaintiff’s allegations, but only when it is clear that the plaintiff relied on the document in 

preparing his complaint.”). 

LEGAL STANDARD 

To survive a motion to dismiss under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6), “a 

complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to state a claim to relief that is 

plausible on its face.”  Hogan v. Fischer, 738 F.3d 509, 514 (2d Cir. 2013) (quoting Ashcroft v. 

Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009)).  A claim is plausible “when the plaintiff pleads factual content 

that allows the court to draw the reasonable inference that the defendant is liable for the 

misconduct alleged.”  Matson v. Bd. of Educ. of City Sch. Dist. of N.Y., 631 F.3d 57, 63 (2d Cir. 

2011) (quoting Iqbal, 556 U.S. at 678) (internal quotation marks omitted).  Although 

detailed factual allegations are not required, the pleading standard “requires more than labels and 

conclusions, and a formulaic recitation of a cause of action’s elements will not do.”  Bell Atl. 

Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 555 (2007) (noting that courts “are not bound to accept as true 

a legal conclusion couched as a factual allegation”). 

A plaintiff may “plead[ ] facts alleged ‘upon information and belief’ where the facts are 

peculiarly within the possession and control of the defendant or where the belief is based on 

factual information that makes the inference of culpability plausible.”  Arista Recs., LLC v. Doe 

3, 604 F.3d 110, 120 (2d Cir. 2010) (citations omitted). 
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DISCUSSION  

Metropolitan argues that the plaintiff does not adequately plead Metropolitan’s status as a 

joint employer under the FLSA and NYLL.  (ECF Nos. 29, 34.)4 

Consistent with the Act’s remedial purpose, the FLSA defines “employee,” “employer” 

and “employ” broadly.  An “employee” is “any individual employed by an employer,” 29 U.S.C. 

§ 203(e)(1); an “employer” is “any person acting directly or indirectly in the interest of an 

employer in relation to an employee,” id. § 203(d), and to “employ” means “to suffer or permit 

to work.”5  Id. § 203(g); see Herman v. RSR Sec. Servs. Ltd., 172 F.3d 132, 139 (2d Cir. 1999) 

(“The Supreme Court has emphasized the ‘expansiveness’ of the FLSA’s definition of 

employer.” (citing Falk v. Brennan, 414 U.S. 190, 195 (1973))); Herman, 172 F.3d at 139 

(“[T]he remedial nature of the statute further warrants an expansive interpretation of its 

provisions so that they will have ‘the widest possible impact in the national economy.’” (quoting 

Carter v. Dutchess Cmty. Coll., 735 F.2d 8, 12 (2d Cir. 1984))).  

Employment is a “flexible concept to be determined on a case-by-case basis by review of 

the totality of the circumstances,” including the “economic reality of an employment 

relationship.”  Irizarry v. Catsimatidis, 722 F.3d 99, 104-05 (2d Cir. 2013) (internal quotation 

 
4 I do not consider whether Choice employed the plaintiff because the plaintiff does not name it as a 

defendant in this action. 
5 The NYLL defines “employee” and “employer” in similarly broad terms.  See N.Y. Lab. Law § 651(5) 

(defining “employee” as “any individual employed or permitted to work by an employer in any 
occupation”); id. § 651(6) (“employer” includes “any individual, partnership, association, corporation, 
limited liability company, business trust, legal representative, or any organized group of persons acting 
as employer”).  Accordingly, “[c]ourts have interpreted the definition of ‘employer’ under the [NYLL] 
coextensively with the definition used by the FLSA.”  Fermin v. Las Delicias Peruanas Rest., Inc., 93 F. 
Supp. 3d 19, 37 (E.D.N.Y. 2015); Hong v. JP White Plains, Inc., No. 19-CV-5018, 2021 WL 1226566, 
at *5 (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 31, 2021) (“[A]nalysis of the employment relationship under both statutes is based 
on the same factors.”); Hart v. Rick’s Cabaret Int’l, Inc., 967 F. Supp. 2d 901, 924 (S.D.N.Y. 2013) 
(“[T]here appears to have never been a case in which a worker was held to be an employee for purposes 
of the FLSA but not the NYLL (or vice versa).”).  Therefore, my analysis of the defendant’s employer 
status under the FLSA applies equally to the plaintiff’s NYLL claims.   
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marks and citations omitted).  “[T]he overarching concern is whether the alleged employer 

possessed the power to control the workers in question.”  Herman, 172 F.3d at 139.  Courts in 

this circuit employ two tests that “provide a nonexclusive and overlapping set of factors to 

ensure that the economic realities test mandated by the Supreme Court is sufficiently 

comprehensive and flexible to give proper effect to the broad language of the FLSA.”  Barfield v. 

N.Y.C. Health & Hosp. Corp., 537 F.3d 132, 141 (2d Cir. 2008) (internal quotation marks and 

citation omitted).   

Courts use the first test—the Carter test—to determine whether an alleged employer 

exercises “formal control” over a worker.  Carter, 735 F.2d at 12.  While “formal control over 

employees is sufficient” to allege an employer relationship, “it is not necessary[.]”  Xiaoyan Liu 

v. Canteen 82 Inc., No. 17-CV-7862, 2018 WL 6067228, at *5 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 20, 2018).  

Applying the second test—the Zheng test—courts analyze whether a defendant has functional 

control over workers in the absence of formal control.  Zheng v. Liberty Apparel Co., Inc., 355 

F.3d 61, 72 (2d Cir. 2003).  When there are alleged to be multiple employers, some district 

courts have also applied the “single integrated enterprise” test “to assess whether a group of 

distinct but closely affiliated entities should be treated as a single employer for FLSA purposes.”  

Juarez v. 449 Rest., Inc., 29 F. Supp. 3d 363, 367 (S.D.N.Y. 2014) (collecting cases).6  There is 

 
6 Courts applying this test “examine whether the companies have (i) ‘interrelation of operations,’ (ii) 

‘common management,’ (iii) ‘centralized control of labor relations,’ and (iv) ‘common ownership or 
financial control.’”  Chen Lin v. Dolar Shop Rest. Grp., LLC, No. 16-CV-2474, 2021 WL 681075 
(E.D.N.Y. Feb. 22, 2021) (quoting Juarez v. 449 Rest., Inc., 29 F. Supp. 3d 363, 367 (S.D.N.Y. 2014)).  
The plaintiff does not respond to Metropolitan’s argument that plaintiff does not plausibly allege a 
“single integrated enterprise” theory of employment.  (ECF Nos. 29 at 19-21, 32 at 13-16.)  
Accordingly, I do not consider whether the plaintiff has satisfied the “single integrated enterprise” test.  
See Robinson v. Fischer, No. 09-CV-8882, 2010 WL 5376204, at *10 (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 29, 2010) 
(“Federal courts have the discretion to deem a claim abandoned when . . . the plaintiff fails to address in 
their opposition papers defendants’ arguments for dismissing such a claim.” (citing Lipton v. Cnty. of 
Orange, 315 F. Supp. 2d 434, 446 (S.D.N.Y. 2004))).   
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“no rigid rule for the identification of an FLSA employer.”  Barfield, 537 F.3d at 141-43.  

Instead, deciding the relevant factors must be done “on a case-by-case basis.”  Id. 

 Carter Formal Control Test 

Courts using the Carter test consider whether the defendant: “(1) had the power to hire 

and fire the employees, (2) supervised and controlled employee work schedules or conditions of 

employment, (3) determined the rate and method of payment, and (4) maintained employment 

records.”  Irizarry, 722 F.3d at 104 (quoting Carter, 735 F.2d at 12).  “No one of the four factors 

standing alone is dispositive.”  Herman, 172 F.3d at 139 (citation omitted). 

The plaintiff offers little in the way of factual support for his claim that Metropolitan 

“had the power to hire and fire the employees.”  Carter, 735 F.2d at 12.  The plaintiff says that 

Metropolitan “set certain qualifications and restrictions on who may be an employee” (ECF No. 

25 ¶ 21), but this allegation, presumably drawn from an MDA, does not support a plausible 

inference that Metropolitan was responsible for hiring and firing the plaintiff.  The plaintiff’s 

other allegations—that Metropolitan worked with Floraison Inc. to determine “staffing levels” 

and “who was hired and retained to work at the stores” (id. ¶ 25)—are merely conclusory 

statements without a factual basis.  Accordingly, this factor weighs against a finding of formal 

control. 

Nor does the plaintiff adequately allege that Metropolitan controlled his work schedule or 

supervised his work conditions.  On the contrary, the plaintiff alleges that Floraison Inc. and Mr. 

Puri “were in charge of running day-to-day operations at retail stores where cell phones and cell 

phones service plans were sold[.]”  (Id. ¶ 14.)  Although the plaintiff alleges that Metropolitan 

made “periodic visits to perform necessary training, operation and sales support to the staff” and 

to “monitor and mold employee conduct” (id. ¶¶ 17, 18), the complaint provides no factual detail 

about who made these visits, when they made them, or what happened during the visits.  
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Infrequent inspections “for the purposes of quality control . . . have [been] recognized as 

insufficient to establish joint employer status.”  Hugee v. SJC Grp., Inc., No. 13-CV-423, 2013 

WL 4399226, at *6 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 14, 2013); cf. In re Domino’s Pizza Inc., No. 16-CV-2492, 

2018 WL 4757944, at *6 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 30, 2018) (rejecting argument that a franchisor was a 

joint employer, even though the franchisor conducted regular inspections of franchise locations 

and regularly communicated with store managers about business operations). 

To support his claim that Metropolitan “determined the rate and method of payment,” 

Carter, 735 F.2d at 12, the plaintiff alleges that Metropolitan “administered employee incentive 

plans and bonus structures for employees at the stores where Plaintiff worked,” and that 

“Plaintiff was always paid in cash with funds jointly owned by Defendant Metropolitan . . . [and] 

Defendant Floraison Inc.”  (ECF No. 25 ¶¶ 22, 26.)  These allegations are sparse and the factual 

basis for them is not apparent, but they tend to suggest that Metropolitan was involved in 

determining compensation and paying employees.  Giving the plaintiff the benefit of any 

conceivable doubt, this factor weighs in favor of a finding of formal control.  See Jean-Louis v. 

Metro. Cable Commc’ns, Inc., 838 F. Supp. 2d 111, 129 (S.D.N.Y. 2011) (“[T]he test is whether 

a putative joint employer determines pay rates, not whether it affects them.”). 

As for the fourth factor, the plaintiff does not allege that Metropolitan “maintained 

employment records.”  Carter, 735 F.2d at 12.  Therefore, this factor weighs against a finding of 

formal control. 

The plaintiff also alleges, in conclusory fashion, that the defendants collectively “had the 

power to hire and fire [him], control the terms and conditions of [his] employment, and 

determine the rate and method of [his] compensation.”  (ECF No. 25 ¶ 32; see also id. ¶ 23 

(“Defendants, individually and/or jointly, controlled the employment of Plaintiff and were 
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responsible for hiring, firing, scheduling, controlling, managing, supervising, and record-keeping 

. . . .”).)  But there is no factual content to support these allegations; because the plaintiff “merely 

regurgitat[es] relevant pleading standards,” the allegations “cannot support any of the Carter 

factors.”  Yang, 2020 WL 3510683, at *4; Chen Lin, 2021 WL 681075, at *8 (collecting cases 

dismissing complaints “when they merely allege in general terms that a defendant performed the 

functions described as relevant in Carter”); Jianjun Chen v. 2425 Broadway Chao Rest., LLC, 

No. 16-CV-5735, 2017 WL 2600051, at *4 (S.D.N.Y. June 15, 2017) (“[B]oilerplate recitation 

of the four Carter factors is not entitled to the assumption of truth” (citing Iqbal, 556 U.S. at 

678)).7 

 Zheng Functional Control Test 

Nor does the complaint satisfy the Zheng functional control test.  In Zheng, the Second 

Circuit outlined six factors for courts to use in deciding whether an entity exercises functional 

control in the absence of formal control: 

(1) whether [the alleged joint employer’s] premises and equipment were used for 
the plaintiffs’ work; (2) whether the [immediate employer] had a business that 
could or did shift as a unit from one putative joint employer to another; (3) the 
extent to which plaintiffs performed a discrete line job that was integral to [the 
alleged joint employer’s] process of production; (4) whether responsibility under 
the contracts could pass from one subcontractor to another without material 
changes; (5) the degree to which [the alleged joint employer] or [its] agents 
supervised plaintiffs’ work; and (6) whether plaintiffs worked exclusively or 
predominantly for [the alleged joint employer]. 

 
7 Citing Chen v. Arts Nail Putnam Valley, Inc., No. 14-CV-3037, 2017 WL 3017712 (S.D.N.Y. July 14, 

2017), the plaintiff argues that his concededly “barebones allegations” about the control that 
Metropolitan allegedly exercised are sufficient to survive Metropolitan’s motion.  (ECF No. 32 at 14-
15.)  In that case, an individual defendant, who the plaintiff alleged owned and managed the nail salon 
that directly employed the plaintiff, moved to dismiss.  Id.  The Honorable Andrew L. Carter, Jr. held 
that under those circumstances “Plaintiffs’ barebones allegations that Ye Zhou had the power to control 
the employees is sufficient for Plaintiffs to survive” a motion to dismiss.  Id. at *2.  In this case, the 
plaintiff makes allegations against Metropolitan, which the plaintiff does not allege was his direct 
employer. 
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Zheng, 355 F.3d at 72.  The Second Circuit has also advised that the Zheng factors are relevant in 

cases where employees allege joint employment by multiple defendants.  Id. at 67; see also 

Greenawalt v. AT & T Mobility LLC, 642 F. App’x 36, 38 (2d Cir. 2016) (finding Zheng’s 

functional control factors relevant when determining whether a contractor and subcontractor 

have joint employer status).  “‘[J]oint employers are responsible, both individually and jointly, 

for compliance with all the applicable provisions of the FLSA.’”  Olvera v. Bareburger Grp. 

LLC, 73 F. Supp. 3d 201, 204-05 (S.D.N.Y. 2014) (quoting 29 C.F.R. § 791.2(a)). 

Application of the Zheng factors demonstrates that the plaintiff does not plausibly 

establish that Metropolitan, as a matter of economic reality, jointly employed the plaintiff.  The 

plaintiff pleads almost no facts supporting the first factor—whether Metropolitan’s “premises 

and equipment were used” for the plaintiff’s work.  Zheng, 355 F.3d at 72.  The generic claim 

that he worked at “Defendants’ MetroPCS stores” (ECF No. 25 ¶ 35) is “too vague to support a 

finding that [Metropolitan] exercised control over the [plaintiff’s] employment.”  Yuan v. AA 

Forest, Inc., No. 20-CV-5484, 2022 WL 900614, at *8 (E.D.N.Y. Mar. 28, 2022).  The fifth 

Zheng factor is “essentially duplicative of the second Carter factor,” Hugee, 2013 WL 4399226, 

at *5 n.7; as explained above, the plaintiff has not adequately demonstrated that Metropolitan 

supervised his work.  See id. (collecting cases applying the economic realities test that consider 

the fifth Zheng factor and the second Carter factor together).  Nothing in the complaint addresses 

the four other Zheng factors, which weighs against a finding that Metropolitan exerted functional 

control over the plaintiff.  See Weng v. HungryPanda US, Inc., No. 19-CV-11882, 2022 WL 

292799, at *5 (S.D.N.Y. Jan. 31, 2022) (dismissing claims against corporate defendant where 

complaint’s limited information precluded court from “analyzing Plaintiff’s relationship with 

[defendant]” (internal quotation marks and citation omitted)). 
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Although “[e]mployer status does not require continuous monitoring of employees, 

looking over their shoulders at all times, or any sort of absolute control,” Irizarry, 722 F.3d at 

110, the amended complaint contains almost no non-conclusory detail from which I can infer 

that Metropolitan had control, either formal or functional, over the plaintiff’s employment.   

Yongfu, 2020 WL 3510683, at *5; AA Forest, Inc., 2022 WL 900614, at *8.  Accordingly, the 

plaintiff’s claims are dismissed as to Metropolitan. 

 Whether the Claims Should Be Dismissed With or Without Prejudice 

Metropolitan seeks dismissal with prejudice.  (ECF No. 29 at 21.)  The plaintiff maintains 

that it should be allowed to “replead to include all of the proper defendants, in particular, 

Metropolitan Wireless, Inc. and Choice.”  (ECF No. 32 at 12-13.)   

In this circuit, “[w]hen a complaint is dismissed for failing to state a claim upon which 

relief can be granted under Rule 12(b)(6), it is ‘the usual practice’ to allow leave to replead.”  

Averbach for Est. of Averbach v. Cairo Amman Bank, No. 19-CV-4, 2020 WL 1130733, at *2 

(S.D.N.Y. Mar. 9, 2020) (quoting Cortec Indus., Inc. v. Sum Holding L.P., 949 F.2d 42, 48 (2d 

Cir. 1991)).  Dismissal with prejudice is justified, however, if a plaintiff is “unable to allege any 

fact sufficient to support its claim.”  Cortec Indus., 949 F.2d at 48.  Moreover, denying leave to 

amend under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a) is appropriate “[w]here it appears that 

granting leave to amend is unlikely to be productive.”  Ruffolo v. Oppenheimer & Co., 987 F.2d 

129, 131 (2d Cir. 1993). 

I find that dismissal of the claims against Metropolitan with prejudice is warranted.  The 

plaintiff amended the complaint after a pre-motion conference at which Metropolitan cited 

deficiencies in the complaint, including that the plaintiff did not sufficiently allege that 

Metropolitan was his employer under the FLSA.  (ECF Nos. 23, 24, 25.)  But the allegations in 

the amended complaint are essentially isolated provisions—from a contract that the plaintiff did 
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not include as an exhibit—followed by conclusory allegations largely premised on “information 

and belief” that Metropolitan performed the functions outlined in that contract.  (ECF No. 25 ¶¶ 

12-21.)  In short, the plaintiff was alerted to the deficiencies in his complaint and given an 

opportunity to fix them, which weighs against giving him leave to amend a second time.  See 

Brown v. Cerberus Cap. Mgmt., L.P., 703 F. App’x 11, 15 (2d Cir. 2017) (summary order) (no 

abuse of discretion in denying leave to amend where “Plaintiffs enjoyed a full opportunity to 

amend, having been apprised of Defendants’ views of the original complaint’s shortcomings”).  

Moreover, while the plaintiff says he should be allowed to amend to add new defendants to this 

case, he does not identify any new allegations against Metropolitan.  Horoshko v. Citibank, N.A., 

373 F.3d 248, 249 (2d Cir. 2004) (“[A]mendment is not warranted absent some indication as to 

what appellants might add to their complaint in order to make it viable.” (internal quotation 

marks, alteration and citation omitted)).8 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
8 The plaintiff says in passing that the defendant’s exhibits contain “references to multiple entities—

Metro PCS, Metro by T-Mobile, Metropolitan Wireless, Inc., Choice—suggest[ing] that the complaint 
may need amendment upon further discovery to include new parties.”  (ECF No. 32 at 11.)  However, 
there is no motion to amend the complaint pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 15(a) before the 
Court, so I do not address that issue. 
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CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, the defendant Metropolitan’s construed motion to dismiss for failure to 

state a claim is granted.  The plaintiff’s claims against Metropolitan are dismissed with prejudice.  

The Clerk of the Court is respectfully directed to amend the caption to reflect the dismissal of 

Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. from the case. 

SO ORDERED. 

___________________________ 
ANN M. DONNELLY 
United States District Judge  

Dated: Brooklyn, New York 
September 19, 2022 

s/Ann M. Donnelly
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Law Office of Mohammed Gangat 675 3rd Ave, Su 1810, NY, NY 10017
mgangat@

October 10, 2022

via ECF
Hon. Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry
United States District Court
Eastern District of New York
225 Cadman Plaza E, Rm 504N,
Brooklyn, New York 11201

RE:    Victor Lopez v. Sharan K Puri, et. al.
No. 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH

To the Honorable Judge Henry:

I represent plaintiff Victor Lopez (“Plaintiff”) in the above action. I write to respectfully
and kindly request Your Honor schedule a conference to address discovery in this case.

On July 15, 2021, discovery was stayed pending the filing of the amended complaint by
Plaintiff and motion to dismiss by defendant Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. (“Metro”).

Plaintiff filed the Amended Complaint on August 13, 2021 and Metro filed a Motion to
Dismiss that was granted by the Honorable District Judge Ann M. Donnelly on September 19,
2022. Now, the action is dismissed against defendant Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc., but
remains against defendants Sharan K Puri and Floraison Inc.

Plaintiff now kindly requests a status conference to address outstanding discovery and set
a new discovery schedule, to move this case forward.

As always, I thank this Court for its time and consideration.

Respectfully submitted,
/s Mohammed Gangat
Mohammed Gangat, Esq.
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Sharan Puri <sharanpuri@ > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 7:38 PM 
Subject: Lopez Vs Puri Pacer Update attached. 
To: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 

Dear Mr. Kasper,  

Lopez Vs Puri Pacer Update attached. 

Conference call on status with judge and other attorney on Monday November 28th, 2022 at 2:00PM. 

Please do the needful & advise. 

Thanks! 
Sharan Puri 

  

EXHIBIT 6



New York Eastern District Court 

Judge: 

Referred: 

Case#: 

Nature of Suit 

Cause 

Case Filed: 

Docket Parties (4) News 

Lopez v. Puri et al 

0 Dashboard 

Ann M Donnelly 

Vera M Scanlon 

1 :20-cv-03450 

710 Labor- Fair Labor Standards Act 

29:201 Fair Labor Standards Act 

Jul31 , 2020 

Last checked: Wednesday Jan 27, 2021 4:35 AM EST 

Defendant 
Floraison Inc. 

260 A West Old Country Rd 

Hicksville, NY 11801 

Defendant 
Metropolitan Wireless BK121 , Inc. 

169 Commack Road, Suite H 354 

Commack, NY 11725 

Defendant 
Sharan K Puri 

 

 

Plaintiff 
Victor Lopez 

675 Third Avenue Suite 1810 

New York, NY 10017 

Represented By 
Kenneth Adam Novikoff 

Rivkin Radler, LLP 

 

ken.novikoff@  

Represented By 
Mohammed Gangat 

 

mgangat107@  

Update Parties C 



+ Navigation /J. Create Alert 

Docket last updated: 11/24/202211:59 PM EST C Update Now 

Monday, October 17, 2022 

I order 11 ~Util - Set Hearings 11 Mon 10/17 4:28 PM 
SCHEDULING ORDER: A telephone status conference is scheduled for 11/28/2022 at 2:00PM before 

Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry. All counsel must attend. The parties are directed to call the toll-free number 

888-808-6929. The access code is 9281384. The parties shall dial in five (5) minutes before the conference. 

So Ordered by Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry on 10/17/2022. (RC) 

Monday, October 10, 2022 

36 e 11 pgs 11 misc 11 Letter 11 Mon 10/10 11 :43 AM 

Letter to the Honorable Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry by Victor Lopez (Gangat, Mohammed) 

Monday, September 19, 2022 

35 e 114 pgs 11 order I Order on Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings ~Util -Add and Terminate Parties I Mon 09/19 11 :21 AM 

MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER. The defendant Metropolitan's construed motion to dismiss for failure 

to state a claim is granted. The plaintiff's claims against Metropolitan are dismissed with prejudice. The Clerk of 

the Court is respectfully directed to amend the caption to reflect the dismissal of Metropolitan Wireless BK121, 

Inc. from the case. Ordered by Judge Ann M. Donnelly on 9/19/2022. (Greene, Donna) 

Friday, December 17, 2021 

34 e 14 pgs II respoth 11 Reply in Support 11 Fri 12/17 4:13 PM 

REPLY in Support re27 MOTION for Judgment on the Pleadings filed by Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc .. 

(Novikoff, Kenneth) 

Friday, November 19, 2021 

33 H, I motion 11 Extension of Time to File Response/Reply 11 Fri 11/19 11 :13 AM 
Letter MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response/Reply as to27 MOTION for Judgment on the Pleadings 
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MOTION for Judgment on the Pleadings by Metropolitan Wireless BK121 , Inc .. (Novikoff, Kenneth) 

Thursday, September 09, 2021 



26 e 11 pgs 11 motion 11 Extension of Time to File Document 11 Thu 09/09 11 :04 AM I 
Letter MOTION for Extension of Time to File Motion to Dismiss by Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc .. (Novikoff, 

Kenneth) 

I order I Order on Motion for Extension of Time to File I Thu 09/09 12:28 PM 

ORDER granting26 Consent Motion for Extension of Time to File. Defendant Metropolitan's motion to dismiss is 

due by September 20, 2021. The plaintitrs opposition is due by October 20, 2021. Defendant Metropolitan's 
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Friday, August 13, 2021 

25 e 113 pgs 11 cmp 11 Amended Complaint 11 Fri 08/13 9:03 PM 

AMENDED COMPLAINT against Victor Lopez, filed by Victor Lopez. (Gangat, Mohammed) 
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ORDER: The telephone status conference scheduled for 08/04/2021 at 12:00PM is adjourned sine die . So 

Ordered by Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry on 07/30/2021. (Heery-Hyatt, Micaela) 

Wednesday, July 14, 2021 
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Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Ann M. Donnelly: Telephonic pre-motion conference held on 
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are directed to call the toll-free number 888-808-6929 . The access code is 9281384 . The parties shall dial in 

five (5) minutes before the conference. So Ordered by Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry on 07/09/2021 . 

(Castro, Ricardo) 

Thursday, July 01, 2021 

24 H, I respm 11 Response to Motion 11 Thu 07/01 3:21 PM 

RESPONSE to Motion re23 Letter MOTION for pre motion conference filed by Victor Lopez. (Gangat, 

Mohammed) 



I order I Order on Motion for Pre Motion Conference I Thu 07/01 3:30 PM 

ORDER granting23 Motion for pre-motion conference. The pre-motion conference will take place on July 14, 
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23 fiit I motion 11 Pre Motion Conference 11 Thu 06/24 4:59 PM 
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ORDER SCHEDULING ORDER: The Court has received defendant Metropolitan Wireless BK121's23 request 

for a pre-motion conference. The plaintiff should file a response, pursuant to Rule 4(A) of my Individual 

Practices and Rules, by July 1, 2021 . Ordered by Judge Ann M. Donnelly on 6/24/2021 . (Lawoyin, Feyilana) 

Wednesday, June 16, 2021 
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by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 5/28/2021 . (Quinlan, Krista) 

Thursday, April 29, 2021 
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the extent permitted by law (including, without limitation any applicable rules of court) and in accordance with 

the Individual Judge's Rules and Local Rules." -Paragraph 9: "At the conclusion of the litigation, the 

Confidential Information and any copies thereof shall be promptly (and in no event no later than thirty (30) days 
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of materials produced in the case, and any working documents reflecting such materials. " -Paragraph 9: "There 

shall be no disclosure of any Confidential Information by any person authorized to have access thereto to any 
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transcript shall be treated as if designated "CONFIDENTIAL". After the expiration of the 30-day period, any 

portion of the transcript not explicitly designated as "Confidential" will be deemed not confidential. " -Paragraph 

9: With respect to documents .. . this Order governs, without limitation: (a) all documents, electronically stored 

information, and/or things as defined by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; (b) all pretrial, hearing, or 

deposition testimony, or documents marked as exhibits or for identification in depositions and hearings; (c) 

pretrial pleadings, exhibits to pleadings, and/or other court filings; (d) affidavits; and (e) stipulations. All issues 

related to the use of confidential information at trial shall be decided by the trial judge. " -Paragraph 10: 

"Productions designated as "CONFIDENTIAL" may be filed in redacted format or under seal in accordance with 
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Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 4/29/2021. (Chean, Jasmine) 

Wednesday, April 28, 2021 
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Letter regarding Confidentiality Agreement by Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. (Novikoff, Kenneth) 
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I minutes 11 Telephone Conference 11 Thu 03/18 4:41 PM 

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon:Telephone Conference held on 

3/18/2021 . Mohammed Gangat appearing for Plaintiff. Joseph Kasper and Kenneth Adam Novikoff appearing 
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SCHEDULING ORDER: As discussed during the 3/18/2021 conference, all discovery must be completed by 

12/1/2021. On or before 12/1/2021, the Parties will file a joint status report letter confirming that discovery is 
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Individual Rules of the District Judge. On or before 1/30/2022, the Parties will file their joint Proposed Pretrial 

Order. A Telephone Conference is set for 8/3/2021 at 11 :30 AM before Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon. On 

or before 7/29/2021, the Parties will file a joint status report letter, of no more than three pages, identifying any 

outstanding discovery disputes. ORDER REFERRING CASE to Mediation. Mediation shall be completed by 

5/12/2021 . (Selection of Mediator due by 4/12/2021 .) Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 

3/18/2021. (Quinlan, Krista) 
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are to select a mediator, schedule the first mediation session, and file the name of the mediator, date, time and 
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M. Scanlon on 3/9/2021. (Quinlan, Krista) 
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to file the proposed order by 3/8/2021. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 3/5/2021. (Quinlan, 

Krista) 

Thursday, February 25, 2021 
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ANSWER to1 Complaint, by Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc .. (Novikoff, Kenneth) 

Tuesday, February 16, 2021 

I order I Order on Motion for Extension of Time to Answer I Tue 02/16 8:21 AM 

ORDER granting17 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer as to Floraison Inc. Defendant's deadline to answer 

the Complaint or otherwise move is extended to 2/10/2021 . Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 

2/16/2021. (Quinlan, Krista) 

Saturday, February 13, 2021 

17 e 11 pgs 11 misc 11 Stipulation 11 Sat 02/13 2:44 AM 

STIPULATION by Floraison Inc., Sharan K Puri (Kasper, Joseph) 

Wednesday, February 10, 2021 

16 fiit I answer 11 Answer to Complaint 11 Wed 02/10 9:38 AM 

ANSWER to1 Complaint, by Floraison Inc., Sharan K Puri. (Kasper, Joseph) 

Monday, February 08, 2021 

15 fiit I misc 11 Mail Returned 11 Tue 02/09 3:29 PM 

Mail Returned as Undeliverable. (Judge Scanlon's 1/15/21 order/dkt sheet) Mail sent to METROPOLITAN 

WIRELESS BK121 , Inc. returned as no such number. (Guzzi, Roseann) 

14 fiit I misc 11 Mail Returned 11 Tue 02/09 3:26 PM I 
Mail Returned as Undeliverable. (Copy of Judge Scanlon's 1/15/21 order/dkt sheet) Mail sent to Sharan K Puri; 
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Wednesday, February 03, 2021 

13 fiit I misc 11 Mail Returned 11 Wed 02/03 2:54 PM 
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Wednesday, January 27, 2021 



12 fiit I 7 pgs 11 order I Order on Motion for Extension of Time to Answer Scheduling Order I Wed 01/27 8:26 AM I 

ORDER granting11 Motion for Extension of Time to Answer as to Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. 

Defendant's deadline to answer the Complaint or otherwise move is extended to 2/25/2021. SCHEDULING 

ORDER: As set forth in the attached Order, a Telephonic Initial Conference is scheduled for 3/9/2021 at 3:30 

PM before Magistrate Judge Scanlon. In order to facilitate settlement discussions, Plaintiffs counsel is expected 

to provide Defendants' counsel with a detailed calculation of damages at least one week prior to the Initial 

Conference. The Parties must complete the attached joint proposed scheduling order and file on ECF no later 

than 3/4/2021. The Parties are to call 877-336-1829 and type in the access code 3581283 for the AT&T 

conference bridge. Please do not use the speaker function on your phone, remember to identify yourselves 

every time you speak, and speak slowly and deliberately for purposes of the record. Persons granted remote 

access to proceedings are reminded of the general prohibition against photographing, recording, and 

rebroadcasting of court proceedings. Violation of these prohibitions may result in sanctions, including removal of 

court issued media credentials, restricted entry to future hearings, denial of entry to future hearings, or any 

other sanctions deemed necessary by the court. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 1/27/2021. 

(Quinlan, Krista) 

Tuesday, January 26, 2021 

11 

10 

fiit I motion 11 Extension of Time to File Answer 11 Tue 01/26 1 :51 PM 

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer to complaint is hereby extended further to include February 25, 

2021 by Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc .. (Novikoff, Kenneth) 

fiit I notice 11 Notice of Appearance 11 Tue 01/26 1 :42 PM I 

NOTICE of Appearance by Kenneth Adam Novikoff on behalf of Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc. (aty to be 

noticed) (Novikoff, Kenneth) 

Friday, January 22, 2021 

9 fiit I order 11 Clerks Entry of Default 11 Fri 01/22 2:02 PM 

Clerk's ENTRY OF DEFAULT It appearing from the docket maintained in this action that defendant Floraison 

Inc., Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc., Sharan K Puri has failed to appear or otherwise defend this action, the 

default of defendant Floraison Inc., Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc., Sharan K Puri is hereby noted pursuant 

to Rule 55a of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. (Poveda, J.) 

Friday, January 15, 2021 

I order 11 Status Report Order 11 Fri 01/15 8:37 AM 

STATUS REPORT ORDER: Defendants have failed to timely answer or otherwise respond to the Complaint. 

Defendants must answer by 2/5/2021. The Clerk's Office is requested to mail a copy of this Order and docket to 

Defendants. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 1/15/2021. (Quinlan, Krista) 

Thursday, January 14, 2021 

8 fiit I misc 11 Request for Certificate of Default 11 Thu 01/14 4:46 PM 

Request for Certificate of Default by Victor Lopez (Gangat, Mohammed) 



Att: 1 H, Declaration Declaration of Mohammed Gangat, Esq. In Support of Request For Certificate of 
Default 

Monday, September 14, 2020 

7 

6 

e 11 pgs 11 service 11 Summons Returned Executed 11 Mon 09/14 1 :32 PM 

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Victor Lopez. Sharan K Puri served on 9/14/2020, answer due 10/5/2020. 

(Gangat, Mohammed) 

H, I service 11 Summons Returned Executed II Mon 09/141 :32 PM 

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Victor Lopez. Floraison Inc. served on 8/18/2020, answer due 9/8/2020. 

(Gangat, Mohammed) 

Tuesday, September 08, 2020 

5 H, I service 11 Summons Returned Executed 11 Tue 09/08 1 :16 PM 

SUMMONS Returned Executed by Victor Lopez. Metropolitan Wireless BK121 , Inc. served on 8/26/2020, 

answer due 9/16/2020. (Gangat, Mohammed) 

Friday, July 31, 2020 

4 

3 

2 

1 

e 11 pgs 11 misc 11 Quality Control Check -Attorney Case Opening 11 Fri 07/3110:22 AM 

This attorney case opening filing has been checked for quality control. See the attachment for corrections that 

were made, if any. (Bowens, Priscilla) 

e I 2 pgs 11 misc 11 Clerks Notice of Rule 73 11 Fri 07/3110:22 AM 

In accordance with Rule 73 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Local Rule 73.1, the parties are notified 

that if all parties consent a United States magistrate judge of this court is available to conduct all proceedings in 

this civil action including a Uury or nonjury) trial and to order the entry of a final judgment. Attached to the Notice 

is a blank copy of the consent form that should be filled out, signed and filed electronically only if all parties wish 

to consent. The form may also be accessed at the following link: 

[LINK:http://www.uscourts.gov/uscourts/FormsAndFees/Forms/A0085.pdf] . You may withhold your consent 

without adverse substantive consequences . Do NOT return or file the consent unless all parties have signed 

the consent. (Bowens, Priscilla) 

e 1 2 pgs II service II Summons Issued 11 Fri 07/3110:21 AM 

Summons Issued as to All Defendants. (Bowens, Priscilla) 

e 111 pgs 11 cmp 11 Complaint 11 Fri 07/31 12:05 AM I 
COMPLAINT against Floraison Inc., Metropolitan Wireless BK121, Inc., Sharan K Puri filing fee$ 400, receipt 

number ANYEDC-13141858 Was the Disclosure Statement on Civil Cover Sheet completed -NO,, filed by 

Victor Lopez. (Gangat, Mohammed) 

Att: 1 H, Civil Cover Sheet, 

Att: 2 H Proposed Summons 



I utility 11 Case Assigned/Reassigned 11 Fri 07/31 10:14 AM 

Case Assigned to Judge Ann M Donnelly and Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon. Please download and review 

the Individual Practices of the assigned Judges, located on our[LINK:website] . Attorneys are responsible for 

providing courtesy copies to judges where their Individual Practices require such. (Bowens, Priscilla) Modified 

on 7/31/2020 (Bowens, Priscilla) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK (BROOKLYN) 

 

VICTOR LOPEZ, 

 

             Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

SHARAN K. PURI, et al, 

 

             Defendants. 

 

Case No. 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 

         

 

Brooklyn, New York 

November 28, 2022 

2:03 p.m. 

 

 

 

 

TRANSCRIPT OF TELEPHONE STATUS CONFERENCE HEARING 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE MARCIA M. HENRY 

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 

 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Plaintiff:   Mohammed Gangat, Esq. 

      Law Office of Mohammed Gangat 

      675 Third Avenue 

      Ste 1810 

      New York, NY 10017 

 

For the Defendant:   Joseph Kasper, Esq. 

      105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 

      Ozone Park, NY 11417 

 

Also Appearing:   Owen Keough, Esq. 

      Janice Bar, Esq. 

      Sharan Puri 

 

Clerk:     R.C. 

 

Court Recorder:   Electronic Sound Recording 

 

Transcription Service:  Chris Hwang 

      Abba Reporting 

      PO Box 223282 

      Chantilly, Virginia  20153 

       

 

 

 

Proceedings recorded by electronic sound recording; 

transcript produced by transcription service.  

EXHIBIT 7
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(Call to order at 2:03 p.m.) 

THE CLERK:  Good afternoon.  This is a civil cause 

for a telephone status conference for case number 20-CV-3450, 

Lopez v Puri, et al.   

As a reminder pursuant to Local Rule 1.8, the parties 

may not independently record any court proceedings.  A 

transcript of this proceeding may be ordered from the Clerk's 

Office.   

That being said, counsel for Plaintiff, please state 

your appearance for the record?   

MR. GANGAT:  For the Plaintiff, Mohammed Gangat.  

Good afternoon, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Good afternoon.   

THE CLERK:  For the Defense?   

MR. KASPER:  Yes, for Defendants Sharan K. Puri and 

Floraison, Incorporated, this is attorney of record for them, 

Joseph Kasper.  Good afternoon, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Good afternoon.  Now this case is on for 

a status conference because in reviewing the docket, and in 

receipt of the parties' letter, I realize that there has been a 

pending motion and when the case was assigned to me.  And so, 

there wasn't really any progress made with discovery while that 

motion was pending.   

Just to recap how we got to where we are, the 

complaint here was filed in July of 2020.  And at the time, 
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Judge Scanlon was the assigned magistrate judge.   

And she did issue a discovery schedule, but then also 

referred the case to mediation.  And that was in -- around 

March of 2021.   

The case was subsequently re-assigned to me in June 

of 2021.  And at that time, Metropolitan Wireless moved to 

dismiss the complaint and that motion was granted.  

And so then, Metropolitan Wireless was out of the 

case.  And Judge Donnelly stayed discovery law.  That motion 

was pending.  And that, excuse me, decision was issued in 

September of 2022.   

And then, at Document 36, Mr. -- is it Gangat?   

MR. GANGAT:  That's correct, Your Honor, thank you.   

THE COURT:  Okay, Mr. Gangat filed a letter 

requesting discovery and a discovery schedule in the case.   

So, first, let me just confirm that I have accurately 

recapped the past two years of this case.  Mr. Gangat?   

MR. GANGAT:  You have, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Mr. Kasper? 

MR. KASPER:  I concur, Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  In that case, then let me get down to 

essentially the logistics that we would get to in an initial 

conference.  

So first, Mr. Kasper, in reviewing the docket, was 

there an Answer filed to the amended complaint?  The amended 
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complaint is at Document 25.  And that was filed on August 

13th, 2021.   

MR. KASPER:  Your Honor, as I recall, 

there's -- there was an Answer filed, but if I might save the 

Court a great deal of time and grief, a few things happened.   

First and foremost, I am recovering from major 

surgery earlier this month.   

Secondly, there is a proposed stipulation.  An offer 

had been made actually late -- a number of months ago.  And 

once the motion went through dismissing the other Defendant 

from the matter, the case has essentially settled.  There's 

been an offer.   

And while the stipulation has not actually been 

signed because as I said, I've been recovering from surgery for 

the last month, this matter is settled.   

And the other thing the Court should be aware of is 

I -- in the interim, I was elected to the Queens Civil Court.  

So this is essentially an act of winding up for me, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Okay, well, let me start first with the 

last part of your remarks.  Congratulations.   

MR. KASPER:  Thank you.   

THE COURT:  When do you officially stop being a 

lawyer and start being a judge?   

MR. KASPER:  Under the New York Rules of Court, Your 

Honor, it's -- this is probably an act of winding up to advise 
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the Court that I am no longer practicing.  And -- but that the 

matter is resolved because it was actually an offer 

communicated before I became official.   

THE COURT:  Okay, when did you become official?   

MR. KASPER:  I took the bench in January, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  January of 2022?   

MR. KASPER:  That's correct, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Oh, okay.  And all right, well, no one 

alerted to me that.  But okay, the case was pending during that 

time.   

So let me then turn back to Mr. Gangat.  So do you 

concur that this case is settled?   

MR. GANGAT:  I concur that an offer was communicated 

a while back.  And we were waiting for a resolution on the 

motion.  As soon as the motion was resolved, I accepted the 

offer.  

We've been trying to figure out the logistics of 

that.  Given Mr. Kasper's limitations, you know, he can only do 

so much.  I think there's some term of art there of act of 

winding up.   

And then, there's another dynamic in play, which is, 

you know, these are small settlements.  Oftentimes, the 

Defendant on the other side is a small business.   

There is sort of two routes to a resolution 

potentially that I see.  One would be a Cheeks motion.  The 
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other would be a Rule 68 offer of judgment.   

You know, in either of those routes, there's some 

involvement of the defense attorney that's sort of needed.  And 

yeah, there's a tension there, right, because it's sort of 

highly asserting paying him $1,000, $2,000 on a case that's, 

you know, settling for less than $20,000, it just -- it's a 

tough dynamic.   

Anyway, we've been trying to work through that.  And 

so, I've let Mr. Kasper know that, you know, we've accepted 

that offer of a number.   

I think we all understand and agree to the basic 

terms of how that will be memorialized, but there's this 

logistical issue of, you know, who is going to either 

participate in the submission of the Cheeks motion or prepare 

and serve up an offer of judgment.   

THE COURT:  Yeah, thank you for raising all of that, 

because that was my first question, Mr. Kasper, once you said 

you were official, which is that the act of winding up here 

requires a little bit more than just advising me that the case 

is winding down.   

And that is because of Cheeks and the 2nd Circuit's 

requirements for wage and hour cases that resolve in 

settlement.   

And yeah, any -- I guess anything other than you 

appearing here, whether it's you advising your client as to how 
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to complete the resolution of the case is probably the practice 

of law.   

And okay, well, Mr. Kasper --  

MR. GANGAT:  Your Honor, real quick.  There's one 

point.  This is Mr. Gangat, I just wanted to raise, I think 

it's important to your deliberation.   

THE COURT:  Uh-huh.  

MR. GANGAT:  I don't actually think they need an 

attorney.  The reason why Metropolitan Wireless, the end -- one 

of the end-state Defendants has been dismissed out.  

The Defense from Floaison, and it's a valid defense, 

is that this is a different entity that is actually owned by 

the mother of the individual Defendant, Mr. Puri. 

So truly, the case that's being settled is with an 

individual defendant.  This case would be settled on very 

standard terms, a one-third attorney fee, an allocation of the 

Plaintiff's payment being made as between, you know, backpay 

versus liquidated damages, no confidentiality agreement, a 

limited release to wage and hour claims.  

And so, I do think just as Your Honor sort of decides 

how we move forward, it's worth noting that Mr. Puri, the 

individual Defendant, can sort of appear pro se and put on the 

record that that's what's he settling based on.  

MR. KASPER:  If I may, Your Honor?   

THE COURT:  Yes.   
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MR. KASPER:  The dynamics of the case are such that 

Mr. Gangat and I, you know, had been on quite, you know, quite 

courteous terms.  And we actually had discussed this proposed 

settlement late December of last year before I ascended.  

The only wildcard, you know, was sort of almost like 

if the motion goes one way, then you know, this is resolved.  

If it doesn't, it's another story.   

But what I'm trying to say is as to my parties, this 

matter was, you know, almost -- it's an unusual situation de 

facto settled, you know, back last December before I ascended 

subject to whatever happened on the motion.  

So -- and otherwise, you know, it's fairly 

straightforward.  It's for the sum of money that had sort of 

been offered, you know, back then.   

So all I'm trying to say is that's why, you know, 

sort of my involvement in this is very limited.  And the way 

the stip is prepared, it's drafted for him to sign pro se, so.  

THE COURT:  Yeah, and I understand all of that.  And 

but for Cheeks v. Freeport Pancake House, that's all that would 

be required.   

But because this is a wage and hour case and because 

there is a 2nd Circuit case that requires the Court to review 

any proposed settlement agreement, whether it's being signed 

with counsel attending to it or not, the Cheeks motion still 

needs to be filed.   
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And right now, all of this is in front of Judge 

Donnelly.  We haven't even gotten to the separate issue of if 

the parties consented to the magistrate judge, because at this 

point, it's likely that if you file such a motion, Judge 

Donnelly would refer it to me.  And then, I'd have to decide 

the motion, issue an R and R, and that she would have to review 

it.   

So there are more procedural steps than just whether 

or not you would simply file a stip of dismissal versus a 

motion versus a Rule 68 offer of judgment.  

I'm not quite sure how to -- I can't advise you, Mr. 

Kasper, on how much more you can be involved.  

Mr. Gangat, from your client's perspective, this 

requires a Cheeks motion.   

Now if this case were before me, and I'm not goingto 

speak for Judge Donnelly, nor am I seeking to have the parties' 

consent, but if this case were before me, then yes, to your 

point, Mr. Gangat, I would ask that the individual Defendant 

appear and put on the record that this was something that they 

wanted to do.  But ultimately, it still would require the 

filing of a motion pursuant to Cheeks.   

MR. KASPER:  Your Honor, if I may?   

MR. GANGAT:  And Your Honor?  Sorry, this is Mr. 

Gangat.  Would Your Honor consider -- because the issue becomes 

Floraison, Defendant Floraison, Inc. needs to consent to the 
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magistrate.  And I don't they can do that because they don't 

have an attorney to act for them. 

But I have a good faith basis to believe that I don't 

have any actionable claims against Floraison.  I wonder whether 

I could file an amended complaint removing the dismissed 

Defendant, removing Floraison. 

And then, me and the individual Defendant could 

appear before Your Honor and seek Cheeks approval after 

consenting to your jurisdiction?   

THE COURT:  Well, hang on, because you're 

asking -- you're asking me my advice as to whether or not you 

should consent.  And I'm not -- I can't do that, first of all, 

because I -- that's a conversation that has to happen between 

the parties and/or their counsel.  And I'm not going to say yay 

or nay to what you just proposed.  

But Mr. Kasper, it sounds like you want to chime in 

similarly? 

MR. KASPER:  Yes, I was going to say, Your Honor, Mr. 

Gangat was kind enough to point out, you know, that it would 

be, you know, less than perfect result if my former client had 

to go out and engage, you know, counsel for several thousand 

dollars for a matter that essentially was de facto settled 

months ago. 

But I have another attorney, who is admitted in the 

Eastern District, that took over a number of matters in my 
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practice.  

I suppose that I could get him involved at least as 

to the Cheeks motion as trying to avoid, again, you know, 

expense and more difficulty for the Court, but whatever's 

easiest for everybody involved.   

THE COURT:  Okay, well, I do appreciate that, Mr. 

Kasper.  To the extent that there's counsel who frankly would 

likely not spend more than a couple of hours more on this case, 

given that the bulk of the Cheeks motion gets written by 

plaintiff's counsel in these types of cases. 

And Mr. Gangat, it sounds like you sort of have your 

motion written in your head anyway based on everything that you 

just described on the record.   

So, again, I can't say yay or nay as to whether or 

not if you were to consent, this is what I would agree to, 

because I don't -- I think that that's a little unseemly.   

I'm just -- I'm telling you what I have done in other 

cases.  And I think that you, Mr. Gangat, should talk to your 

client.   

And I think, Mr. Kasper, to the extent that you have 

counsel, who can take over this very discrete portion of the 

case, which is essentially advising your client and/or 

potentially contributing to the Cheeks motion, that would 

actually be the better course of action, but I think you all 

need to talk about it.   
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I'm very glad that we're having this conference.  And 

had this been brought to my attention earlier, we probably 

could have resolved this, but I understand earlier meaning when 

you all had your de facto settlement. 

But understandably, you were waiting for the outcome 

of the motion to dismiss to determine what the next steps would 

be.   

So why don't we do this?  Mr. Gangat, why don't you 

and Mr. -- well, I keep calling you Mr. Kasper because that's 

what you are for the purposes of this discussion.   

MR. KASPER:  That's all right, Your Honor.  It's 

actually refreshing.   

THE COURT:  Right, it's not just at like the grocery 

store or the doctor's office where you get called Mr. Kasper 

anymore.   

If -- I think that you all should just have a quick 

conversation about this.  And maybe immediately after this call 

don't stay on this line because it's a public line and I have 

other parties calling in in a little while, but just get on the 

phone with each other and talk about this.  And I think if the 

other lawyer can be involved, that's fine.   

And to your point, Mr. Gangat, I'm also not again 

advocating.  You are correct that a Rule 68 offer of judgment 

is also an option, but again, that would be something that the 

Defendants would need to be advised about or the individual 
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Defendant would need to be advised and decide if that's an 

option.   

Of note, it's still a little unclear whether or not 

the Court gets involved even if there is a Rule 68 offer of 

judgment.  So just be mindful of that, but yes, it's another 

option.  

Any questions about any of that?   

MR. KASPER:  No questions, Your Honor, but I do want 

to say, honestly, being the name of the game, Mr. Gangat had 

reached out to my former office late October.  

THE COURT:  If this is about -- hold on, is this 

about the substance of the settlement discussions?   

MR. KASPER:  No, I'm just trying to say why this 

hadn't been -- 

THE COURT:  Okay.   

MR. KASPER:  -- you know, addressed earlier because 

like I said, I've been involved with the surgery that I had 

earlier this month since late October.  

THE COURT:  Yes.  

MR. KASPER:  And anyhow, I'm much better now, but I 

wanted to make sure nothing went amiss with this.   

THE COURT:  Well, I appreciate that.   

And Mr. Gangat, why don't you -- why don't I give you 

a couple of weeks to get this sorted out?  Why don't you just 

file another letter letting me know what it is that you plan to 
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do after discussing with Mr. Kasper and/or his former law 

office and your client? 

MR. GANGAT:  Absolutely, thank you for that 

opportunity, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Okay.  So let's do this.  Today's the 

28th.  Why don't you file something by December 12th? 

MR. GANGAT:  Okay.   

THE COURT:  Okay.  And it's just a letter essentially 

letting me know -- confirming that you've conferred with your 

client.  You've conferred with either, not either, conferred 

with Mr. Kasper, conferred with the other firm.  

If the other attorney plans on being involved and 

they are admitted in this Court, then if they could file a 

notice of appearance, that would be helpful.  And you'll let me 

know all of that in the letter.   

MR. GANGAT:  Understood, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Okay.  Now if I see a Rule 68 offer of 

judgment, then I guess that -- that's also telling me, but I 

still would like to see your letter on it as well.   

MR. GANGAT:  Understood, Your Honor.   

THE COURT:  Okay, all right.  Anything else, Mr. 

Gangat?   

MR. GANGAT:  No, nothing further.  Thank you for your 

time and attention to this matter, Your Honor.  

THE COURT:  All right, thank you very much.  
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Mr. Kasper, for the last time is Mr. Kasper, anything 

else?   

MR. KASPER:  Thank you also, Your Honor, for your 

courtesies.   

THE COURT:  No problem.  Well, I wish each of you 

continued good health.   

And you, Mr. Kasper, a further speedy recovery.  And 

good luck in your next endeavor or your current endeavor.   

And I will look for the letter on the 12th, but in 

the meantime, I hope that you and your families have a healthy 

and safe and happy holiday season.   

MR. KASPER:  Likewise, Your Honor.   

MR. GANGAT:  Thank you.   

THE COURT:  All right, thank you.  

(Proceedings concluded at 2:24 p.m.) 
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CERTIFICATE 

 

 

I, Chris Hwang, court approved transcriber, certify 

that the foregoing is a correct transcript from the official 

electronic sound recording of the proceedings in the above-

entitled matter. 

 

 

 

 

__________________  April 14, 2023 

Chris Hwang   Date 

Court Reporter 
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----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: BK Metro <metrobk@ > 
To: Joe Kasper <joekasper1981@ > 
Sent: Thursday, February 2, 2023 at 11:08:22 AM EST 
Subject: Re: Lopes v Puri. Et al 

This is the update in Pacer. 

"SCHEDULING ORDER: A telephone status conference in this wage and hour case will be held on 03/17/2023 at 
10:00AM before Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry. Plaintiff's counsel and Defendant Sharan K. Puri shall attend. 
The parties are directed to call the toll-free number 646-828-7666 . The access code is 160-748-7513 . The 
passcode is 317522 . The parties shall dial in five (5) minutes before the conference. Any requests to adjourn this 
conference shall be made in writing no later than 03/09/2023 . Plaintiffs counsel is directed to send a copy of this 
Scheduling Order to Defendant Puri and to file proof of service by 02/03/2023 . So Ordered by Magistrate Judge 
Marcia M. Henry on 02/01/2023. (RC)" 

On Friday, January 27, 2023 at 05:31:14 AM EST, Joe Kasper <joekasper1981@ > wrote:  

@ 
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From: Sharan Puri
To: Andy Fenwick
Subject: Zelle Payment
Date: Tuesday, December 12, 2023 1:34:39 PM

You don't often get email from sharanpuri@ . Learn why this is important

EXHIBIT 9

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.



., 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
------------------------------------------x 
J  A  INDEX NO.  

Plaintiff: 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

against -

K  S , 

Defendant. 
---------------··------------------------x 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the annexed Proposed Judgment of Divorce of which 

the within is a true copy, will be presented for signature in the Supreme Court Clerk's Office 

at 88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New York 11435, on OCfiJ.'f, 2022. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
CX-47! 11, 2022 

TO: PITCHAY AN & ASSOCIATES P C 
Attorney for Defendant 
72-30 Broadway - 3rd Floor 

Jackson .Heights, New York 113 72 
 

I 

p '~ .1/f//,/ 

·ney fi ti ff 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 
thejklawoffic.s;.@  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
------------------------------------------x 
J  A , 

Plaintiff, 

against -

K  S , 

Defendant. 
--------------------------------··-------x 

INDEX NO.  

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the a1mexed Proposed Finding of Fact and Conclusions 

of Law, of which the within is a true copy, will be presented for signature in the Supreme Court 

Clerk's Office at 88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New York 11435, on OC? !J. ~, 2022. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
Oct 11, 2022 

TO: PITCHA YAN & AS SOCIA TES P C 
Attorney for Defendant 
72-30 Broadway - 3rd Floor 

Jackson Heights, New York 11372 
 

~;{Jc4xv 
ph F Kasper 
ncy for Plaintiff 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
thejklawoffice@  



Present: Hon. , Justice 
------------------------··-------------------x 

At a Matrimonial Part 52 of 
New York State Supreme Court 
at the Courthouse located at 88-11 
Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New 

York, in Queens County, on 
_______ ,202 

J  A , INDEX NO.  

Plaintiff 
- against - JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE 

K  S , 

Defendant. 
---------------------------------------··----x 

This action was submitted to this court for consideration this _________ day of _____ _ 

The Defendant was served personally February 24, 2020 within the State of New York. 

Plaintiff presented a Verified Complaint and an Affidavit of Plaintiff consisting of the 

facts of the matter. 

The Defendant appeared and waived his rights, and neither admitting nor denying the allegations 

in the complaint and consenting to the entry of judgment. 

The Court accepted written proof of non-military status. 

The Plaintiffs address is , and social security 

number is { The Defendant's address  and 

social security number is:  .. 

NOW, on motion of JOSEPH F. KASPER, attorney for Plaintiff, it is 

ORDERED AND AD.JlJDGED that the application of Plaintiff is hereby granted to 

dissolve the marriage between J  A , Plaintiff and K  S , Defendant, 

by reason of :the relationship between Plaintiff and Defendant has broken down itTetrievably 

for a period of at least six months pursuant to D R L § 170 (7). 



'fhe requirements of DR L § 240 (a-1) have been met and the Court having considered 

the results of said inquires, it is . 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that there is no request for maintenance, and it is further 

ORDERED AND AD,J UDGED, that both patties are authorized to resume the use of any 

prior surname, and it is further 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that Plaintiff is authorized to resume use of the prior 

surname: A . and it is further 

ORDERED AND AD.JUDGED, that the Defendant shall be served with a copy of this 

judgment, with notice of entry by the Plaintiff: within 21 days of such entry. 

Dated: ----------

J.S.C. 



I 

CIVIL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
COUNfY OF QUEENS 

-----------------------------------------------------------------x 
CITIBANK. N.A., 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

CHRISTINE W ASZCZENKO, 

Defendant,. . . 

Index No.: CV-020923-20/QU 

CONSENT TO CHANGE 
ATIORNEY 

--------------:------·--------------x 
IT IS HEREBY CONSENTED THAT.attorney MICHAEL MOSSA be substituted as attorney 

of record for the defendant, CHRISTINE w ASZCZENKO, in the above captioned matter, in place 
and stead of attorney, JOSEPH F. KASPER • 

Dated: Omne P~ New York 

& . 2023 
I / . ~ -~ 

- 1 Mossa, Esq. • 
~ming attQril!CY for defendant 
l0J:-30 Crossbay Blvd. • 
Ozone Park, NY 11417" 

8.122 . 

:w;27~. 
CHRISTINE wASZCZ ~t . 

State ofNew York. CoWlty of Queens) ss.: 

·p~ Kasper, Esq . . 
going attorney fur defendant 

1 FJL·eo 
O~EEf:lS tfOUNTY 

OCT 032023 
CIVIL COURT . 

GENERAL CLERK 

. On October -< , ·2023, before me ap.-a .. ed CHRISTINE 
Consent to C~e Attorney. . r- W ASZCZENKO. who executed this 

~~ 
NQtary Public • . MICHAEL MOSSA, ESQ 

NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF NEW YORI< 
Registration No. 02M06117893 

Qualified in Queens County 
Cornmissk)n Expires November 1, 2024 
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CIVIL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 

CITIBANK, N .A, 

Plaintiff 

V. 

CHRISTINE W ASZCZENKO, 

Defendant 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

INDEX# CV-020923-20/QU 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Christine Waszczenko, the Defendant 

in the captioned proceeding appears herein, and that our firm has been retained as attorney for 
the Petitioner in this proceeding and demands that a copy of all notices and papers in this 
proceeding be served upon me. 

Dated: October 2, 2023 .~/1/L-
Michael Mossa 
Michael Mossa & Associates 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

-8122 
attorneymossa@  

FILED 
OlJEENS COUNTY 

OCT 032023 
C1V1Lcounr 

OlfetAL CLERK 



CIVIL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 

CITIBANK, N .A, 

Plaintiff 

V. 

CHRISTINE W ASZCZENKO, 

Defendant 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

INDEX# CV-020923-20/QU 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Christine Waszczenko, the Defendant 

in the captioned proceeding appears herein, and that our firm has been retained as attorney for 
the Petitioner in this proceeding and demands that a copy of all notices and papers in this 
proceeding be served upon me. 

Dated: October 2, 2023 .~/1/L-
Michael Mossa 
Michael Mossa & Associates 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
( ) -8122 
attorneymossa@  

FILED 
OlJEENS COUNTY 

OCT 032023 
C1V1Lcounr 

OlfetAL CLERK 
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MICHAEL MOSSA & ASSOCIATES 
105-30 Cross· Bay Boulevard 

Ozone Park, NY 11417 
-8122 

email: attomeymossa@  

Ena Shewmangal 
 

 

April 20, 2024 · 

Re: Estate of Cecilia Boodhoo, Kings County Surrogate's Court. File no. 3804/2020 

Dear Ena: 

As per discussion, the balance of$7,460.87 is being released to you, which had been held in 
the IOLA attorney escrow account of Joseph Kasper, who must close his escrow accounts, as he is 
now a member of the Judiciary. Because of same, I am now a signatory on his account, and have 
signed the check. Mr. Kasper informs me he had held this money at your request against work to be 
done on your sister, Cecilia Boodhoo 's estate. There was a total of $7,601.87 held, as a balance from 
the sale of , with a·check for $141.00, to reimburse. Mr. Kasper for the Kings 
County Surrogate's Court administration petition filling fee, leaving $7,460.87, to be paid to you. 
You have not informed me whether you will continue to seek appointment as Administrator, or are 
dropping this request. Accordingly, we are releasing the check directly to you. 

Very truly yours, 
./1_ ..... 

~~ /1~ !~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~­
JOSEPH f. KASPER, ESQ . . 
IOLA-ATTORNEY ESCROW ACCOUNT 
105-30 CROSSBAY BLVD 

1189 

OZONE PARK, NY 11417 
so-1~1m4 . 

A·/!1216 {f01o~f PJ·f 

NP 

I, 

C.-. -----------------------·-----------
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MICHAEL MOSSA & ASSOCIATES 
105-30 Cross Bay Boulevard 

Ozone Park, NY 11417 
-8122 

email: attomeymossa@  

Philip & Catherine Vetrano 
 

 

April 20, 2024 

Re: Release of Escrow, Sale of Residence 

Dear Phil & Catherine: . 

As you recall, Joseph Kasper had the honor of representing you on the 2018 sale of your 
former Howard Beach residence. Of the original $33,000.00 deposited to his escrow account on April 
14, 2018, all funds were paid out, except for $995.30, which was held against a remaining violation 
against your former residence. It is now six years later, no issue has been raised as to the violation, 
and Joe Kasper is a member of the Judiciary, and must close his escrow accounts. Transmitted 
herewith is a check for $995.30, representing said escrow balance. Joe Kasper sends his best regards. 

Q. 
WACCOUNT 1187 
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RE: 

MICHAEL MOSSA & ASSOCIATES 
105-30 Cross Bay Boulevard 

Ozone Park, NY 1141 7 
-8122 

email: attorneymossa@  

William Hugel 
 

 
 

April 20, 2024 

Re: Release of Escrow Management Account balance 

Dear Bill: 

As per Joseph kasper's discussions, transmitted herewith in the amount of $1,206.02, 
representing the balance of this account, including some accumulated interest. After completing some 
real estate transactions when the account was originally opened for you in 2012, under you separate 
Social Security number, you had asked Joe kasper to keep it open in case you ever needed it for 
yourself or your son. Joe Kasper now is a member of the Judiciary and must close out his escrow 

• accounts. Accordingly, the check is now transmitted to you. Best regards. 

Your friend, 

i!~( t~----···· 

Michael Moss:.:i. F.sn. 

THE FACE OF THIS DOCUMENT HAS A COLORED BACKGROUND ON WHITE PAPER. IF COPIED THE WORD 'VOID" WILL ALSO APPEAR. 

1,206.02 

•• ,:.,:,/.·''·.·? ··,\.c:. ''\-:-\::­

·.:·.: 
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Fri, Jan 27, 2023 at 5:47 AM 
Subject: Settlement Agreement 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

A 
ttached please find the settlement agreement. 

Joe 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Victor Lopez,

Plaintiff,

-against-

Sharan K Puri; and Floraison Inc.

Defendants.

Case No. 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
AND RELEASE

This Settlement Agreement and Release of Claims (“Agreement”) is entered into by and
among Plaintiff Victor Lopez (“Plaintiff”) on the one hand, and Sharan K Puri (“Defendant”), on
the other hand.

WHEREAS, a dispute has arisen regarding Plaintiffs’ alleged employment and the terms
thereof, which dispute has resulted in the filing of an action in the United States District Court
for the Eastern District of New York District of New York, Civil Action No:
1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH (hereinafter “the Litigation”), alleging, among other things, a
violation of federal and state wage and hour and overtime laws;

WHEREAS, Defendant denies any violation of federal and state wage and hour and
overtime laws;

WHEREAS, the parties desire to resolve all disputes between them without the necessity
of further litigation; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein
contained and other good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,
it is hereby agreed as follows:

1. Payment: Defendants shall pay or cause to be paid to Plaintiff and his counsel, subject
to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the gross sum of Twenty Thousand Dollars and
No Cents ($20,000.00) (the "Settlement Amount"), to be paid to Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs’
attorneys, as follows:

A. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the total amount of Three
Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Two Dollars and Zero Cents ($3,232.00),
representing payment for any and all unpaid minimum wages, overtime, and
any other wages under NYLL, deducting any tax withholdings as per the W-4



Form to be provided to Defendants. Defendants shall issue Plaintiff an IRS
Form W-2 with respect to this payment.

B. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the amount of Nine Thousand
Six Hundred Ninety Six Dollars and Zero Cents ($9,696). Defendants shall
issue Plaintiff an IRS Form 1099 with respect to this payment.

C. One check in the amount of $7,072 made payable to Mohammed Gangat,
Esq.;

D. The check shall be delivered to Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 675 3rd Avenue,
Suite 1810, New York, New York 10017 within fifteen days of Court
approval of this agreement.

The Parties agree that in the event the Defendant fails to make the payment contemplated
in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement then Defendants shall be deemed in default (less any payments
already made by Defendants) after a ten (10) day period to cure after written notice sent to
Defendants’ counsel as provided by Paragraph 6. Upon a default by Defendant, Plaintiff may
immediately seek enforcement of the settlement agreement and Defendant will pay Plaintiff’s
reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in the enforcement action.

Taxes and Withholding: Plaintiff shall be solely responsible for the payment of all taxes,
including interest and/or penalties associated with the Settlement Amount, except for Employer’s
portion of any employer paid tax. Releasor agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Releasees
against any tax, interest, or penalties, or any fees, costs, attorneys’ fees, or damages, arising from
any demand, order, or claim by any taxing authority to pay any tax, interest, or penalty on or
with respect to the Settlement Amount, except for Employer’s portion of any employer paid tax
associated therewith.

2. Release: This release is made by Plaintiff and is for Defendant as well as
Defendant’s current and former owners, stockholders, predecessors, successors, assigns,
directors, officers, employees, former employees, former attorneys, insurers, reinsurers, parents
and subsidiaries, (“Releasees”). As to the Releasees, Plaintiff knowingly and voluntarily releases
and forever discharges: (i) any and all claims alleged in this lawsuit; (ii) any and all wage and
hour claims, including, but not limited to, claims under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29 U.S.C.
§§201 et seq. and he New York State Labor Law §§ 1 et seq. and applicable regulations, New
York State Executive Law §§290 et seq., the Wage Theft Prevention Act, the New York Equal
Pay Law, and all other New York State Wage and Hour Laws. This release shall apply to all such
claims that Plaintiff has or may have against Releasees as of the date of Plaintiff’s execution of
this Agreement, whether known or unknown, asserted or unasserted, including for attorneys’ fees
and costs in connection with any asserted or unasserted wage and hour claim.



For the avoidance of doubt, it is expressly stated that regardless of any language to the
contrary herein, nothing in this Agreement shall operate to bar or limit any claim of Plaintiff’s
for physical injury made pursuant to the New York Worker’s Compensation Law arising from
their employment with Defendants. Moreover, this Agreement and Release does not extend to
those rights which as a matter of law cannot lawfully be waived

3. No Admission of Wrongdoing: This Agreement and compliance with this
Agreement shall not be construed as an admission by Defendant of any liability whatsoever, or
of any violation of any statute, regulation, duty, contract, right or order.

4. Modification of the Agreement: This Agreement may not be changed unless the
changes are in writing and signed by a proper representative of Plaintiff and Defendant.

5. Acknowledgments: Plaintiff and Defendant acknowledge that they are not
relying upon any statement, representation or promise in executing this Agreement except for
statements, representations or promises expressly set forth in this Agreement. They further
acknowledge and agree that the only consideration for signing this Agreement is as set forth in
this Agreement.

6. Notices: Notices required under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall
be deemed given on the first business day following first-class mailing and electronic
transmission thereof.  Notice hereunder shall be delivered to:

To Plaintiff:

Mohammed (Moe) Gangat, Esq.
675 3rd Avenue, Suite 1810
New York, NY 10017
mgangat@

To Defendant:

7. Governing Law: This Agreement shall be governed by, and interpreted in
accordance with, the laws of the State of New York, excluding the conflict-of-laws principles
thereof. The parties consent and stipulate to the personal and subject matter jurisdiction of the
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York and the Supreme Court of the
State of New York in any subsequent proceeding to enforce this Agreement. The parties agree
that the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York shall continue to
exercise jurisdiction over the enforcement of this Agreement.

8. Enforceability: If any provision of this Agreement is held to be illegal, void, or
unenforceable, such provision shall be of no force or effect. However, the illegality or
unenforceability of such provision shall have no effect upon, and shall not impair the legality or
enforceability of, any other provision of this Agreement, provided, however, that upon any



finding by a court of competent jurisdiction that a release or waiver of claims or rights or a
covenant set forth herein is illegal, void or unenforceable, Plaintiffs agree to promptly execute a
release, waiver and/or covenant that is legal and enforceable.

9. Release Notification: Defendant advised Plaintiff to discuss the terms of this
Agreement and release of claims with her legal counsel and Plaintiff acknowledges that he has
consulted with Mohammed Gangat, Esq. of Gangat PLLC. Plaintiff acknowledges that it is his
choice to waive any potential claims in return for the benefits set forth herein and that he made
this decision after careful thought and a reasonable period of time to consider this Agreement,
and after an opportunity to consult with her attorneys. Plaintiff confirms that this Settlement
Agreement and Release has been reviewed with him and that he understands the terms of this
Agreement and that he is signing this Agreement voluntarily.

10. Counterparts: To signify their agreement to the terms of this Agreement and
Release, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth opposite their signatures,
which appear below. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts and each of
such counterparts, for all purposes, shall be deemed to be an original but all of such counterparts
together shall constitute but one and the same instrument, binding upon all parties hereto,
notwithstanding that all of such parties may not have executed the same counterpart. This
agreement may also be executed by facsimile transmission.

11. Attorneys’ Fees: If either party files a lawsuit (or court pleading or motion or
request) or arbitration to enforce the terms of the Agreement, and this results in a recovery of
damages for that party against the other, or otherwise results in a finding of liability against the
other party, then the prevailing party shall have the right to collect from the other the prevailing
party’s costs and disbursements and reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in the process of
enforcing the Agreement. It is further expressly agreed that if any party must appear and
otherwise participate in any bankruptcy proceeding in connection with enforcing the terms of
this agreement, then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is
sought, the reasonable cost of attorneys’ fees incurred in bankruptcy. It is further expressly
agreed that if any party must undertake judgment enforcement efforts including for example an
Execution or levy involving a Sheriff, in connection with enforcing the terms of this agreement,
then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is sought, the
reasonable cost of attorneys’ fees incurred in such judgment enforcement efforts.

PLAINTIFF VICTOR LOPEZ

_____________________________
VICTOR LOPEZ

Date: ________________

DEFENDANT SHARAN K PURI

_____________________________
SHARAN K PURI

Date: ______________
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----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: BK Metro <metrobk@ > 
To: metrobk@  <metrobk@ > 
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2023 at 08:17:53 AM EST 
Subject: Signed Docs for MrKasper 

Good Morning Mr. Kasper, 

Please find attached the signed docs. 

Thanks! 
Sharan Puri 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

Victor Lopez, 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

Sharan K Puri; and Floraison Inc. 

Defendants. 

Case No. 1 :20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
AND RELEASE 

This Settlement Agreement and Release of Claims (" Agreement") is entered into by and 
among Plaintiff Victor Lopez ("Plaintiff') on the one hand, and Sharan K Puri ("Defendant"), on 
the other hand. 

WHEREAS, a dispute has arisen regarding Plaintiffs' alleged employment and the terms 
thereof, which dispute has resulted in the filing of an action in the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of New York District of New York, Civil Action No: 
1 :20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH (hereinafter "the Litigation"), alleging, among other things, a 
violation of federal and state wage and hour and overtime laws; 

WHEREAS, Defendant denies any violation of federal and state wage and hour and 
overtime laws; 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to resolve all disputes between them without the necessity 
of further litigation; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein 
contained and other good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, 
it is hereby agreed as follows: 

1. Payment: Defendants shall pay or cause t9 be paid to Plaintiff and his counsel, subject 
to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the gross sum of Twenty Thousand Dollars and 
No Cents ($20,000.00) (the "Settlement Amount"), to be paid to Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs' 

attorneys, as follows: 

A. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the total amount of Three 
Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Two Dollars and Zero Cents ($3,232.00), 
representing payment for any and all unpaid minimum wages~ overtime, and 
any other wages under NYLL, deducting any tax withholdings as per the W-4 



Form to be provided to Defendants. Defendants shall issue Plaintiff an IRS 
Form W-2 with respect to this payment. 

B. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the amount of Nine Thousand 
Six Hundred Ninety Six Dollars and Zero Cents ($9,696). Defendants shall 
issue Plaintiff an IRS Form 1099 with respect to this payment. 

C. One check in the amount of $7,072 made payable to Mohammed Gangat, 

Esq.; 

D. The check shall be delivered to Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 675 3rd Avenue, 
Suite 1810, New York, New York 10017 withln fifteen days of Court 
approval of this agreement. 

The Parties agree that in the event the Defendant fails to make the payment contemplated 
in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement then Defendants shall be deemed in default (less any payments 
already made by Defendants) after a ten (10) day period to cure after written notice sent to 
Defendants' counsel as provided by Paragraph 6. Upon a default by Defendant, Plaintiff may 
immediately seek enforcement of the settlement agreement and Defendant will pay Plaintiff's 
reasonable attorneys' fees and costs incurred in the enforcement action. 

Taxes and Withholding: Plaintiff shall be solely responsible for the payment of all taxes, 
including interest and/or penalties associated with the Settlement Amount, except for Employer's 
portion of any employer paid tax. Releasor agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Releasees 
against any tax, interest, or penalties, or any fees, costs, attorneys' fees, or damages, arising from 
any demand, order, or claim by any taxing authority to pay any tax, interest, or penalty on or 

with respect to the Settlement Amount, except for Employer's portion of any employer paid tax 
associated therewith. 

2. Release: This release is made by Plaintiff and is for Defendant as well as 
Defendant's current and former owners, stockholders, predecessors, successors, assigns, 
directors, officers, employees, former employees, former attorneys, insurers, reinsurers, parents 
and subsidiaries, ("Releasees"). As to the Releasees, Plaintiff knowingly and voluntarily releases 
and forever discharges: (i) any and all claims alleged in this lawsuit; (ii) any and all wage and 
hour claims, including, but not limited to, claims under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29 U.S.C. 
§§201 fil S,§JJ_. and he New York State Labor Law§§ 1 fil ~- and applicable regulations, New 
York State Executive Law §§290 et seq., the Wage Theft Prevention Act, the New York Equal 
Pay Law, and all other New York State Wage and Hour Laws. This release shall apply to all such 
claims that Plaintiff has or may have against Releasees as of the date of Plaintiff's execution of 
this Agreement, whether known or unknown, asserted or unasserted, including for attorneys' fees 
and costs in connection with any asserted or unasserted wage and hour claim. 



For the avoidance of doubt, it is expressly stated that regardless of any language to the 
contrary herein, nothing in this Agreement shall operate to bar or limit any claim of Plaintiff's 
for physical injury made pursuant to the New York Worker's Compensation Law arising from 
their employment with Defendants. Moreover, this Agreement and Release does not extend to 
those rights which as a matter of law cannot lawfully be waived 

3. No Admission of Wrongdoing: This Agreement and compliance with this 
Agreement shall not be construed as an admission by Defendant of any liability whatsoever, or 
of any violation of any statute, regulation, duty, contract, right or order. 

4. Modification of the Agreement: This Agreement may not be changed unless the 
changes are in writing and signed by a proper representative of Plaintiff and Defendant. 

5. Acknowledgments: Plaintiff and Defendant acknowledge that they are not 
relying upon any statement, representation or promise in executing this Agreement except for 
statements, representations or promises expressly set forth in this Agreement. They further 
acknowledge and agree that the only consideration for signing this Agreement is as set forth in 
this Agreement. 

6. Notices: Notices required under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall 
be deemed given on the first business day following first-class mailing and electronic 
transmission thereof. Notice hereunder shall be delivered to: 

To Plaintiff: 

Mohammed (Moe) Gangat, Esq. 
675 3rdAvenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@  

To Defendant: 

7. Governing Law: This Agreement shall be governed by, and interpreted in 
accordance with, the laws of the State of New York, excluding the conflict-of-laws principles 
thereof. The parties consent and stipulate to the personal and subject matter jurisdiction of the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York and the Supreme Court of the 
State. of New York in any subsequent proceeding to enforce this Agreement. The parties agree 
that the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York shall continue to 
exercise jurisdiction over the enforcement of this Agreement. 

8. Enforceability: If any provision of this Agree1nent is held to be illegal, void, or 
unenforceable, such provision shall be of no force or effect. However, the illegality or 
unenforceability of such provision shall have no effect upon, and shall not impair the legality or 
enforceability of, any other provision of this Agreement, provided, however, that upon any 



finding by a court of competent jurisdiction that a release or waiver of claims or rights or a 
covenant set forth herein is illegal, void or unenforceable, Plaintiffs agree to promptly execute a 
release, waiver and/or covenant that is legal and enforceable. 

9. Release Notification: Defendant advised Plaintiff to discuss the terms of this 
Agreement and release of claims with her legal counsel and Plaintiff acknowledges that he has 
consulted with Mohammed Gangat, Esq. of Gangat PLLC. Plaintiff acknowledges that it is his 
choice to waive any potential claims in return for the benefits set forth herein and that he made 
this decision after careful thought and a reasonable period of time to consider this Agreement, 
and after an opportunity to consult with her attorneys. Plaintiff confirms that this Settlement 
Agreement and Release has been reviewed with him and that he understands the terms of this 
Agreement and that he is signing this Agreement voluntarily. 

10. Countei:parts: To signify their agreement to the terms of this Agreement and 
Release, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth opposite their signatures, 
which appear below. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts and each of 
such counterparts, for all purposes, shall be deemed to be an original but all of such counterparts 
together shall constitute but one and the same instrument, binding upon all parties hereto, 
notwithstanding that all of such parties may not have executed the same counterpart. This 
agreement may also be executed by facsimile transmission. 

11. Attorneys' Fees; If either party files a lawsuit ( or court pleading or motion or 
request) or arbitration to enforce the terms of the Agreement, and this results in a recovery of 
damages for that party against the other, or otherwise results in a finding of liability against the 
other party, then the prevailing party shall have the right to collect from the other the prevailing 
party's costs and disbursements and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in the process of 
enforcing the Agreement. It is further expressly agreed that if any party must appear and 
otherwise participate in any bankruptcy proceeding in connection with enforcing the terms of 
this agreement, then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is 
sought, the reasonable cost of attorneys' fees incurred in bankruptcy. It is further expressly 
agreed that if any party must undertake judgment enforcement efforts including for example an 
Execution or levy involving a Sheriff, in connection with enforcing the terms of this agreement, 
then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is sought, the 
reasonable cost of attorneys' fees incurred in such judgment enforcement efforts . 

.f n 
PLAINTIFF VICTOR LOPEZ ~ l d(J,lt ' (v-r- : 

•. n~ 
i 

s 
VICTOR LOPEZ 

Date: 
Date: 1/zrli; ~,-..t.........:.=----

DEFENDANT SHARAN K PURI 
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----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: BK Metro <metrobk@ > 
To: Joe Kasper <joekasper1981@ > 
Sent: Thursday, February 2, 2023 at 11:08:22 AM EST 
Subject: Re: Lopes v Puri. Et al 

This is the update in Pacer. 

"SCHEDULING ORDER: A telephone status conference in this wage and hour case will be held on 03/17/2023 at 
10:00AM before Magistrate Judge Marcia M. Henry. Plaintiff's counsel and Defendant Sharan K. Puri shall attend. 
The parties are directed to call the toll-free number 646-828-7666 . The access code is 160-748-7513 . The 
passcode is 317522 . The parties shall dial in five (5) minutes before the conference. Any requests to adjourn this 
conference shall be made in writing no later than 03/09/2023 . Plaintiffs counsel is directed to send a copy of this 
Scheduling Order to Defendant Puri and to file proof of service by 02/03/2023 . So Ordered by Magistrate Judge 
Marcia M. Henry on 02/01/2023. (RC)" 

On Friday, January 27, 2023 at 05:31:14 AM EST, Joe Kasper <joekasper1981@ > wrote:  

@ 

EXHIBIT 18
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Thu, Feb 9, 2023 at 5:30 AM 
Subject: Settlement Agreement 
To: <sharanpuri@ > 

Good morning, 

Attached please find the updated  
Settlement Agreement. If you have 

any questions, please do not hesitate 
to contact me.

       Attorneys at Law 

       105‐30   Crossbay Boulevard 
 Ozone Park,  New York  11417 

      2179 

EXHIBIT 19



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
 

Victor Lopez 
       Case No. 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 
    Plaintiff, 
           SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 
           AND RELEASE 
  -against- 
 

Sharan K. Puri; and Floraison Inc. 
             

    Defendants. 
 

 This settlement Agreement and Release of Claims (“Agreement”) is entered into by and 
among Plaintiff Victor Lopez (“Plaintiff”) on one hand, and Sharan K Puri (“Defendant”)and 
FLORAISON INC.  on the other hand. 
 

 WHEREAS, a dispute has arisen regarding Plaintiffs’ alleged employment and the terms 

thereof, which dispute has resulted in the filing of an action in the United States District Court 
For the Eastern District of New York, Civil Action No:  
1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH (HEREINAFTER “THE Litigation”), alleging, among other things, a 
violation of federal and state wage and hour and overtime laws; 
 

 WHEREAS, Defendant denies any violation of federal and state wage and hour and 

overtime laws; 
 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to resolve all disputes between them without the 

necessity of further litigation; and 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein 

contained and other good and valuable consideration receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, 
it is hereby agreed as follow: 

 

1. Payment: Defendants shall pay or cause to be paid to Plaintiff and his counsel,  
subject to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the gross sum of Twenty Thousand 
Dollars and NO CENTS ($20,000.00) (the Settlement Amount”), to b e paid to Plaintiffs and 
Plaintiffs’ attorneys, as follows: 

 
A.  One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the total amount of Three 

Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Two Dollars and Zero Cents ($3,232.00),  
representing payment for any and all unpaid minimum wages, overtime, and 
any other wages under NYLL, deducting any tax withholdings as per the W-4 



 

Form to be provided to Defendants.  Defendants shall issue Plaintiff an IRS 
Form W-02 with respect to the payment. 

 

B. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the amount of Nine Thousand Six 
Hundred Ninety Six Dollars and Zero Cents ($9,696.).  Defendants shall issue 
Plaintiff an IRS Form 1099 with respect to this payment. 
 

C. One check in the amount of $7,072 made payable to Mohammed Gangat, 
Esq.: 

 

D. The check shall b e delivered to Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 675 3rd Avenue, 
Suite 1810, New York, New York  10017 within fifteen days of Court approval 
of this agreement 

 

E. Payment is conditioned on Gangat PLLC having provided a form W-9 to 
Defendants prior to payment. 

 

The Parties agree that in the event the Defendant fails to make payment 
 contemplated in paragraph  A of this Agreement then Defendants shall be deemed in default 
(less any payments already made  by Defendants) after a ten (10) day period to cure after 
written notice sent to Defendants counsel as provided by Paragraph 6,  Upon a default by 
Defendant will pay Plaintiff’s reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in the enforcement 
actions. 

 

Taxes and Witholding: Plaintiff shall be solely responsible for the payment of all 
taxes, including interest and/or penalties associated with the Settlement Amount, except for 
Employer’s portion of any employer paid tax.  Releasor agrees to indemnify and hold harmless 
Releases against any tax, interest, or penalties, or any fees, costs, attorneys’ fees, or damages, 
arising from any demand, order, or claim by any tax in authority to pay any tax, interest or 
penalty on or with respect to the Settlement Amount, except for Employer’s portion of any 
employer paid tax associated therewith. 
 

2. Release:   This release is made by Plaintiff and is the Defendants as well as  
Defendant ‘s current and former owners, stockholder, predecessors, successors, assigns, 
directors, officers, employees, former employees, former attorneys, insurers, reinsurers, 
parents and subsidiaries, (“Releasees“).  As to the Releasees, Plaintiff knowingly and voluntarily 
releases and forever discharges: (i) any and all claims alleged in this lawsuit; (ii) any and all 
wages and hour claims, including, but not limited to, claims under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 
29 U.S.C. §201 et seq. and the New York State Labor Law §290 et seq., the Wage Theft 
Prevention Act, the New York Equal Pay Law, and all other New York State Wage and Hour 
Laws.  This release shall apply to all such claims that Plaintiff has or may have against Releasees 
as of the date of Plaintiff’s execution of this Agreement, whether known or unknown, asserted 
or unasserted wage and hour claim. 



For the avoidance of doubt, it is expressly stated that regardless of any language to the  
contrary herein, nothing in this Agreement shall operate to bar or limit any claim or Plaintiff’s 
for physical injury made pursuant to the New York Workers Compensation Law arising from 
their employment with Defendants.  Moreover, this Agreement and Release does not extend to 
those rights which as a matter of law cannot lawfully be waived. 
 

3. No Admission of Wrongdoing:  This Agreement and compliance with this  

Agreement shall not be construed as an admission by Defendants of any liability whatsoever, or 
of any violation of any statute , regulation, duty, contract, right or order. 
 

4. Modification of the Agreement:  This Agreement may not be changed unless the 
Changes are in writing and signed by a proper representative of Plaintiff and Defendants. 
 

5. Acknowledgements:    Plaintiff and Defendant acknowledge that they are not relying 
upon any statement, representation or promise in executing this Agreement except for 
statements, representations or promises expressly set forth in this Agreement.  They further 
acknowledge and agree that the only consideration for signing this Agreement is as set forth in 
this Agreement. 
 

6. Notices: Notices required under this Agreement shall b re in writing and shall be 
deemed given on the first business day following first-class mailing and electronic transmission thereof.  
Notice hereunder shall be delivered to: 
 

 To Plaintiff: 
 
 Mohammed (Moe) Gangat, Esq. 
 675 3rd Avenue – Suite 1810 
 New York, N.Y. 10017 
 mganat@  
 
 
 To Defendants: 
 
 Sharan K. Puri and Floraison, Inc. 
 C / O 105-30 Cross Bay Blvd. 
 Ozone Park,  N.Y. 11417 
 thejfklawoffice@   
 
 
 
 

7. Confidentiality: The Parties agree not to disclose , either directly or indirectly, any 
information whatsoever relating to the existence or substance of the Agreement or the 
Litigation, including but not limited to the allegations asserted in the Complaint, to any person  



 
or entity, including, but not limited to:  the press and public media (i.e., any employees or 
agents of newspapers, television stations, radio stations, or other media); any organizations or 
associations; any internet websites, “home pages”, “blogs” or “chat-rooms,” or any form of 
social media, including, but not limited to, LinkedIn, Facebook, and Twitter, Defendants’ former 
employees, current employees, or prospective employees; and/or to attorneys or private 
investigators representing other employees or entities.  However, Plaintiff may disclose this 
Agreement to his immediate family, attorney, accountant, or medical or counseling 
professional who agree to abide by this ‘Confidentiality” provision, and Defendants may 
disclose this Agreement and the circumstances leading up to this Agreement to those who have 
a need to know, their immediate family, attorney, accountant, or medical or counseling 
professional who agree to abide by this “Confidentiality“ provisions, or as otherwise required 
by law.  Upon receipt of any inquiry regarding this Litigation, the Parties or any representative 
of a party, shall state only that the matter has been resolved.  Further, Plaintiff agrees that 
should Defendants prevail in an action before a Court of competent jurisdiction in proving that 
Plaintiff violated this confidentiality provision, Plaintiff shall pay to Defendants as liquidated 
damages, and not in the form of a penalty, an amount of $5,000.00.  Notwithstanding the 
aforementioned provision, nothing herein shall preclude Plaintiff from cooperating with an 
investigation by the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, New York State Division of 
Human Rights, or providing information pursuant to subpoena or Court order.  Each Plaintiff 
also agrees  to notify Defendant, by providing written notice of same, via email and mail, to , 
105-30 Cross Bay boulevard, Ozone Park, N.Y. 11417, thejklawoffice@ , within five (5) 
business days of he is contacted by any third parties seeking his testimony or appearance 
concerning matters encompassed by this paragraph.  Plaintiff agrees that he will not contest 
Defendants’ standing to move to quash any such subpoena. 

 
8.  Governing Law:  This Agreement shall be governed by, and  interpreted in  

Accordance with the laws of the State of New York , excluding the conflict-of-laws principles 
thereof.   The parties consent and stipulate to the personal and subject matter jurisdiction of 
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York and the Supreme Court of 
the State of New York in any subsequent proceeding to enforce this Agreement.  The parties 
agree that the united States District Court for the Eastern District of New York shall continue to 
exercise jurisdiction over enforcement of this Agreement. 
 

9. Enforceability:  If any provision of this Agreement is held to be illegal, void, or 

unenforceable, such provision shall be of no  force or effect.  However,  the illegality or 
unenforceability of such provision shall have no effect upon and shall not impair the legality or 
enforceability of, any other provision of this Agreement provided, however, that upon any 
finding by a Court of competent jurisdiction that a release or waiver of claims or rights or a 
covenant set forth herein is illegal, void or unenforceable, Plaintiffs agree to promptly execute a 
release, waiver and/or covenant that is legal and enforceable. 
 

10. Release Notification:  Defendants advised Plaintiff to discuss the terms of this  



Agreement and release of claims with his legal counsel and Plaintiff acknowledges that she has 
consulted with Mohammed Gangat, Esq. of Gangat PLLC.  Plaintiff acknowledges that it is his 
choice to waive any potential claims in return for the benefits set forth herein and that he made 
this decision after careful thought and a reasonable period of time to consider this Agreement, 
and after an opportunity to consult with his attorneys.  Plaintiff confirms that this Settlement 
Agreement and Release has been reviewed with him and that he understands the terms of this 
Agreement and that he is signing this Agreement voluntarily. 
 

11.          Counterparts:   To signify their agreement to the terms of this 
Agreement and Release, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth 
opposite their signatures, which appear below.   This Agreement may be executed in two or 
more counterparts and each of such counterparts, for all purposes, shall be deemed to be an 
original but all of such counterparts together shall constitute but one and the same instrument, 
binding upon all parties hereto notwithstanding that all of such parties may not have executed 
the same counterpart.  This agreement may also be executed by facsimile transmission. 

 

Attorneys’ Fees: If either party files a lawsuit (or court pleading or 

motion or request) or arbitration to enforce the terms of the Agreement, and this 
results in a recovery of damages for that party against the other, or otherwise 

results in a finding of liability against the other party, then the prevailing party 

shall have the right to collect  from the other the prevailing party’s costs  and 

disbursements and reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred in the process of 

enforcing the Agreement.  It is further expressly agreed that if any party must 

appear and otherwise participate in any bankruptcy proceeding in connection 

with enforcing the terms of this Agreement, then that party shall be entitled to 

recover against the party whom enforcement is sought, the reasonable cost of 

attorneys’ fees incurred in bankruptcy.  It is further expressly agreed that if any party 

must undertake judgment enforcement efforts including for example an Execution of or levy 

involving a Sheriff, in connection with enforcing the terms of this Agreement, then that party 

shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is sought, the reasonable cost 

of attorneys’ fees incurred in such judgment enforcement efforts. 

PLAINTIFF: 

________________________________   DATE: ______________________ 
VICTOR LOPEZ 
 

 
 



DEFENDANTS: 
 
Defendant Corporation 

___________________________________   Date: _______________  

FLORAISON, INC. 
  

By: ________________________________ 
 
Individual Defendant 
 
 
__________________________________   Date ________________ 
SHARAN K PURI 
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Sat, Feb 25, 2023 at 8:18 PM 
Subject: updates TO YOUR CASE 
To: <sharanpuri@ > 

Good evening,  

Below are the emails, which are going back and forth 
between the other attorney and us. 

Best regards 

"Good morning, Mohammed, 

Attached please find the executed Settlement 
Agreement. 

Please contact me with any questions. 

       Attorney at Law 

105-30   Crossbay Boulevard
   Ozone Park,  New York  11417 

  2179 

One attachment • Scanned by Gmail  

EXHIBIT 20
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The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
Mohammed Gangat 
 

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

Feb 10, 2023, 2:08 PM

to me 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

The Court will likely reject the agreement. This is not the one I 
sent.  This one has a confidentiality agreement. 
 
Attached is the one I sent.  He should sign this one so we can be done 
with this. 
 
-mg 
 
Mohammed Gangat, Esq. 
LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@  
moe@  
@lawyerforworkers 

  
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 

One attachment • Scanned by Gmail  
  

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
 

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

Feb 13, 2023, 4:12 PM (12 days ago) 

to Joe 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

 
 
Janice Bar 
       Attorney at Law 

         
                               
              105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 
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The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 

One attachment • Scanned by Gmail  
  

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
Mohammed Gangat 
 

Feb 13, 2023, 8:27 PM (12 days ago)

to me 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

Reminder, I am not submitting the agreement you sent me for approval. 
I dont know where that agreement came from or why you would think I 
can submit that to the Court. 
 
Thanks,  

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
 

Feb 23, 2023, 5:07 AM (2 days ago)

to Mohammed 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

 
 

We are in receipt of your email. It is equally our intensions 

to close this out expeditiously but the revised Stipulation we 

sent you contained no new language, simply a combination 

of the original proposed Stipulation you sent and the 2nd one. 

We understand some of the differences are due to how you 

plan to present it to the Court but your original proposed 

Stipulation  contained a confidentiality agreement. The 

only thing Defendants had asked to revise from the first proposed 

Stipulation, was to add an indemnification regarding taxes. 

If deleting the confidentiality agreement portion of it gets this 

done, that’s okay, but your 2nd proposed Agreement 

deleted c0-Defendant Floraisin. Why would Mr. 
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Puri release checks he has already drawn up, of which we sent you a copy of, 

if you aren’t also releasing his company, like your first Stipulation did? 

Let’s get this done. We look forward to hearing from you. 

  

  

cc: Puri   

 
 
 
 
 
Janice Bar 
        
 
 
Attorneys at Law 

         
                               
              105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
 

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

Feb 23, 2023, 5:13 AM (2 days ago)

to Mohammed 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

 
 
 
       Attorney at Law 

         
                               
              105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
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           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 
 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Thu, Feb 23, 2023 at 5:07 AM 
Subject: Re: Lopes v Puri. Et al 
To: Mohammed Gangat <mgangat@ >  

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 

One attachment • Scanned by Gmail  
  

The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
Mohammed Gangat 
 

Feb 23, 2023, 11:00 AM (2 days ago)

to me 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

Counsel, 
 
Settlements under the FLSA require court approval.  Courts often 
and one might even say routinely reject settlements which have a 
general release.  The same is true with respect to settlements that 
have confidentiality agreements. 
 
That being said, courts have routinely allowed parties to conclude a 
litigation with the defendant delivering a rule 68 offer, plaintiff 
formally accepting, and the Court dismissing the matter without 
any review process. 
 
If we did a Rule 68 here, we could settle the FLSA claim, and we 
could settle the NYLL claims, both outside of Court.  The NYLL 
claims could be settled with a general release and confidentiality at 
that point. 
 
As it stands, there is no Rule 68 offer from Defendant.  That is why 
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the settlement agreement was revised to eliminate confidentiality 
and the general release. 
 
-mg 
 
Mohammed Gangat, Esq.  
LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@  
moe@l  
@lawyerforworkers 

 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.

 
J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
 

Feb 23, 2023, 5:41 PM (2 days ago)

to Joe 
The linked image cannot be  
displayed.  The file may  hav e  
been mov ed, renamed, or  
deleted. Verify that the link  
points to the correct file and  
location.  

 

The linked image
displayed.  The fi
been mov ed, ren
deleted. Verify th
points to the corr
location.

 
 
---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: Mohammed Gangat <mgangat@ > 
Date: Thu, Feb 23, 2023, 11:00 AM 
Subject: Re: Lopes v Puri. Et al 
To: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
 

Counsel, 
 
Settlements under the FLSA require court approval.  Courts often 
and one might even say routinely reject settlements which have a 
general release.  The same is true with respect to settlements that 
have confidentiality agreements. 
 
That being said, courts have routinely allowed parties to conclude a 
litigation with the defendant delivering a rule 68 offer, plaintiff 
formally accepting, and the Court dismissing the matter without 
any review process. 
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If we did a Rule 68 here, we could settle the FLSA claim, and we 
could settle the NYLL claims, both outside of Court.  The NYLL 
claims could be settled with a general release and confidentiality at 
that point. 
 
As it stands, there is no Rule 68 offer from Defendant.  That is why 
the settlement agreement was revised to eliminate confidentiality 
and the general release. 
 
-mg 
 
Mohammed Gangat, Esq.  
LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@  
moe@ m 
@lawyerforworkers 

 
 
 
On Thu, Feb 23, 2023 at 5:13 AM J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > wrote: 
 
 
 
       Attorney at Law 

         
                               
              105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 
 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@  
Date: Thu, Feb 23, 2023 at 5:07 AM 
Subject: Re: Lopes v Puri. Et al 
To: Mohammed Gangat <mgangat@ > 
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We are in receipt of your email. It is equally our intensions 

to close this out expeditiously but the revised Stipulation we 

sent you contained no new language, simply a combination 

of the original proposed Stipulation you sent and the 2nd one. 

We understand some of the differences are due to how you 

plan to present it to the Court but your original proposed 

Stipulation  contained a confidentiality agreement. The 

only thing Defendants had asked to revise from the first proposed 

Stipulation, was to add an indemnification regarding taxes. 

If deleting the confidentiality agreement portion of it gets this 

done, that’s okay, but your 2nd proposed Agreement 

deleted c0-Defendant Floraisin. Why would Mr. 

Puri release checks he has already drawn up, of which we sent you a copy of, 

if you aren’t also releasing his company, like your first Stipulation did? 

Let’s get this done. We look forward to hearing from you. 

  

  

cc: Puri   

 
 
 
 
 
Janice Bar 
        
 
 
Attorneys at Law 
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              105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 
 
 
On Mon, Feb 13, 2023 at 8:27 PM Mohammed Gangat <mgangat@ > wrote: 
Reminder, I am not submitting the agreement you sent me for approval. 
I dont know where that agreement came from or why you would think I 
can submit that to the Court. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Mohammed Gangat, Esq. 
LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@  
moe@  
@lawyerforworkers 

 
 
On Fri, Feb 10, 2023 at 2:08 PM Mohammed Gangat <mgangat@ > wrote: 
> 
> The Court will likely reject the agreement. This is not the one I 
> sent.  This one has a confidentiality agreement. 
> 
> Attached is the one I sent.  He should sign this one so we can be done 
> with this. 
> 
> -mg 
> 
> Mohammed Gangat, Esq. 
> LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 
> 675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
> New York, NY 10017 
> mgangat@  
> moe@  
> @lawyerforworkers 
>  
> 
> On Thu, Feb 9, 2023 at 11:24 AM J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > wrote: 
> > 
> > 
> > Good morning, Mohammed, 
> > 
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> > 
> > Attached please find the executed Settlement 
> > Agreement. 
> > 
> > Please contact me with any questions. 
> > 
> > 
> >        Attorney at Law 
> > 
> > 
> >               105-30   Crossbay Boulevard 
> >            Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
> >                      2179 

The linked image
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ReplyForward 

S 
       Attorney at Law 

          
                               
              105‐30   Crossbay Boulevard 
           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 

                      2179 
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Tue, Mar 14, 2023 at 10:30 AM 
Subject: Updated Agreement 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Good morning,  

Attached please find the updated 
Agreement. 

Please sign and return to me. 
If you have any questions, please 
contact me.  

       Attorney at Law 

       105‐30   Crossbay Boulevard 
 Ozone Park,  New York  11417 

   2179 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

Victor Lopez, 
Case No. 1 :20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 

Plaintiff. 
SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT 

-against- AND RELEASE 

Sharan K Puri: and Floraison lnc. 

Defendants. 

This Settlement Agreement and Release of Claims ("Agreement") is entered into by and 
among Plaintiff Victor Lopez ("Plaintiff') on the one hand, and Sharan K Puri ("Defendantl), on 
the other hand. j 11 ... 1 

(i..u.e. Fu,y;,JJ /S{J ~ •. J:1vr, 

WHEREAS, a dispute has arisen regarding Plaintiffs' alleged employment and the terms 
thereof, which dispute has resulted in the filing of an action in the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of New York District of New York, Civil Action No: 
I :20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH (hereinafter "the Litigation"), alleging, among other things, a 
violation of federal and state wage and hour and overtime laws; 

WHEREAS, DefendantS'~~xy violation of federal and state wage and hour and 
overtime laws; 

WHEREAS, the parties desire to resolve all disputes between them without the necessity 
of further litigation; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises herein 
contained and other good and valuable consideration, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, 
it is hereby agreed as follows: 

1. Payment: Defendants shall pay or cause to be paid to Plaintiff and his counsel, subject 
to the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the gross sum of Twenty Thousand Dollars and 
No Cents ($20,000.00) (the "Settlement Amount"), to be paid to Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs' 
attorneys, as follows: 

A. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the total amount of Three 

Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Two Dollars and Zero Cents ($3,232.00), 
representing payment for any and all unpaid minimum wages, overtime, and 

any other wages under NYLL, deducting any tax withholdings as per the W-4 



Form to be provided to Defendants. Defendants shall issue Plaintiff an IRS 

Form W-2 with respect to this payment. 

B. One check made payable to Victor Lopez in the amount of Nine Thousand 

Six Hundred Ninety Six Dollars and Zero Cents ($9,696). Defendants shall 

issue Plaintiff an IRS Form 1099 with respect to this payment. 

C. One check in the amount of $7,072 made payable to Mohammed Gangat, 

Esq.; 

D. The check shall be delivered to Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 675 3rd Avenue, 

Suite I 810, New York, New York I 0017 within fifteen days of Court 

approval of this agreement. 

The Parties agree that in the event the Defendant'fail\ to make the payment contemplated 
in Paragraph 1 of this Agreement then Defendants shall be deemed in default (less any payments 

already made by Defendants) after a ten (l 0) day period to cure after written notice sent to 

Defendants' counsel as provided by Paragraph 6. Upon a default by Defendantf Plaintiff may ,. 
immediately seek enforcement of the settlement agreement and Defendantrwill pay Plaintiff's 

reasonable attorneys' fees and costs incurred in the enforcement action. 

Taxes and Withholding: Plaintiff shall be solely responsible for the payment of all taxes, 

including interest and/or penalties associated with the Settlement Amount, except for Employer's 
portion of any employer paid tax. Releasor agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Releasees 

against any tax, interest, or penalties, or any fees, costs, attorneys' fees, or damages, arising from 
any demand, order, or claim by any taxing authority to pay any tax, interest, or penalty on or 
with respect to the Settlement Amount, except for Employer's portion of any employer paid tax 
associated therewith. 

fi,ltV/t 
2. Release: This release is made by Plaintiff and is for Defendant· as well as /zi~C# 

Defendant's cwrent and fonner owners, stockholders, predecessors': successors, assigns, 
directors, officers, employees, former employees, fonner attorneys, insurers, reinsurers, parents 

and subsidiaries, ("Releasees"). As to the Releasees, Plaintiff knowingly and voluntarily releases 
and forever discharges: (i) any and all claims alleged in this lawsuit; (ii) any and all wage and 
hour claims, including, but not limited to, claims under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29 U.S.C. 

§§201 fil. ~- and he New York State Labor Law §§ 1 fl w. and applicable regulations, New 
York State Executive Law §§290 et §.!Jfl.., the Wage Theft Prevention Act, the New York Equal 
Pay Law, and all other New York State Wage and Hour Laws. This release shall apply to all such 
claims that Plaintiff has or may have against Releasees as of the date of Plaintiff's execution of 

this Agreement, whether known or unknown, asserted or unasserted, including for attorneys ' fees 
and costs in connection with any asserted or unasserted wage and hour claim. 



For the avoidance of doubt, it is expressly stated that regardless of any language to the 

contrary herein, nothing in this Agreement shall operate to bar or limit any claim of Plaintiff's 
for physical injury made pursuant to the New York Worker's Compensation Law arising from 

their employment with Defendants. Moreover, this Agreement and Release does not extend to 

those rights which as a matter oflaw cannot lawfully be waived 

3. No Admission of Wrongdoing: This Agreement and compliance with this 
Agreement shall not be construed as an admission by Defendanf of any liability whatsoever, or 
of any violation of any statute, regulation, duty, contract, right or order. 

4. Modification of the A2reement: This Agreement may not be changed unless the 
changes are in writing and signed by a proper representative of Plaintiff and Defendant. 

5. Acknowledgments: Plaintiff and Dcfendanf acknowledge that they are not 
relying upon any statement, representation or promise in executing this Agreement except for 
statements, representations or promises expressly set forth in this Agreement. They further 
acknowledge and agree that the only consideration for signing this Agreement is as set forth in 
this Agreement. 

6. Notices: Notices required under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall 
be deemed given on the first business day following first-class mailing and electronic 
transmission thereof. Notice hereunder shall be delivered to: 

To Plaintiff: 

Mohammed (Moe) Gangat, Esq. 
675 3rd Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 
mgangat@

To DefendantS: 
s1-111vz.11r,J K-lotinJ: 1J1uJJ p1,,,ol~·JrI,$,Dl'l))z1n. 

cl e I c) s- - 3 D r.f?.-M,<, 'ftJ1,-A1 /3i-Vi> 
o ·z.o-,v-J'i. fJ/fr'uXi.. tJ'f JJ '-I , '7 8/-I Al{l,fvl\/ Pu r?.,T@

7. Governing Law: This Agreement shall be governed by, and interpreted in 
accordance with, the laws of the State of New York, excluding the conflict-of-laws principles 
thereof. The parties consent and stipulate to the personal and subject matter jurisdiction of the 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York and the Supreme Court of the 
State of New York in any subsequent proceeding to enforce this Agreement. The parties agree 
that the United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York shall continue to 
exercise jurisdiction over the enforcement of this Agreement. 

8. Enforceability: If any provision of this Agreement is held to be illegal, void, or 
unenforceable, such provision shall be of no force or effect. However, the illegality or 
unenforceability of such provision shall have no effect upon, and shall not impair the legality or 
enforceability of, any other provision of this Agreement, provided, however, that upon any 



1: 

/! 

Ii l 
i I 
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finding by a court of competent jurisdiction that a release or waiver of claims or rights or a 
covenant set forth herein is illegal, void or unenforceable, Plaintiffs agree to promptly execute a 
release, waiver and/or covenant that is legal and enforceable. 

9. Release Notification: DefendanJI advised Plaintiff to discuss the terms of this 
Agreement and release of claims with her legal counsel and Plaintiff acknowledges that he has 
consulted with Mohammed Gangat, Esq. of Gangat PLLC. Plaintiff acknowledges that it is his 
choice to waive any potential claims in return for the benefits set forth herein and that he made 
this decision after careful thought and a reasonable period of time to consider this Agreement, 
and after an opportunity to consult with her attorneys. Plaintiff confirms that this Settlement 
Agreement and Release has been reviewed with him and that he understands the terms of this 
Agreement and that he is signing this Agreement voluntarily. 

10. Countemarts: To signify their agreement to the terms of this Agreement and 
Release, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth opposite their signatures, 
which appear below. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts and each of 
such counterpatis, for all purposes, shall be deemed to be an original but all of such counterparts 
together shall constitute but one and the same instrument, binding upon all parties hereto, 
notwithstanding that all of such parties may not have executed the same counterpart. This 
agreement may also be executed by facsimile transmission. 

11. Attorneys' Fees: If either party files a lawsuit ( or court pleading or motion or 
request) or arbitration to enforce the terms of the Agreement, and this results in a recovery of 
damages for that party against the other, or othetwise results in a finding of liability against the 
other pa11y, then the prevailing party shall have the right to collect from the other the prevailing 
party's costs and disbursements and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in the process of 
enforcing the Agreement. It is further expressly agreed that if any party must appear and 
otherwise participate in any bankruptcy proceeding in connection with enforcing the terms of 
this agreement, then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is 
sought, the reasonable cost of attorneys' fees incurred in bankruptcy. It is further expressly 
agreed that if any party must undertake judgment enforcement efforts including for example an 
Execution or levy involving a Sheriff, in connection with enforcing the terms of this agreement, 
then that party shall be entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement is sought, the 
reasonable cost of attorneys' fees incurred in such judgment enforcement efforts. 

PLAINTIFF VICTOR LOPEZ 

SHARAN K PURI 
VICTOR LOPEZ 

Date: _____ _ 
Date: ______ _ 

DEFENDANT SHARAN K PURI 



----- Forwarded Message -----
From: BK Metro <metrobk@ > 
To: joekasper1981@  <joekasper1981@ > 
Cc: thejklawoffice@  <thejklawoffice@ > 
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2023 at 11 :43:06 AM EDT. 
Subject: Signed Doc for Mr. Kasper 

Dear Mr. Kasper, 

As per our conversation, please find attached the signed documents with the copies of the checks. 

Thanks! 

Sharan Puri 

 

****'******************************************************************************************************************** 

*** 

Confidentiality Disclosure: The information in this email and in attachments is confidential and intended solely for the 
attention and use of the named addressee(s). This information may be subject to legal professional or other privilege or 
may otherwise be protected by work product immunity or other legal rules. It must not be disclosed to any person without 
our authority. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you 
are not authorized 'to disclose, and must not disclose, copy, distribute, or retain this message or any part ofit. If you are 
not the addressee you may not copy, forward, disclose or use any part of it. If you have received this message in error, 
please delete it and all copies from your system and notify the sender immediately by return E-mail. 
Internet communications cannot be guaranteed to be timely, secure, error or virus-free. The sender does not accept 
liability for any errors or omissions.· 

************************************************************************************************************************ 

*** 
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finding by a court of competent jurisdiction that a release or waiver of clai111s or:tights or a 
cove11a1it set forth herein is illegal, void or unenforceable, Plaintiffs agree to promptly execute a 
release, waiver and/or covenant that is legal and enforceable. 

9. Ref ease Notiffoation: DefendaniV advised Plaintiff to discuss the tenns of this 
Agreement and release of claims with her legal counsel and Plaintiff acknowledges that he has 
consulted with Mohammed Oangat; Esq. of Gangat PLLC. Plaintiff acknowledges that it is his 
choice to waive any potential claims in reti1111 for the benefits set forth herein and that he made 
this decision after careful thought and a rea$onable period of time to consider this Agreement, 
a11d after an opportunity to consult With her attorneys. Plaintiff confinns that this Settlement , 
Agreement and Release has been teviewed with hirn aild that he lindet'stands the terms ofthis 
Agreement and thathe is signing this Agreement volunta:rily. 

10. CQunten;,arts: To signify their agreement to. the terms of this Agreement and 
Release, the parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth opposite their signatures, 
which appear below. This Agreement may be executed in two or more counterparts and each· of 
such counterparts, for allpurposes, shall be d.eem~d to be an originalbut all of such counterparts 
together shall constitute but one and the same instrnment, binding upon all parties hereto,. 
notwithstanding that all of stich parties may not have. executed the sain~ counterpa1t. This 
agreement may also be.executed by facsimile transrriission. 

11. Atmmeys I F~e~; If either party files a lawsuit ( or court pleading or tnotion or 
request) or arbitration to enforce tl1e tem1s of the Agreement, and this results in a recovery of 
damages for that party against the other, or otherwise results in a finding of liability against the 
other party, then the prevailing party shaU have the right to collect from th¢ other the prevailing 
party's costs and cl.isbutsements artd reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in the process of 
enforcing the Agreement. It is further expressly agreed that if any party must appear and 
otherwise participate in any b~nkruptcy proceeding in connection with enforcing the terms of 
this agreement; then that party shall be entitled to recover against the 11iuty whom enforcemet1t is 
sought, the reasonable cost ofattomeys' fees incurred in bankmptcy, It is further expressly 
agreed that ifany party must undertake judgment enforcement efforts including for exampl.e an 
Execution or levy involving a Sheriff, in connection with enforcing the terms of this agreement, 
then that party shall bi:: entitled to recover against the party whom enforcement i~ sought, the 
reasonable cost of attorneys' fees incurred in such judgment enforcement efforts. 

1' ,; 

' '1 
l . . 'V Yl,;:✓/ 
\ ~ r;;-.1'' I .,?o/ • 

t, /,<. ✓ 
~1 ✓/f 

PLAINTIFF VICTOR LOPEZ 

VICTOR LOPEZ 

Date:----~~-

DEFENDANT SHARAN K PURI 



---- Forwarded Message -----
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
To: BK Metro <metrobk@ > 
Sent: Friday, March 17, 2023 at.09:43:23 AM EDT 
Subject: Re: Lopez v. Puri - Telephone Conference 

~ 
Mohammed Gangat 

tome 

~-·. 

Thu, Mar 16, 8:46 PM (12 o[ . 
hoursago) Q 

I am going to submit the agreement for court approval tonight or 
first thing tomorrow. I will tell the Court tomorrow.at the 
c~nference tha~ we have settled the matter and are seeking court 
approval of the settlement agreement 

thanks, 
. Attorney at Law 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
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Scheduling Orcietto Defendant Puri 8nd to file proof ofservice by 02/03/2023 . So Ordered by Magistrate Judge 
Marcia M. Henry on 02/01/2023,. (RC) 

2 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF.NEW YORK (BROOKLYN) 

VICTOR LOPEZ, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

SHARAN K. PURI, et al, 

Defendants. 

Case No.·1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 

Brooklyn, New York 
March 17, 2023 
10:11 a.m. 

TRANSCRIPT OF TELEPHONE STATUS CONFERENCE HEARING 
BEFORE THE HONORABLE MARCIA M. HENRY 

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 

APPEARANCES: 
For the Plaintiff: 

For the Defendant: 

Also Appearing: 

Clerk: 

Court Recorder: 

Transcription Service: 

Mohammed Gangat, Esq. 
Law Office of Mohammed Gangat 
675 Third Avenue 
Ste 1810 
New York, NY 10017 

Sharan Puri 

Ow.en Keough, Esq. 
Janice-Bar, Esq. 

R.C. 

Electronic Sound Recording 

Chris Hwang 
Abba Reporting 
PO Box 223282 
Chantilly, Virginia 20153 

  

Proceedings recorded by electronic sound recording; 
transcript produced by transcription service. 
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(Call to order at 10:11 a.m.) 

THE CLERK: Now good morning, this is a civil cause 

for a status conferenc~ for case number 20-CV-3450, Lopez v. 

Puri, et al. 

As a reminder, pursuant to Local Civil Rule 1.8, the 

pirties may not independently record any court proceedings. 

The transcript of this proceeding may be ordered from the 

Clerk's Office. 

That being said, counsel for Plaintiff, please state 

your appearance for the record? 

MR. GANGAT: For the Plaintiff Victor Lopez, this is 

Mohammed Gangat. Good morning, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Good morning. 

MR. KEOUGH: For the Plaintiff, Owen Keough. Good 

morning, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Keough. Okay, go 

ahead. 

MS. BAR: This is Janice Barr from the office, 

previous office of Joseph Kasper for the Defendants. 

THE COURT: I'm sorry, what's your name? 

MS. BAR: Janice Bar. 

THE COURT: Barr, B-A-R-R? 

MS. BAR: Correct. Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Two R's or one? 

MS. BAR: One R. 
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THE COURT: Okay, Ms. Bar. 

MS. BAR: Okay. 

3 

THE COURT: All right, thank you. Okay~ and is your 

client present? 

MS. BAR: Yes, the Defendant's on the phone, too. 

Mr. Puri? 

MR. PURI: Yes, this is Sharan Puri from Floraison. 

THE COURT: All right. Good morning, Mr. Puri. . . ..._ 

So a couple of things. First, Mr. Puri, you 

previously had been represented by Mr. Kasper, who then became 

a judge and was no longer able to have clients. Are you 

agreeing that Ms. Bar can represent you for the purposes of 

this case? 

MR. PURI: Yes. 

THE COURT: Okay. And Mr. Keough, I believe that you 

were coming in to substitute for Mr. Gangat? 

MR. KEOUGH~ That's correct. 

THE COURT: Okay, •and since Mr. Gangat is here, you 

don't need to stay. This will be a quick conference. 

MR. KEOUGH: Understood, thank you. 

THE COURT: Okay, so the reason for this conference 

was beGause there was a status report filed in January advising 

the Court regarding I guess the fact that the parties were 

still trying to confer regarding a settlement in this case. 

I did request that this conference take place because 
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I needed to understand from Mr. Puri whether or not he actually 

wanted to participate in a settlement in this case. 

And subsequently, in fact, minutes before this 

conference, Mr. Gangat, you filed a motion for settlement, 

which attached a proposed settlement agreement. 

Now those motions are before the district judge and 

are and your motion is addressed to the district judge. She 

may well refer the motion to me for a report and recommendation 

or a decision. 

But.Ms. Bar, since you're going to be representing 

Mr. Puri, are -- I need you to enter a notice of appearance. 

Okay. 

MS. BAR: I'm sorry, you want a notice of appearance? 

THE COURT: • Yes, yes. 

MS. BAR: Okay, so I'll send one in. 

THE COURT: Okay, thank you. 

So, Mr. Gangat, before I got your motion two minutes 

ago, I was going to ask you what the parties' intentions were. 

But since you filed your motion, let me turn to Mr. 

Puri and determine whether or not you agreed to enter into the 

settlement agreement. 

Mr. Puri? 

MR. PURI: Yes. 

THE COURT: Can you hear me? 

MR. PURI: Yes, I can hear you. 
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THE COURT: Okay, my question was, Mr. Puri, Mr. 

Gangat filed a settlement agreement just today. And I was 

asking you if you agreed to participate in this settlement 

agreement? 

MR. PURI: Yes, I do, I agree. 

THE COURT: Okay, Mr. Gangat; I note that your client 

hasn't actually signed this agreement, so I think you need to 

get a fully executed copy of it on the docket if you're filing 

this motion. 

MR. GANGAT: Yes, we were -- we got the agreement 

this week and we were trying to figure out what we were doing 

with this conference with Mr. Puri. 

And so, we kind of fileq what we had. And we will 

amend that filing with the fully executed agreement as soon as 

we have it. 

THE COURT: Okay. All right, great. In addition, 

and as I I know that I said this motion 0asn't before me, 

but just in looking at it on its face, if you're seeking costs, 

the receipts need to be attached as well. If you're seeking 

attorneys' fees, there need to be billing records attached. 

So along with the executed settlement agreement, the 

contemporaneous billing records, any retainer agreement that is 

applicable, and any receipts for costs, and frankly, the filing 

fees reflected on the docket, I'm talking about your service of 

process fees and having receipts for those. All of that needs 
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to be filed in your supplement, as well as the damages 

calculation. 

MR. GANGAT: Okay. 
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THE COURT: I also note that there's not a single 

the only case cited in here is Cheeks v. Freeport Pancake 

House. So to the extent that this is a motion that you're 

relying on case law, you should put some case law in here. 

MR. GANGAT: Okay. 

THE COURT: Okay, Ms. Bar, do you have any anything 

to add here? 

MS. BAR: No, not really, thank you. We want back 

and forth a few times, so the settlement, I think the 

settlement agreement is pretty, you know, self-explah~tory. 

THE COURT: Well, again, it was filed two seconds 

before this conference. So had I seen this, I might have 

adjourned the conference, because given that I've issued a 

number of directives to Mr. Gangat, I'm glad that we kept it. 

In addition, I note that, Mr. Puri, you signed on 

your own behalf of and did you also sign this agreement on 

behalf of the business? 

MR. PURI: Yes. 

THE COURT: Okay. Okay. Ms. Bar, this is a more 

basic question, but I'm assuming that you're also admitted to 

practice in the Eastern District? 

MS. BAR: No, I actually just came through City to 
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listen to what going back and forth, because we thought we had 

a settlement agreement and everything was going to be sent in 

and settled. 

THE COURT: Okay, so Ms. Bar, you can't appear here. 

And, Mr. Puri, you didn't have to have a lawyer to 

show up. You didn't need an attorney because all I wanted to 

do was confirm with you, sir, that you wanted to enter into the 

settlement agreement 

MR. PURI: Okay. 

THE COURT: -- and that you were okay with going 

forward. 

What happens in these sorts of wage and hour cases is 

that the -- both sides and typically the Plaintiff's lawyer 

will file this motion. 

They file a motion for the Court to approve whatever 

settlement the parties have agreed to. And once. that motion 

gets filed, the Court will usually have a hearing, which is 

just like this, where you dial in and the Court confirms that 

everyone agrees with the terms of the settlement agreement and 

that they want to move forward with it. 

Now this conference call does not take the place of 

that hearing. All I wanted to do, Mr. Puri, is have you call 

in, so that I could talk to you and make sure that you were on 

board with all of this. And then also, to schedule a hearing, 

so that we could have that hearing. 
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MR. PURI: Okay. 

THE COURT: Now, again, this motion is not -- thank 

you. This motion is not yet before me because it is directed 

to the district judge, but what I would like to do is put a 

conference on the calendar at which you, Mr. Gangat for 

Plainfiff and you Mr. Puri on your own behalf and .. o~ behalf of 

the business, you can both call in. 

And then, we can -7 we'll call it a status conference 

for now, but if Judge Donnelly refers this motion to me, that 

we can address this motion at that conference. 

MR. PURI: Okay. 

THE COURT: So what that means, Mr. Puri, that we 

would have just one more phone call, okay? 

MR. PURI: Okay. Thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Gangat? You're welcbme. 

Mr. Gangat? 

MR. GANGAT: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay, how soon are you filing these 

supplemental materials? 

MR. GANGAT: We're going to need at least a week or 

probably two weeks just to be on the safe side. 

THE COURT: Okay, I'll give you three. One, two, 

three. 

MR. GANGAT: Okay. 

THE COURT: All right, so why don't you file your 
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supplement by April 6th? 

MR. GANGAT: Okay. 

THE COURT: And let's set a date and a time for a 

hearing. 

So, Mr. Puri, what I'd like to do now is schedule the 

second call that I was just discussing. 

MR. PURI: Okay . 

THE COURT: And that's going to be some time later in 

April. A little later in April, let's see. 

MR. PURI: I'm out of the country from 20 to 27th 

April. 

THE COURT: You're out of the country from the 20th 

to the 27th, okay. 

MR. PURI: Yes. 

THE COURT: Thank you for letting me know that. 

Thank you for letting me that. Why don't we, let's see, I 

think it was -- I mean, let's do Thursday, April 13th at 4:00 

p'.m. 

MR. PURI: Thursday, April 13th, yes. 

THE COURT: Okay, Mr. Gangat, are you available at 

that time? 

MR. GANGAT: Yes. 

THE COURT: So Thursday, April 13th at 4:00 p.m. And 

Mr. Puri, right now, you don't technically have an attorney. 

Are you comfortable communicating by email, Mr. Puri? 
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MR. PURI: Sure, yes. 

THE COURT: I'm sorry? 

MR. PURI; Yes, I can. 

10 

THE COURT: Okay, can you please tell me an email 

address that you would consent to receive information at from 

the Court? 

MR. PURI: Sure. It's Metro, M-E-T-R-0.-­

THE COURT: Uh-huh. 

MR. PURI: -- B-K, boy as in boy, k as in 

kangaroo@ . 

THE COURT: Okay, and could you say it one more time? 

I heard M-E-C-R-0-B as in boy~-

MR. PURI: M-E -- sorry, M-E-T-R-0-B-K. 

THE COURT: Okay, so --

MR. PURI: Metrobk@ . 

THE COURT: Okay. M-E-T-R-0-B as in boy, K as in 

k{te@ ? 

MR. PURI: That's right. 

THE COURT: Okay, and do we also have an address 

where you receive mail, where we could mail you a copy of the 

scheduling order for the conference? 

MR. PURI: Sure, it's 1016 -- 445 Fulton Street. 

THE COURT: I'm sorry, what was the number? 

MR. PURI: 445 Fulton Street, Brooklyn, New York. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. And the zip code? 
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MR. PURI: 11201. 

THE COURT: All right, 445 Fulton Street, Brooklyn, 

New York, 11201. Okay, and that is a business address? 

MR. PURI: Yes. 

THE COURT: Okay. And we can send that directly to 

you because Mr. Kasper technically is still on the docket as 

your lawyer, but I want to make sure that you are also directly 

getting copies of these things. 

And Ms. Bar, I know that you're not admitted, and so 

technically, you can't appear, but tan you just answer the 

question, Ms. Ba~ --

MS. BAR: Sure. 

THE COURT: -- as to whether you -- are you 

monitoring this email inbox for Mr. Kasper? 

MS. BAR: Yes, I am. 

THE COURT: Okay, got you. Okay. 

So the scheduling order will be sent to the email 

address on the docket, but Mr. Puri, you're also going to get 

separately emailed and mailed to you a copy of th.e scheduling 

order for the April 13th conference, okay? 

MR. PURI: Okay. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Gangat, is there anything 

else for Plaintiffs? 

MR. GANGAT: Just one thing that might help us move 

things along. We were trying to consent to the magistrate 
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judge for all proceedings. My understanding is Mr. Puri is 

agre~able to that. Perhaps that might be in everybody's 

interest. 

The issue becomes the company agreeing to it and A, 

whether that's necessary, and B, if so, who can do that on 

behalf of the company? 

I think it's fine if we don't address it. I can, you 

know, what happens with the motion will happen with the motion, 

but I just raise it for Your Honor in case you had a thought on 

how we can address that. 

THE COURT: Yes, no, that's -- that is something that 

occurred to me. 

So, Mr. Puri, what Mr. Gangat is referring to is the 

fact that I am the magistrate judge in this case. The district 

judge is Judge Donnelly. 

When a motion is filed by the parties asking the 

Court to approve the settlement in this type of wage and hour 

case, typically, the district judge will refer it to the 

magistrate judge to make a recommendation as to whether or not 

to approve the settlement. 

The parties can agree that the magistrate judge can 
/ 

preside over the entire case, in which case the magistrate 

judge would not have to make any recommendation. The 

magistrate judge would just decide the motion. 

Now as with the agreement, the issue became that you 
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have -- the company, your business, is also a Defendant in this 

case. And in order for a magistrate judge to preside over the 

case, the parties have to file a written consent ihat is signed 

by all parties. 

And since you have a business that is a defendant, 

what-Mr. Gangat is referring to is the fact that a corporation 

doesn't generally appear without an attorney in court. 

So, Mr. Gangat, I -- let's cross that bridge when we 

get there, because I don't know if Judge Donnelly is referring 

this motion because she hasn't -- if it got filed, but I 

think -- I hear what you're saying. Let her do the referral 

first and then we'll figure that part out, okay? 

MR. GANGAT: Yeah, that makes sense. Thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, anything else, Mr. Gangat? 

MR. GANGAT: Nothing further. Thanks for your time~ 

Your Honor. 

THE COURT: All right, thank you. 

Mr. Puri, is there anything that you wanted to ask 

the Court or raise with the Court today? 

MR. PURI: No, perfect. Thank you. 

THE COURT: All right, thank you. So we'll talk 

again on April 13th, 2023. That is a Thursday. And that will 

be at 4:00 p.m. And we· will send you an email and something in 

the mail that has the correct dial-in information. 

Thank you, Ms. Bar, for being present and for 
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monitoring the inbox to know that this conference is happening. 

MS. BAR: Appreciate it. 

THE COURT: Mr. Keough, if you're still there, thank 

you for being willing to step for Mr. Gangat. 

With that, we are adjourned. Everyorie, have a 

wonderful weekend. 

MS. BAR: Thank you. You, too, Your Honor. 

MR. GANGAT: Thank you. 

(Proceedings concluded at 10:31 a.m.) 
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CERTIFICATE 

I, Chris Hwang, court approved transcriber, certify 

that the foregoing is a correct trans~ript from the official 

electronic sound recording of the proceedings in the above­

entitled matter. 

Chris Hwang 

Court Reporter 

April 14, 2023 

Date 
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---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Wed, May 10, 2023 at 11:21 AM 
Subject: The Tax Info 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Please see the tax information below. 

Attorneys at Law 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 6A230418-EF1E-4097-8990-D7E4D5CA6436 

Form W-9 Request for Taxpayer Give Form to the 

(Rev. October 2018) Identification Number and Certification requester. Do not 
Department of the Treasury send to the IRS. 
Internal Revenue Service ► Go to www.irs.gov/FormW9 for instructions and the latest information. 

1 Name (as shown on your income tax return). Name is required on this line; do not leave this line blank. 
Victor Lopez 

2 Business name/disregarded entity name, if different from above 

~ 
Q) 3 Check appropriate bcix for federal tax classification of the person whose name is entered on line 1. Check only one of the 4 Exemptions (codes apply only to 
Cl following seven boxes. certain entities, not individuals; see 
OS 
C. instructions on page 3): 
C: Ix] Individual/sole proprietor or D C Corporation D S Corporation D Partnership D Trust/estate 0 . "' single-member LLC Exempt payee code (if any) ·GI C: 

C. 0 ----
. .e-:g □ Limited liability company. Enter the tax classification (C=C corporation, S=S corporation, P=Partnership) ►----

... ::I 
0 ... 
+-"Iii 

Note: Check the appropriate box in the line above for the tax classification of the single-member owner. Do riot check Exemption from FATCA reporting 
.5 C 

LLC if the LLC is classified as a single-member LLC that Is disregarded from the owner unless the owner of the LLC is 
another LLC that is not disregarded from the owner for U.S. federal lax purposes. Otherwise, a single-member LLC that code (if any) ... -ll. () is disregarded from the owner should check the appropriate box for the tax classification of its owner. !E 

() □ Other (see instructions) ► (/V)plies to accounts maintained outside the U.S.) 
Q) 
C. 5 Address (number, street, and apt. or suite no.) See .instructions. Requester's name and address (optional) Ill 
Q)  Q) 

en 
6 City, state, and ZIP code 

   
7 List account number(s) here (optional) 

llml- Taxpayer Identification Number (TIN) 
Enter you~ TIN in_ the app_ro~ri~te box. :h~ TIN provided must_ match t~e name given on line 1 to avoid 
backup withholding. For 1nd1v1duals, this Is generally your social security number (SSN). However, for a 
resident alien, sole proprietor, or disregarded entity, see the instructions for Part I, later. For other 
entities, it is your employer identification number (EIN). If you do not have a number, see How to get a 
TIN, later. 

I Social security number 

or 

Note: If the account is in more than one name, see the instructions for line 1. Also see What Name and 
Number To Give the Requester for guidelines on whose number to enter. 

I Employer identification number 

Certification 
Under penalties of perjury, I certify that: 

1. The number shown on this form is my correct taxpayer identification number (or I am waiting for a number to be issued to me); and 
2. I am not subject to backup withholding because: (a) I am exempt from backup withholding, or (b) I have not been notified by the Internal Revenue 

Service (IRS) that I am subject to backup withholding as a result of a failure to report all interest or dividends, or (c) the IRS has notified me that I am 
no longer subject to backup withholding; and 

3. I am a U.S. citizen or other U.S. person (defined below); and 

4. The FATCA code(s) entered on this form (if any) indicating that I am exempt from FATCA reporting is correct. 

Certification instructions. You must cross.out item 2 above if you have been notified by the IRS that you are currently subject to backup withholding because 
you have failed to report all interest and dividends on your tax return. For real estate transactions, item 2 does not apply. For mortgage interest paid, 
acquisition or abandonment of secured property, cancellation of debt, contributions to an individual retirement arrangement (IRA), and generally, payments 
other than interest and dividends, you are not required to sign the certification, but you must provide your correct TIN. See the instructions for Part II, later. 

Sign 
Here 

Signature of 
U.S. person ► 

101061E6AEBC447 ... 

General Instructions 
Section references are to the Internal Revenue Code unless otherwise 
noted. 

Future developments. For the latest information about developments 
related to Form W-9 and its instructions, such as legislation enacted 
after they were published, go to www.irs.gov/FormW9. 

Purpose of Form 
An individual or entity (Form W-9 requester) who is required to file an 
information return with the IRS must obtain your correct taxpayer 
identification number (TIN) whicli may tie your social security number 
(SSN), individual taxpayer identification number (ITIN), adoption 
taxpayer identification number (ATI N), or employer identification number 
(EIN), to report on an information return the amount paid to you, or other 
amount reportable on an information return. Examples of information 
returns include, but are not limited to, the following. 

• Form 1099-INT (interest earned or paid) 

Date ► 5/5/2023 

• Form 1099-DIV (dividends, including those from stocks or mutual 
funds) 

• Form 1099-MISC (various types of income, prizes, awards, or gross 
proceeds) 

• Form 1099-B (stock or mutual fund sales and certain other 
transactions by brokers) 

• Form 1099-S (proceeds from real estate transactions) 

• Form 1099-K (merchant card and third party network transactions) 

• Form 1098 (home mortgage interest), 1098-E (student loan interest), 
1098-T (tuition) 

• Form 1099-C (canceled debt) 

• Form 1099-A (acquisition or abandonment of secured property) 

Use Form W-9 only if you are a U.S. person (including a resident 
alien), to provide your correct TIN. 

If you do not return Form W-9 to the requester with a TIN, you might 
be subject to backup withholding. See What is backup withholding, 
later. 

I 

Cat. No. 10231X Form W-9 (Rev. 10-2018) 



---------- Forwarded message---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Fri, May 26, 2023 at 8:14 AM 
Subject: Fwd: w4 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Please see attached ' 

Attorneys at Law 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Wed, May 24, 2023 at 12:24 AM 
Subject: w4 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Good morning,, 

Please see attached 
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Attorneys at Law 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
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Form W•9 
(Rev. October 2018): 
Department of the Tr@sury 
lnt.ernal Revenu~ Service 

Request for Taxpayer 
Identification Number and Certification 

► Go to www.irs.gov/FormW9 for lnstrl!ctions and the latest informatior1. 
1 Name (as: shown oh your Income tax re_tum). Name Is required on this line; do riot leave I his line blank. 

Gangat LLC 
2 Business name/disregarded entity name, if different from above 

Give Form to the 
requester. Do not 

• send to the IRS. 

e,jl-----~-------------------------'-----------------------~ 3 Check ap ropriate box for federal tax classification of the person whose name is entered on line 1. Check only one of the 4 Exempllons (codes !!pply only to t following boxes. certain entities, not indMduals; see 
- instructions .on page :3): 
g 0 lntjlvi D C Corporation D S Corporation D Partnership D Trust/estate 

Exempt payee code (if any) ___ _ t g single, 

.a, :g D company. Enter the tax classilicatfon (C"C corpora\lon, s,,s corporation, P=Partneishlp) .►---
6 2 . th.e appropriate box in the line above for the lax classification of the single-member owner. Do not. check 
i: vi LLC If the LLC is classified !JS a single-member LLC that is disregard<,d from the owner unless the owner of the LLC is 
·c .5 4'noth~:r LLC that 1!$ ry~~ dlsregarded from the owner f9r U.S. fed~ral tax purposes. Ot11~rwisa1 a ~ing!e ... member LLQ that 

Exemption from FATCA reporting 

code QI any) 

0. ~ is disregarded from tho owner should check the appropriate box for the tax classlfloatlon of its owner. 

u D Other (seo tnstructlons) ► (,'pJ,)1•• 1a "''""""" nwm.,,,,,,, ••mkl• '"" u.s.J 8,i-==--------'---~-------------------.--------'-------,-----11> 5 Address {riurnt:ier, street, and apt, or suite no.) See Instructions. Requester'$ name and address (optlonaO 

8l 675 ThirdiAvenue, Suite 1810 
Cl) l-=--=-::-.,...,.-;--,-=..,;-.,......-------------------,------1 

6 City, state, and ZIP code 

New York, NY 10017 
7 List account number{s) here (optiona0 

T~xpayer Identification Number· IN) 
Enter your TIN in the approprrate box. The TIN provided must match the Mme glvM on line 1 to avoid 
backup withholding. For individuals, this is generally your social security number (SSN). However, for a 
resident alien, sol~ proprietor, or disregarded entity, see the instructions for Part I, tater. For other 
entitles, it Is your empioyer Identification number (EIN). If you do not have a number, see How to get a 
TIN, later. I 
Note: ft the accouht Is in more than one name, see the.Instructions for line 1. Also see What Name and 
Number To Give the Requester for guidelines on whose number to enter. 

Certification 
Under penalties of perjury, I certify that: 
i. The number shdwo on this form is my correct taxpayer identification number (or I am waiting for a number to be issued to me); and 
2 .. 1 am not subject to backup withholding because: (a) I am exempt from backup withholding, or (b) I have not been notified by the Internal Revenue 

Seivice (IRS) that I am subject to backup withholding as a.result of a failure to report all interest or dividends, or (c) the IRS has notifled me that l am 
no longer subject to backup withholding; and • 

3. I am a U.S. citi:zen or other U.S. person (defined below); and 
4. The FATCA code(s) entered on this form (if any) indicating that I am exempt from FATCA reporting Is correct. 
Certification instructions. You must cross outitem 2 above if you have been notified by the IRS that you are currently subject to baci<up withholding beciiuse 
you have failed to report all Interest and dlvic;!ends on your tax return. For real estate,transactions, Item 2 does not apply. For mortgage Interest paid, 
acqu1sition on,band(>nrrient of secured property, cancellation of debt, contributions to an individual retirement arrangement (IRA), and generally, payments 
other than interest dividends, you are not required to ign the certification, but you must provide your correct TIN. See the instructions for Part II, rater. 

Sign 
Here 

Section references:are to the Internal Reveriue Code unless otherwise 
noted. : . 
Future developments. For the 1.atest information about developments 
related to Form W-9 and its instructions, such as legislation enacted 
after they were published, go to www.irs.gov/FormW9. 

Purpose of Form 
An Individual or entity (Form W-9 requester) who is required to file an 
Information return with the IRS must obtain your correct taxpayer 
identification number (TIN) whlch may be your social security number 
{SSN), Individual ta~payer identificaUon number (ITIN), adoption 
taxpayer identifioatjon number (ATIN), or employer identification number 
(EIN), to report on 4n information return the amount paid to you, or other 
amount reportable on an information return. Examples of information 
returns include, bui are not limited to, the following. 
• Form 1099-INT (i~terest earned or paid) 

Cat. No. 10231X 

Date ► 

• Form 1099-DIV (dividends, including those from stocks or mutual 
funds) 
• Form 1099-MISC (various types of income, prizes, awards, or gross 
proceeds) 
• Form 1099-B (stock or mutual fund sales and certain other 
transactions by brokers) 
• Form 1099-S (proceeds from real estate transactions) 
• Form 1099-K (merchant card and third party nelworktransactions) 
• Form 1098 (home mortgage Interest), 1098-E (student loan interest), 
109lH (tuition) 
• Form 1099-C (canceled debt) 
• Form 1099-A (acquisition or abandonment of secured property) 

Use Form W-9 only if you are a U.S. person (including a resident 
alien), to provide your correct TIN. 

If you do not retum Form W-9 to the requester with a TIN, you might 
be suoject to backup withholding. See What is backup withholding, 
later. 

Form W-9 (Rev. 10-2018) 



---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Fri, May 26, 2023 at 8:14 AM 
Subject: Fwd: w4 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Please see attached 

Attorneys at Law· 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
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---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Wed, May 24, 2023 at 12:24 AM 
Subject: w4 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Good morning,, 

Please see attached 
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Attorneys at Law 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 4DEAC970-E764-4496-94EF-F4AA77FABEE8 

Form W•4 Employee's Withholding Certificate 0MB No. 1545-0074 

Complete Form W-4 so that your employer can withhold the correct federal income tax from your pay. 

Department of the Treasury Give Form W-4 to your employer. ~@23 
Internal Revenue Service Your withholding is subject to review by the IRS. 

Step 1: 
(a) First name and middle initial 

I 
Last name (bl Social security number 

Victor Lopez  
Enter Address Does your name match the 
Personal  name on your social security 

Information card? If not, to ensure you get 
City or town, state, and ZIP code credit for your earnings, 

 contact SSA at 800-772-1213 
or go to www.ssa.gov. 

(c) D Single or Married filing separately 

D Married filing jointly or Qualifying surviving spouse 

Ix] Head of household (Check only if you're unmarried and pay more than half the costs of keeping up a home for yourself and a qualifying individual.) 

Complete Steps 2-4 ONLY if they apply to you; otherwise, skip to Step 5. See page 2 for more information on each step, who can 
claim exemption from withholding, other details, and privacy. 

Step 2: 

Multiple Jobs 
or Spouse 
Works 

Complete this step if you (1) hold more than one job at a time, or (2) are married filing jointly and your spouse 
also works. The correct amount of withholding depends on income earned from all of these jobs. 

Do only one of the following. 

(a) Reserved for future use. 

(b) Use the Multiple Jobs Worksheet on page 3 and enter the result in Step 4(c) below; or 

(c) If there are only two jobs total, you may check this box. Do the same on Form W-4 for the other job. This 
option is generally more accurate than (b) if pay at the lower paying job is more than half of the pay at the 
higher paying job. Otherwise, (b) is more accurate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. D 

TIP: If you have self-employment income, see page 2. 

Complete Steps 3-4(b) on Form W-4 for only ONE of these jobs. Leave those steps blank for the other jobs. (Your withholding will 
be most accurate if you complete Steps 3-4(b) on the Form W-4 for the highest paying job.) 

Step 3: 

Claim 
Dependent 
and Other 
Credits· 

Step4 
(optional): 

Other 
Adjustments 

Step 5: 
Sign 
Here 

If your total income will be $200,000 or less ($400,000 or less if married filing jointly): 

Multiply the number of qualifying children under age 17 by $2,000 $ 

Multiply the number of other dependents by $500 $ 

Add the amounts above for qualifying children and other dependents. You may add to 
this the amount of any other credits. Enter the total here 3 $ 

(a) Other income (not from jobs). If you want tax withheld for other income you 
expect this year that won't have withholding, enter the amount of other income here. 
This may include interest, dividends, and retirement income 4(a) $ 

(b) Deductions. If you expect to claim deductions other than the standard deduction and 
want to reduce your withholding, use the Deductions Worksheet on page 3 and enter 
the result here 4(b) $ 

(c) Extra withholding. Enter any additional tax you want withheld each pay period . 4(c) $ 

Under penalties of perjury, I declare that this certificate, to the best of my knowledge and belief, is true, correct, and complete. 

~~ • • -~s;_s_1_2_02_3 ____ _ 
Empl&Jeij'§8%4fgnature (This form is not valid unless you sign it.) Date 

Employers Employer's name and address 

Only 
First date of 
employment 

Employer identification 
number (EIN) 

For Privacy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, sel3 page 3. Cat. No. 10220Q Form W-4 (2023) 
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----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Sharan Puri <sharanpuri@ > 
To: "metrobk@ " <metrobk@ > 
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2023 at 05:56:13 PM EDT 
Subject: Fwd: STIPULATION 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Thu, Jun 15, 2023 at 12:10 PM 
Subject: STIPULATION 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Please attached Stipulation.

It is for the settlement, withdrawal, and dismissal
of the lawsuit against you and your company.
Please sign it, and return to me.

If you need to, please feel free to speak with Joe.

Janice Bar 

Attorneys at Law 

105-30   Crossbay Boulevard

EXHIBIT 27
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           Ozone Park,  New York  11417 
                     2179 
 
 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

  EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK  
 

 

Action No. 1:20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 
 

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL 
 

 

 

 

 

 

WHEREAS, no party is an infant, incompetent person for whom a committee has been 

appointed or conservatee, and there is no person not a party who has an interest in the subject 

matter of this action; 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between plaintiff Victor Lopez 

and defendants Sharan K. Puri; and Floraison Inc. (“Defendants”) through their undersigned 

attorneys, pursuant to FRCP 41(a)(1)(A)(ii), that the above-captioned action is discontinued and 

dismissed with prejudice, against Defendants. 

IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that facsimile and/or electronic 

copies of the signatures on their stipulation may be treated as originals for all purposes. 

Dated: June 14, 2023 
 

LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 

 
 

By:   
Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 

 
mgangat@  

 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

SHARON K PURI - DEFENDANT 

 
 

By:    
Sharon K Puri 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard, 
Ozone Park, NY 11417 

2179 
thejklawoffice@  

 
             Defendant 

Victor Lopez 
 

Plaintiff, 

 

-against- 
 
Sharan K. Puri; and Floraison Inc., 

 
Defendant. 



---------- Forwarded message---------
From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Date: Fri, Jul 7, 2023 at 5:01 AM 
Subject: Stipulation of Settlement 
To: <Sharanpuri@ > 

Could you please sign the attached stipulation of 

dismissal. There is nothing wrong with it. is 

the same document, which you signed several weeks 

ago. Please return the signed Stip back 

tome. 

Thank you 

Attorney at Law 

105-30 • Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 
Victor Lopez 

Plaintiff, 

• -against-

Sharan K. Puri; and Floraison Inc., 

De endant. 

Action No. 1 :20-cv-03450-AMD-MMH 

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL 

WHEREAS, no party is an infant, incompetent person for whom a committee has been 

appointed or conse~atee, and there is no person not a party who has an interest in the subject 

matter of this action; 

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between plaintiff Victor Lopez 

and defendants Sharan K. Puti; and Floraison Inc. ("Defendants") through their undersigned 

attorneys, pursuant to FRCP 41(a)(l)(A)(ii), that the above-captioned action is discontinued and 

dismissed with prejudice, against Defendants. 

IT IS FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that facsimile and/or electronic 

copies of the signatures on their stipulation may be treated as originals for all purposes. 

Dated: July 5, 2023 

LAW OFFICE OF MOHAMMED GANGAT 

Mohammed Gangat, Esq., 
675 Third Avenue, Suite 1810 
New York, NY 10017 

 
mgangat@  

Attorney for Plaintiff 

SHARAN PURI - DEFENDANT 

By: -------------
Sharan K. Puri/Floraison, Inc. 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard, 
Ozone Park, NY 11417 

-2179 
thejklawoffice@  

Attorney for Defendant 
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"' 'Wtdntldly,~11-11;11AM1 " 

QSCPART24; krechm«O . 
, N.YCTLZ01t-ATR.USTetllvCOWMIVSCI.Ullndn~ 722187JZC>; 

RB: NYC v~ CTL 2019-A TRUST et fl v.,COLUMBl:JS , 

CLUB OF SOUTH OZ01'(8 PARK, INC, ·etal 

'· INDEX NO. 722187 / 2020' , 
< • : • ; 

• (BR.ONSTBR' 3.04650.2430) 
> ¥ ~ " 

HononbleJudp, Cou~ Atiom•• and dClwlm 

'Plalntltrs·motion for Summary Judpent is on tor•~ . 
,, ' 

17. 2022.. before you. 'llumt ls a. S~1-ent C.:Onterence 
• IGmdulecl in this matter 1.-M.-c1r10, 2022. as well as need 

• . to.·~'wbetber the •bJtct tax lien-wu properly sold as 

w,U • possible necessary·,~bstitution of counsel • • 

for DefendlJ'lt Columbus Club. 

,\cc:ordinaly,· as per advi-. t~ Plaintiff's~, if is 
ieapeetftdly rcquatedthe ~· be adJoumed tor sixty 

~ > ~ i • 

days. • 

✓Janice Bar for JOSEPH P. KASPBI. 
' Attoi:neY at :Law •. , : 
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• .• 

105--30 Ctossbay ~oulevard 
Ozone Park, New·vork 11417 

 2179 • 

Please bu CAREFUL when clicking.llnk$ or opening a1t11chmcn1S from external sanders. 

2 



I • 

.. 

. QSCPART24 

From: ·. 
Sent 
To: 
Cc 

• ·subjtct: 

Attachments: 

Good afternoon,. • . 

J kaspir <thejklawoffice@ . 
• Wednesday, March 2, 2022 4:13 PM 

Leonid D .. Krechinir : 
QSCPART24 
~e: NVC'.1'~. 2019-A Trust. et: al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK,, INC" et. 
aI.,· 1ndex No. 722187/20 (Bronster 304650.2430) • 

. k of c let for adjournment mar 20~.pdf 

_We spoke.with Mr. Krechmet this ffl'3ming 
•· • regarding this matter. We are also 

requesting an adjournment in order 
to resolve this matter without 

• . further interventio~ by the Court. 

Please see.attached letter. 

Thanking you In advance. 

cc: Attorney Leoonanl D. Krechmer 

Attome at Law 
(;;'I-······--
i.=J ' 

105-30 Crossbav Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 · 

Janice Bar 

0!"1 Tue, Mar 1, 2022 at 10:39 AM Leonid D. Krechmer <lkrechmer@ > wrote: • 

Dear Clerk, 

My firm represents plaintiffs in the referenced tax lien foreclosure action. Plaintiffs have filed a _motion for . 
summary judgment and appointment of a referee, which nioiion is.returnable on 3/3/22. Per Part's rules, 

1 
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__ , 
! 

attached is a motion submission form. Please note that a Foreclosure Settlement Conference is· scheduled for 
3/10/22. 

Counsel for the only appearing defendant is copied on this email. 

Thank you. 

Leonid D, Ktechmer I Of Counsel 
• Bronster, 1.1.P 
156. West 56th S~reet, Suite 902 
New York, New York 10019 
Direct Dial:  
Main:  I Fax:  

• lkrechmer  I www,hronsterHp,cqm 

• This message Is sent by a law flnn and may contain information ·that is privileged or confidential. 
If yqu received this transmission iii error, regardless of whether yo~ ,re a named recipient, please notify the sender by 
. reply e~ma II and delete the message and any_ attachments. -

Please be CAREFUL when clicking links or opening attachments rrom external senders. 

2 



OSCPan24@
Queens County Supreme Court 
88-11 Sutphin Boufevard 

. Jamaica, New York 11435 

JOSEPH F. KASPER 

Attorney at Law 
105-30 Cross Bay· Boulevard 
Ozone Park, NewYork11417 

Telephone -BJ22 

laalml/e 
email:. theJklawofflce@)

March 2, 2022 

·RE:NYCTL ~019-A Trust. et. al., v. COLUMBUS.CLUB OF. 
SOUTH OZONE PARK~ INC.~ ·et. al., Index No. 722187/20 
(Bronster 304650.2430) • 

Dear Clerk: 

This office represents Defendant. Columbus Club of South. Ozone Park, lnc .. os we.II 
as Joseph K~per. Approximately 2 weeks ago, we asked Mr. Krechmer for an 
adjournment. At that time, he cons¢nted to the adjournment. • 

We felt lhat he would have consented to· a longer ad.joumment. We are requesting a 
longer adjournment into mid May 2022 because we want to settle several issues 
regarding lhis matter. The main issue ofthis•matter is financial. We are trying 
to work out the financial issues. but require more lime to do so. Some of these 
issues involve borrowing money to pay off' the tax· liens. 

We spoke with the attorney for the Plaintiff. Mr. Leo·nard ·Krechmer. 
this morning . Mr. Kreshmer indicated that he would consent to a short 
adjournment but not a long one, Into May 2022.- Mr. Krechmer also 
stated lhat if lhe Coun would consent to allowing the Defendant. Columbus 
Club of South·Ozonl'I Pa.rk~ the time to work through all. of the issues of the 



matter; lie would-not oppose.it. 

Aa-this point. in time, I rE!spectfully request this Coun ac(joum· this 
matter to a date fo late May, in order for us to work through the ISSJ.leS, 
pay otfthe entire lien, and settle this matter without-further intervention 
from the Court. 

Thanking you in advance. 

Janice Bar 

co: Attorney Leonard D. Krechmer lkrechmer  



OSCPan24@
Queens County Supreme Court 
88-11 Sutphin Boufevard 

. Jamaica, New York 11435 

JOSEPH F. KASPER 

Attorney at Law 
105-30 Cross Bay· Boulevard 
Ozone Park, NewYork11417 

Telephone ( -BJ22 

laalml/e ( 1:14 
email:. theJklawofflce@

March 2, 2022 

·RE:NYCTL ~019-A Trust. et. al., v. COLUMBUS.CLUB OF. 
SOUTH OZONE PARK~ INC.~ ·et. al., Index No. 722187/20 
(Bronster 304650.2430) • 

Dear Clerk: 

This office represents Defendant. Columbus Club of South. Ozone Park, lnc .. os we.II 
as Joseph K~per. Approximately 2 weeks ago, we asked Mr. Krechmer for an 
adjournment. At that time, he cons¢nted to the adjournment. • 

We felt lhat he would have consented to· a longer ad.joumment. We are requesting a 
longer adjournment into mid May 2022 because we want to settle several issues 
regarding lhis matter. The main issue ofthis•matter is financial. We are trying 
to work out the financial issues. but require more lime to do so. Some of these 
issues involve borrowing money to pay off' the tax· liens. 

We spoke with the attorney for the Plaintiff. Mr. Leo·nard ·Krechmer. 
this morning . Mr. Kreshmer indicated that he would consent to a short 
adjournment but not a long one, Into May 2022.- Mr. Krechmer also 
stated lhat if lhe Coun would consent to allowing the Defendant. Columbus 
Club of South·Ozonl'I Pa.rk~ the time to work through all. of the issues of the 

EXHIBIT 31



matter; lie would-not oppose.it. 

Aa-this point. in time, I rE!spectfully request this Coun ac(joum· this 
matter to a date fo late May, in order for us to work through the ISSJ.leS, 
pay otfthe entire lien, and settle this matter without-further intervention 
from the Court. 

Thanking you in advance. 

Janice Bar 

co: Attorney Leonard D. Krechmer lkrechmer@ o 



Leonid D. Krechmer 

·From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Leonard, 

J kasper <thejklawoffice@  
Wednesday, March 2, 2022 4:15 PM 
Leonid D. Krechmer 
Re: NYCTL 2019-A TRUST et al v COLUMBUS CLUB, Index. No. 722187/20, et al (Bronster 
304650.2430) 

I just sent a letter to the Court. I did tell them that you did not consent 
to a long adjournment but that you would not be opposed.· 

Janice Bar 
• Attornev at Law 

IE] - --·------ • 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 

On Wed, Mar 2, 2022 at 3:32 PM Leonid D. Krechmer <lkrechmer@ > wrote: 

Dear Janice, 

I spoke with Judge Kasper today about adjourning the pending motion one more time and agreed to another 2- week 
adjournment, as the last adjournment was short. I understand thatyour office may seek a longer adjournment, in 
which case I ask you to convey my position to the Court. 

If you have any questions, I can be reached by email or at . 

Thank you. 

1 
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•. I 

. QSCPART24 

Fram: 
Sent 

· To:· • 
• _· Subject: 

Attachmtnti: 

J kasper <thejklawofflce(l  
Wednesday, May 25; 2022 8:51 AM 
QSCPMT24; Leonid P. Krechmer 
Fwd: NVCTL 2019-'A Trust;et;- at;, v. COUJMBUS·CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK, INC., et 
al,, Index No. 722187/20 (Bronster 3046S0.2430) •• • • 
~tl~n submission form ~-26-22) (11785253xEECAF).pdf 

• RB: NYCTL 2019 TRUST, ~-t a1 v. COLUMBUS· CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK, 

. !NC., etal 

. INJ)EXNO. 722181 /2020 

'oood morning, 

. We spok~ to Leonard Krechmer yesierday, regarding . . . 

• our progress on resolving our'·t1nancial issues. We have obtained 

a pay off. and are hoping tp ent~ into an Agreement to resolve· . . . . : . . • . . • . ' 

~problem.· • 

. Defe.ndani ·columbus Club ofSouth.Omne Park. Irie, is.the holding • 

corporation for the South Ozone Park Knights of Columbus COIDlcil • 

Building, the over I 00 year old JocaJ council, long active in civ,c affairs 

·or the ft'atemal charitable organizado~ that is_ in progress of re-vitalizing 

·_ 1'po.sl COV_ID'". -

There is also a settlement conf~nce schedul~d for June· 4, 2022; 

is that virtual? 

It is respectfully requested Plaintiff's motion.retunlable on May 26, 2022, 

• be adjourned to a date in July or August, ~er the Setilement_ Conference, as . 

the granting of the motion could impact, i! nol prejudice further effons 

to resolve our financial lending. 

l. 
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.. r J, . 

• Thankyou. 

Janice Bar_. 
Attom atLaw 
I!};... ... _ ....... _ 

• 105·30 . Crossb~y Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 

•---- Forwarded message ---·--· 
From: Leonid O~ Krechmer<lkrechmer(li) > 
Date: Tue, May 24, 2022 atl0:40 AM . . . . . . . 
Subfect: RE: NVCTL 2019-A Trust. et. al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARIC, INC.; et. al., Index No. 722187/20 

· . {Bronster 3046S0.2430) 
To: OSCPart24@  <Q$CPart24@ > 
Cc: theiklawoffice@ <thelklawoffice@  

Dear Clerk, 

My firm represents plaintiffs in lhe referenced tax lien foreclosure action. Plaintiffs' motion for summary 
. judgment and appointment of a referee is returnable on 51261/22. Per Part's rules, attached is a motion· 

submission fonn, Please note that a Foreclosure Settlement Conference is scheduled for 6/9/22. 

Counsel for Ule appearing defendant ls copied on this _email. None of the other defendants have appeared, 
recorded their representation or provided email addresses to our office, except for NYC Dept. of Finance, which 
waived notice of this motion, • 

Thankyou, 

2 



Leonid D. Krec:hmer I Of Coun1el .. 
Bronster,LLP 
156 West 56th Street, Suite 902 
·New York, New Vork 1~19 
Direct Dial: . 
Main:  I Fax:  
lkrSchmer@ I www.hronsterUp.com • 

. . 
This message Is sent by a law firm and may contain Information that Is privileged or confldentlal . 

. If you received this transmission In error, regardless of whether you are a named recipient, please notify the sender by 
reply e-mail and delete the message and any attachme.nt~. 

Please be CAREFUL when clicking links or opening qttuchments from ex1emal senders. 

3 



QSCPART24•· 

From: 
Sent; 
To: 
Cc; 
Subject: 

Attachments: . 

J kasper <theJtdawoffice@  
Thursday, May 26, 2022 5:35 AM 
QSCPART24 
• Leooid D. Krechmer 
• NVCTL 2019-A Trust et. al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH PZONE PARK, INC., et, al., 
Index No .. 722187/20 (Sronster 304650.2430) • • • 
columbus club sop.pdf 

Good morning, . 
• We repr~sent Defendant Columbus Club.of.South Ozone 
Park, Inc. We are in the midst of paying off the Hen, and 

. as such are requesting an adjournment to avoid further . 
court costs. 

Counsel for Plaintiff is copied in .on this email. 

Janice Bar. 
Attomev at Law 

•. ~•'""'"'.'"-. -:· •• 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 1141·7 

2179 

Please be C.\REFUI. when clicking links or opening attachments froin external senders. 

1 
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QSCPART24 • 

From: 
Sent . 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Wednesday, June 29, 2022 4:31 PM 
QSCPART24. 

• Leonid D; Krechmer 
NVCTL 2019-ATrust et al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE • 

RE: NVCTL 2019-A Trust. et. al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE 

PARK, INC.~ et. al. 

. Index No. 722187 /2020 • • 

Motion - June 30,· 2022 

Good afternoon, 

We represent Defendant Columbus Club of South Ozone. 

Park, Inc. This qiatter was· last on for a conference on 

June 9, 2022. At that point in time, we were discussing 

coming to a resolution regarding the lien. The matter was put 

over to July 28, 2022. 

We humbly request the motion be adjourned to July 2sm, 

to track the motion wi.th the re&olution part. 

Counsel for Plaintiff is copied in on this email. 
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··t' 

•·' I 

· Janice Bar for Joseph F Kasper 

Attorney at Law 

105~30 Cr~bay ~ulev;ard • 

Ozone-.Par~. New York 11417 

2179 

cc: Leonid:D. Krechrner lkrechmer@
. , • 

Please be CAREFUL when clicking links or open Ing att~hments from OKlcmal senders. 
. • : 

2 



., . ,t" •,o, 

QSCPART24 

From: 
Sent:· 
To:­
Cc: 

. subject: 
. . 

Honorable Judge: 

J kisp_er~~thtJkfawofflce(i  
Thursd•y, September 1, 2022 5:18 AM 
. QSCPART24 • • 
krechme~ . 

• . NYCTL 2019-A Trust et. al., v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK, INC., et. al., 
. Index No. 722187/20 . • • • . • . . • • •. . •• · .· · . 

• We r,present the Columbus Club of South 
Ozone Park regarding Plalntlff's Motion for. Summary . • 
Judgment, which Is on. for September 1, 2022.- · . • • 
This vener1;1ble over 100 years old charitable . 
institution Is trying to emerge from t.l,e har~ times 

• IUell on, exasperated.by.the Pindemic. On August. 
3J, 2()22, our client received pro~sed forbearance 
a1reemints following direction at·t~eir last co.nferenc~ 
to .. contact Plalntltrs client, Tower, directly, and the· • 

• conference was adjourned to October 11; 2022,. 
Said fc;,rbearance agreements need .to be reviewed~ 
and executed. . , 
Kindly adJo.urn safd Summary Jud1ment Motion to 
a date after the Octo~er· 11, :io22, conference pendln1 
likely reso_lutlon. • 

• Very truly y0L1rs, 
William Shanahan 
. substituting for 

• Joseph ~ Kasper 

··T·· ··Iii.Ii 
105•30 Cr0$5bBV Boulevard 

. ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 

1 
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Please ~~'CAREFUL when. ellckins Hnks-or openfn~ a•~hments from external send~~ 

\ 
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S5SPART24 

From: 
Sent 
To: 

J kasper c:thejldawoffice@ > 
Friqay, September 2, 2~2~ 4:53 PM : 
QSCPART24' • • ... 

Cc: . Leonid 0,' Kr~hmer . 
Subject: 

Attachments: 

Good at\emoon, 

Please see attached Stipulation. 

Thank you 

Janice Bar 
Attom • at Law 
r:t .. - -·---~ i;:J • • 

105-30 Crossbiy Boulevard 
oz:ane Parle, New York 11417 • 

179 

NVCTL 2019•A Trust. et al., v; COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK, INC,. et al., 
Index NQ. 722187/20 (Bronster 304650.2430) . : • 
Signed Stip to 10-27-22 (11794982,cEECAF),pdf 

. . . . .. · . " • . 
. Please be CAREFUi. when clicking links or opening attachments from external senders. 
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,.1··•'1'1., ' 

.SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
• COUNTY OF Qt)EENS • • 

·····-··-··~--------~------~------·-~--~~-x 
NYCTL 2019-A TRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK 
MELLON .as Collateral Agent and Custodian for the NYCTL 
2019-A Trust; 

Plaintiff. 

- against• 

INDEX NO. 722187/2020 

STIP.ULATION ADJOURNING 
MOTION·. 

COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK; INC., 
FORECLOSURE NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF 
FINANCE, NEW YORK STATEDEPARTMENTOFTAXATION 

. ANO FINANCE, NEW YORK CITY ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL . 
BOARD and "JOHN. DOE No. I II through "JOf-lN-OOE No. 
I 00" inclusive~ the name·s of the last I_ 00 las defendants being. fictitious, the 
true names of said defendants being unkm;,wn to plaintiff, it being intended to 
ofthe designate fee owners, tenants or occupants • 
of the liened premises and/or persons ·or panics hiving or claiming an 
interest in or a iien upc:>n the liened premises, if the aforesaid individual 
defendants are living, and if any or all of said individual defendants be. dead, 
their heirs at law, next of kin, distributees, executors, administrators, trustees, 
committees, devisees, legatees, and the assignees, lienors, creditors and successors in 
interest of them, and generally all persons having or claiming under, by, through, 

or against t.he said defendants named as a class, of any right, title, or interest in or lien upon the premises 
describc;d in the complaint herein, . • • 

Defendant$. 
. . 

-----------~--------------~-----·········· -------x 
· IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED.AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned attorneys for 

. the Plaintiff and Defendant, Columbus Club of South Ozone Park, Inc, that the Plaintiffs motion 

currently retumable September I, 2022, is hereby adjourned to October 27, 2022. 
. ' ' • . 

, 
Dated: Ozone Park, New York • 

August 3 I, 2022. 

Leonid D. Krechmer I Of Counsel 
Bronster, LLP · • 
156 West 56th Street, Suite 902 

. New York, New York 10019 
Direct Dial:  
Main:  I Fax:  
lkrechmer@  I YfllW.bronstecilp.com 

William D Shanahan 

Wlllalm D .. Shanahan for Joseph F Kasper 
Attorney for Columbus Club South Ozone Park 
114 Old Country Road 

• · Suite200 
Mineola, New York 11501 

•  2179 or  2500 
_theJklawofflce@



!FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 10/06/2022 09: 51 AM) 
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 41 

Short Form Order 

INDEX NO. 722187/2020 

RECEIVED .NYSCEF: 10/06/2022 

NEW YORK STATE SUPREME. COURT, PART 24- QUEENS COUNTY 

Present: • HON. SALLY E. UNGER 
•........................................ ~---------------------------X 

• NYCTL 2019-ATRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK 
MELLON E.IS Collateral Agent and Custodian for the 
NYCTL 2019-A Trust, 

• Plaintiff, 

-against-

COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK, INC., NEW 
YORK CITY DEPARTMENT_ OF FINANCE, NEW YORK 
STATE. DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION AND FINANCE; 

. NEW YORK CITY ENVIROMENTAL CONTROL BOARD, et 
al, 

Defendants. 
··------~---------------------------------------~-------------------X 

Index No. 722187/2020 

Motion Date: 9/1/2022 

SUA SPONTE ORDER 

The Court, sua sponte, orders that no documents of any type, or further communication, 
shall be considered or accepted from or on behalf of the defendant Columbus Club Of 
South Ozone Park, Inc., until such time as there.is_a$ubstitution of counsel.and a notice 
of appearance are both served upon plaintiff and filed with the court. • 

Dated: October 4, 2022 

I FILED 
10/6/2022 

COUNTY CLERK 
, QUEENS COUNTY 

1 of 1 
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!FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 10/11/2022 08:04 AM] 
,· NYSCEF DOC. NO. 42 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
·coUNTY OF QUEENS 
--------:----------------------------------x 

INDEX NO. 722187/2020 

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 10/11/2022 

NYCTL 2019-A TRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK 
MELLON as Collateral Agent and Custodian for the NYCTL 
2019-A Trust, 

INDEX NO. 722187/2020 

Plaintiff, 

- against-

COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK,INC., 
FORECLOSURE NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

FINANCE, NEWYORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION 
AND FINANCE, NEW YORK CITY ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
BOARD and "JOHN DOE No. 1" through "JOHN DOE No. 
100" inclusive, the names of the last 100 las defendants being fictitious, the 
true names of saic;l defendants being unknown to plaintiff, it being intended to 
of the designate fee owners, tenants or occupants 
of the liened premises and/or persons or parties having or claiming an 
interest in or a lien upon the liened premises, if the aforesaid individual 
defendants are living, and if any or all of said individual defendants be dead, 
their heirs at law, next of kin, distributees, executors, adrninis,trators, trustees, 
committees, devisees, legatees, and the assignees, lienors, creditors and successors in 
interest of them, and generally all persons having or claiming under, by, through, 

or against the said defendants named as a class, of any right, title, or interest in or lien upon the premises 
described in the complaint herein, 

Defendants. 

- - - - - - - _. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ c. - - - - - - X 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Defendant, COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH 

OZONE PARK, INC., hereby appears in this action by its attorney, WilHam Shanahan, and that the undersigned 

has been retained as attorney for said Defendant, and hereby demands that all papers in.this action 

be served at the email and post office address stated below. 

Date: Mineola, New York 
October 8, 2022 

cc: Joseph F Kasper 

TO: Leonid D. Krechmer I Of Counsel 

1 of 2 

Yours, etc., 

6JJtlitam &. (il/A,{ll1zcm,{ll12, 

William D. Shanahan 
Attorney for Defendant 
Columbus Club of South Ozone Park, Inc 
114 Old Country Road 
Mineola, New Yark 11501 

-2500 
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[FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 10/11/2022 08: 04 AM) 
' NYSCEF DOC. NO. 42 

Bronster, LLP 
156 West 56th Street, Suite 902 
New York, New York 10019 
Direct Dial:  
Main:  I Fax:  
lkrechrner@  I www.bronsterllp.com 

Honorable Sally E Unger 
A.J.S.C. 
Queens County Supreme Court 
Queens County Supreme Court 
Part 24 
88-11 Sutphin Boulevard 
Jamaica, New York 11434 
QSCPart24@  

2 of 2 

INDEX NO. 722187/2020 

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 10/11/2022 



NYSCEF Confirmation Notice

722187/2020

Documents Received on

NYCTL 2019-A TRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON as Collateral Agent and
Custodian for the NYCTL 2019-A Trust, v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK,

INC. et al

Queens County Supreme Court

10/11/2022 08:04 AM

Assigned Judge: Marguerite A. Grays

The NYSCEF website has received an electronic filing on 10/11/2022 08:04 AM. Please keep this notice
as a confirmation of this filing.

Doc # Document Type
42 NOTICE OF APPEARANCE (PRE RJI)

Filing User

JOSEPH F. KASPER | thejklawoffice@
12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens, NY 11415

E-mail Service Notifications
An email regarding this filing has been sent to the following on 10/11/2022 08:04 AM:

JOSEF F. ABT - jabt@
JOSEPH F. KASPER - thejklawoffice@
LEONID D. KRECHMER - lkrechmer@
MICHAEL H. RESNIKOFF - mresnikoff@
BERNARD J. TORDESILLAS - tordesillasb@

Page 1 of  2

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court

NYSCEF Resource Center, nyscef@nycourts.gov

Phone:       Website: https://www.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jd/queensclerk

Phone: (646) 386-3033 | Fax: (212) 401-9146 | Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile
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NYSCEF Confirmation Notice

722187/2020
NYCTL 2019-A TRUST, and THE BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON as Collateral Agent and
Custodian for the NYCTL 2019-A Trust, v. COLUMBUS CLUB OF SOUTH OZONE PARK,

INC. et al

Queens County Supreme Court

Assigned Judge: Marguerite A. Grays

Email Notifications NOT Sent

Role AttorneyParty
No consent on record.NEW YORK STATE

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION
Respondent

No consent on record.NEW YORK CITY
ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL

Respondent

No consent on record.and JOHN DOE No. 1
through JOHN DOE No. 100

Respondent

No consent on record.distributees, executors,
administrators, trustees,

Respondent

* Court rules require hard copy service upon non-participating parties and attorneys who have opted-out or declined
consent.

Page 2 of  2

NYSCEF Resource Center, nyscef@nycourts.gov

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court
Phone:       Website: https://www.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jd/queensclerk

Phone: (646) 386-3033 | Fax: (212) 401-9146 | Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile



NYSCEF- N e w York State Courts El ec tronic Filing (Live System) 

 - Queens County Supreme Court 

Short Caption : S   v.  S

Case Type: Matrimonial • Uncontested 

Case Status: Active 
eFiling Status: Partial Particieation Recorded 

Assigned Judge: Zenith Taylor 

E-mail Particigating Parties 

Document Number: 1 
Document Type : 
SUMMONS 

Status: Processed 
Filer : Kasper, J. 

Edit Case 

Received Date: 01/20/2022 12:29 AM 
Filed Date : 01/20/2022 12:29 AM 

Add Comment Add Hearing 

Acknowledgements recorded by Kasper, J. on filing page on 01/ 20/2022 12:29 AM 

Index Fee : $210.00 
Date Paid: 01/20/2022 
Method : VISA/MC 
Transaction Id : 200122EBF-00DF8653-70F0-4836-BD85-CC5BC3CB74B4 
Authorization Code : 032955 

Credit Card Service Fee (Non-Refundable): $6.28 
Transaction Id: 2001.22EBF·DF1.F2064·5E38·401.3·975E-7259DE07ADOC 
Authorization Code: 032954 

NOTE: The Credit Card Service Fee applies to 1 transaction, therefore it may have been 

applied to multiple filings 

• Routing Complete 

Step 

1 - Assign Claim/Index No. 

Group 

QUEENS CCl 

Completed 

1/ 20/2022 by jwhite1@  

E-Mail Service Notifications sent on 01/20/2022 12:29 AM 

Attorney 

JOSEPH F. KASPER 

Email 

thejklawoffice@  

NOTE: There may be parties in this case who haven't "opted out" or recorded their 
participation. See case details tab. 

Action 
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[FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 08/04/2022 07: 50 AM] 
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 8 

INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 08/04/2022 .. 

Index No: 

S  S  

-a alnst• 

L  S  

UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL 
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL INTERVENTION 

Supreme COURT, COUNTY OF Queens 

 Date Index Issued: 

: ' -' ,,>_:::i:1i~ I':;'\\>,:'/ '\'.;"i!Ytti: > ,' "'' '' ,:;:::,,;;:;,•<':''',,;/ "'/' i 
if9(,~ .. ~~.1Y;.q1,1.¢~J!orr.Mij{~n.t 

YES. NO. 

If yes, date filed: 01/20/2022 

If yes, date served: 01/29/2022 

UD-13 
(rev. 02/01/2022) 

Judge Assigned 

Plaintiff RJI Flied Date 

Has a summons and complaint or summons with notice been filed? 

Has a summons and complaint or summons with notice been served? 

Are there children of the marriage under the age of 18? 

D' 
□ 

~ If yes, complete and attach the MATRIMONIAL RJI Addendum (UCS-840M), 

D Note of Issue (NOTE: Check this box If you are filing for an Uncontested Divorce and are submitting the required forms/documents.) 

D Poor Person Application 

0 Ex Parte Application for Alternate Service 

0 Other /specify): 

Role: PLAINTIFF 

□ 
Name: S , S  

Role: DEFENDANT 

Name: S  L  

Attorneys i!n<!/or Unr~presented Litigants 
f,\i'i '',-_',, 

Provide attorneYna~e, firm ri.ame 1 busines~ address, phone}iumber ahd ~~c1II address. 
FQ.r unrepresentedpartles, proylde piJrty1s i\ddress, phC>~e. number and ein~II address: 

JOSEPH KASPER, OFFICES OF JOSEPH F. KASPER, 10530 CROSSBAY BLVD, OZONE PARK, 
NY 11417, thejklawoffice@  

, NY 11420 

Issue 
Joined 
• (Y/N): · 

N/A 

YES 

I AFFIRM UNDER THE PENAL TY OF PERJURY THAT, TO MY KNOWLEDGE, THERE ARE NO OTHER RELATED ACTIONS OR PROCEEDINGS, 
EXCEPT AS NOTED ABOVE, NOR HAS A REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL INTERVENTION BEEN PREVIOUSLY FILED IN THIS ACTION OR PROCEEDING. 

Dated: 08/04/2022 

1938133 

ATTORNEY REGISTRATION NUMBER 

This form was generated by NYSCEF 

1 of 1 

JOSEPH F, KASPER 

SIGNATURE 

JOSEPH F, KASPER 

PRINT NAME 
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 - Queens County Supreme Court

Short Caption: S  S  v. L  S
Case Type: Matrimonial - Uncontested
Case Status: Active
eFiling Status:  Partial Participation Recorded
Assigned Judge: Zenith Taylor

Plaintiffs/Petitioners

Defendants/Respondents

Full Caption
S  S  v. L  S

Name Consented By

S  S KASPER, JOSEPH F. on 04/17/2023
HON. JOSEPH F. KASPER JUDGE QUEENS CO. CRIMINAL
COURT

Name Consented By

L  S none recorded

NYSCEF - N e w  Yo r k  S t a t e  C o u r t s  E l e c t r o n i c  F i l i n g  (Live System)

7/9/24, 12:22 PM Case Details

https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/CaseDetails?docketId=UL6ky6Br2f2LPnPV2/xOaw== 1/1
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<< Return to Search Results

 - Queens County Supreme Court

Short Caption: S  S v. L  S
Case Type: Matrimonial - Uncontested
Case Status: Active
eFiling Status:  Partial Participation Recorded
Assigned Judge: Zenith Taylor

NYSCEF - N e w  Yo r k  S t a t e  C o u r t s  E l e c t r o n i c  F i l i n g  (Live System)

7/9/24, 12:23 PM Document List

https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/DocumentList?docketId=UL6ky6Br2f2LPnPV2/xOaw==&display=all 1/2

https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/CaseSearchResults?PageNum=1
https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/HomePage
https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/SupremeHome


Sort By: Doc #

Document Type: Please select... Filed By:

Please select...

Motion Info: Please select... Filed Date:

    thru   

Document Number:

Display Document List with Motion Folders 

 

# Document Filed By Status

 1 SUMMONS Kasper, J.
Filed: 01/20/2022
Received: 01/20/2022

Processed

 2 COMPLAINT Kasper, J.
Filed: 01/20/2022
Received: 01/20/2022

Processed

 3 NOTICE CONCERNING CONTINUATION OF HEALTH
CARE COVERAGE

Kasper, J.
Filed: 01/20/2022
Received: 01/20/2022

Processed

 4 NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC ORDERS Kasper, J.
Filed: 01/20/2022
Received: 01/20/2022

Processed

 5 MAINTENANCE GUIDELINES WORKSHEET Kasper, J.
Filed: 01/20/2022
Received: 01/20/2022

Processed

 6 AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT Court User
Filed: 07/28/2022
Received: 07/28/2022

Processed

 7 ORDER (PROPOSED) Kasper, J.
Filed: 08/04/2022
Received: 08/04/2022

Processed

 8 RJI -RE: UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL ACTION Kasper, J.
Filed: 08/04/2022
Received: 08/04/2022

Processed

 9 JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE (PROPOSED) Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 10 AFFIDAVIT Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 11 AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 12 PART 130 CERTIFICATION Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 13 AFFIRMATION (AFFIDAVIT) OF REGULARITY Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 14 FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSION OF LAW
(PROPOSED)

Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 15 AFFIDAVIT Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 16 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 17 NOTICE OF APPEARANCE (POST RJI) Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 04/17/2023

Processed

 18 NOTE OF ISSUE *Corrected* Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/17/2023
Received: 05/05/2023

Processed

 19 NOTICE OF MOTION  (Motion #1) *Corrected* Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/28/2023
Received: 05/05/2023

Processed

 20 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION  (Motion #1)

Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/28/2023
Received: 04/28/2023

Processed

 21 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION  (Motion #1)

Kasper, J.
Filed: 04/28/2023
Received: 04/28/2023

Processed

7/9/24, 12:23 PM Document List

https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/DocumentList?docketId=UL6ky6Br2f2LPnPV2/xOaw==&display=all 2/2

V 

V 

• 

https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/DocumentList?docketId=UL6ky6Br2f2LPnPV2/xOaw==&display=motion


JUND: QOBBNS COUNTY CLERK 04/17/2023 04: 03 PM!. INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 04/17/2023 • NYSCEF DOC. NO, 17 • 

SUPREME COURT OF THE-STATE OF NEW YORK -.· 
. COUNTY OF QUEENS 
---- ------------ -------·------ • ---- - - - - - - - - - - •. -~ - - - - - - - -.- - - - - - - --x 

S  S  

Plaintiff, • 

against­

L  S , 

Defendant. 

INDEX NO.  • 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 

__________ .,. ________ .............. ~---.............. - - - .. - . .. .. - - - - - ·X 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiff, S  S , ,h~reby· appearsin this action . . ' . . 

·by· he~ attorney, Michael Mossa, and that the undersigned has been ~etained as· attorney for said Plai~tiff, and 
. . . • l • • . . 

hereby demands that all papers in this action be served at the email ~d post office address stated below. 
, . . . . . . . . 

Dated: February 16, 2027 
Ozone Park, New York 

l of 1 

Yours, etc., 
• ~Aael ~«, •. 

Attorney for Plaintiff . , 
. Mossa & Associat4es 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
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Case Caption: S  S  v. L  S
Judge Name: Zenith Taylor

Queens County Supreme Court

NYSCEF

07/09/2024 01:10 PMCreated on:
Document List
Index #

Doc# Document Type/Information Filed ByDate ReceivedStatus
1 SUMMONS Kasper, J.01/20/2022Processed

2 COMPLAINT Kasper, J.01/20/2022Processed

3 NOTICE CONCERNING CONTINUATION OF HEALTH
CARE COVERAGE

Kasper, J.01/20/2022Processed

4 NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC ORDERS Kasper, J.01/20/2022Processed

5 MAINTENANCE GUIDELINES WORKSHEET Kasper, J.01/20/2022Processed

6 AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT Court User07/28/2022Processed

7 ORDER (PROPOSED) Kasper, J.08/04/2022Processed

8 RJI -RE: UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL ACTION Kasper, J.08/04/2022Processed

9 JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE (PROPOSED) Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

10 AFFIDAVIT Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

11 AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

12 PART 130 CERTIFICATION Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

13 AFFIRMATION (AFFIDAVIT) OF REGULARITY Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

14 FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSION OF LAW
(PROPOSED)

Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

15 AFFIDAVIT Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

16 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

17 NOTICE OF APPEARANCE (POST RJI) Kasper, J.04/17/2023Processed

18 NOTE OF ISSUE - *Corrected* Kasper, J.05/05/2023Processed

19 NOTICE OF MOTION - *Corrected* Kasper, J.05/05/2023Processed

20 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION

Kasper, J.04/28/2023Processed

21 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION

Kasper, J.04/28/2023Processed

Page 1 of 1
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lt+LED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 04/17/2023 04:18 PM) INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 05/05/2023. NYSCEF DOC, NO, 18 , 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
---- ------------ ---------------------------- - . - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -• - -- --x 

S  S  

Plaintiff, 

- against­

L  S , 

Defendant. 

--------,---------------------------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 

1. No trial 

2. Filed by Plaintiff's Attorney 

3. Date Summons Filed: January 20, 2022 

4. Date Summons Served: January 27, 2022 . 

5. Date Issue Joined: July 28, 2022 

6. Nature of Action: Uncontested Divorce 

7. Relief Requested: Absolute Divorce 

8. MICHAEL MOSSA 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
Phone:7 -2179 
Fax: - 5314 

9. L  S  
Defendant Pro se 

 
 

1 of 1 

INDEX NO.  

NOTE OF ISSUE 
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NYSCEF Payment Receipt 

Queens County Supreme Court 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

 

S  S  v. L  S  

Documents Received on 0411112023 04:18 PM 

Doc# 
18 

Document Type 
NOTE OF ISSUE 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:• 

Total Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt #: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

0004363423 

VISA/MC 

04/17/2023 

Filing Fee: $125.00 (Authorization Code: 051825) 

Credit Card Service Fee:• $3.74 {Authorization Code: 051824) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  

12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens. NY 11415 

Fee 
$125.00 

+ $3.74 

$128.74 

• Credit Card Service Fee: This fee is in addition to the amount paid to the Diller anci will appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or 3ebit card statement. This service fee is non~refundable. 

Audrey I. Pheffer. Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Phone:  Wo!>slte: https:/lwww.nyoourts.gov/COURTSl11jdlqu8"nsclark 

NYSCEF Resource Center• nysc:ef@nycourts.gov 
Phone: (646) 386-3033 Fax: (212) 401-9146 Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile 

!'age l of I 
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W~LED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 04/28/2023 03:11 PM! INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 05/05/2023 NYSCEF DOC. NO. 19 ,-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
---- ------------ ---------------------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --x 

S  S  

Plaintiff, 

- against­

L  S , 

Defendant. 

------------------------------------------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 

INDEX NO.  

NOTICE OF MOTION 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, upon the affidavit of S  S , 

sworn to January 17, 2022, and the affirmation of Michael Mossa dated January 24, 2022, and 

the exhibits thereto, plaintiff S  S . will move this Court at the Motion Support 

Courtroom, Room __ , 88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New York, 11435, on 

May 16, 2023, at 9:30 o'clock a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard, 

for an order pursuant to C.P.L.R. 2001 to correct the misspelling of Plaintiffs name; 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
January 24, 2022 

1 of 1 

sl ,_0/£/tael /)/f;J;a 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Mossa & Associat4es 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
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IFiliED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 04/28/2023 03:11 PM! 
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 20 

INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 04/28/2023 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
---- ------------ ---------------------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - --x 

S  S  

Plaintiff, 

- against­

L  S , 

Defendant. 

INDEX NO.  

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 

------------------------------------------ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 

NEW YORK STATE) ss: COUNTY OF QUEENS) 

S  S , being duly sworn, deposes and says 

1. I am the Plaintiff in the above-captioned matter, and am fully familiar 

with the facts and circumstances. 

2. I make this affidavit in support of my motion to change the spelling of my 

name. The correct spelling of my name is S  S  

Sworn to before me this 
17th day of January 2022 
s/ E£ $ a,n,k,e, ffi= 
Notary Public 

sf <?  {i2/  
Plaintiff 

1 of 1 

E Janice Bar 

Notary Public, State of New York 

No, 01BA5079779 
Qualified in Nassau County 

Commission Expires June 6, 2023 
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NYSCEF Payment Receipt 

Queens County Supreme Court 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

 

S  S  v. L  S  

Documents Received on 0412812023 03:11 PM 

Doc# 
19 

Document Type 
NOTICE OF MOTION 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:* 

Total Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt #: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

0004407751 

VISA/MC 

04/28/2023 

Filing Fee: $45.00 (Authorization Code: 041147) 

Credit Card Service Fee:* $1.35 (Authorization Code: 041146) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  
12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens, NY 11415 

Fee 
$45.00 

+ $1.35 

$46.35 

* Credit Card Service Fee: This fee is in addition to the amount paid to the biller and will appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non-refundable. 

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Phone:  Website: https://www.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jd/queensclerk 

NYSCEF Resource Center - nyscef@nycourts.gov 
Phone: (646) 386-3033 Fax: (212) 401-9146 Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile 

Page 1 of 1 
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- l 
NYSCEF Document List 
Queens County Supreme Court Index #  Created on:10/31/2023 10:35 AM 

Case Caption: P   R  v. M     R  
Zenith Taylor Judge Name: 

'Ot1"'"'_,,, 
trftf::,,, m' 

SUMMONS WITH NOTICE Processed 01/24/2023 

2 COMPLAINT Processed 01/24/2023 

3 NOTICE OF AUTOMATIC ORDERS Processed 01/24/2023 

4 NOTICE CONCERNING CONTINUATION OF HEALTH Processed 01/24/2023 
CARE COVERAGE 

5 NOTICE OF GUIDELINE MAINTENANCE Processed 01/24/2023 

6 AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT Processed 05/02/2023 

7 AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF Processed 05/02/2023 

8 JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE (PROPOSED) Processed 05/02/2023 

9 PART 130 CERTIFICATION Processed 05/02/2023 

10 FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSION OF LAW Processed 05/02/2023 
(PROPOSED) 

11 NOTE OF ISSUE - *Corrected* Processed 05/04/2023 

12 RJI (AMENDED) Processed 05/02/2023 

13 AFFIRMATION/ AFFIDAVIT OF REGULARITY Processed 05/02/2023 

14 NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT W/PROPOSED Processed 05/02/2023 
JDGMTICOUNTERJDGMT 

15 NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT W/PROPOSED Processed 05/02/2023 
ORDER/COUNTER ORDER 

16 RJI -RE: UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL ACTION Processed 05/02/2023 

17 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Processed 05/04/2023 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Page 1 of 1 
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NYSCEF- N e w York State Courts El ec tronic Filing (Live System) 

 - Queens County Supreme Court 

Short Caption : P   R  v. M   R  

Case Type: Matrimonial • Uncontested 

Case Status: Disposed 
eFiling Status: Partial Particieation Recorded 

Assigned Judge: Zenith Taylor 

E-mail Particigating Parties 

Document Number: 1 
Document Type : 
SUMMONS WITH NOTICE 

Status: Processed 
Filer : Kasper, J, 

Edit Case 

Received Date: 01/24/2023 12:12 AM 
Filed Date : 01/24/2023 12:12 AM 

Add Comment Add Hearing 

Acknowledgements recorded by Kasper, J. on filing page on 01/ 24/ 2023 12:12 AM 

Index Fee : $210,00 
Date Paid: 01/24/2023 
Method : VISA/MC 
Transaction Id : 240123O3B-68ASAFF9-A5D4-4EB2-8DEE-D8B2A408E4FC 
Authorization Code : 023692 

Credit Card Service Fee (Non-Refundable): $6.28 
Transaction Id: 2401.23O3B·9B9354E6·2458·4B20·AE9F·1.47A6C796D3F 
Authorization Code: 023033 

NOTE: The Credit Card Service Fee applies to 1 transaction, therefore it may have been 

applied to multiple filings 

• Routing Complete 

Step 

1 - Assign Claim/Index No. 

Group 

QUEENS CCl 

Completed 

1/24/2023 by rwojciec@  

E-Mail Service Notifications sent on 01/24/2023 12:12 AM 

Attorney 

JOSEPH F. KASPER 

Email 

thejklawoffice@  

NOTE: There may be parties in this case who haven't "opted out" or recorded their 
participation. See case details tab. 

Action 
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, (ffLED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 05{02/2023 03:21 PkJ INDEX -NO, 
RF.C.F.TVF.n NYSCEF: •• 05/02/2023 NY.SCEF-~0C, NO. 9· 

/• 

' 

SUPREME-COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
. COUNTY OF QUEENS • 

~ ---- ---------~-~-~-------~---,----~--x. 
P   R , • • INDEX NO, ·  

Plaintiff, 

PART 130 CERTIFICATION 
-against-

M   R , 

Defendant. 
• _____ • __ ;. __ ., _______ ,,_;. ____ ".'_~-----~-----. .,.---------,----------.~-------~ • 

CERTIFICATION·: I hereby certify that all of the papers that I ha~e served; filed or 
submitted to the court in this divorce action are not frivolous aa defined in . 
subsection ( c) of Section 130-1.1 of the Rules of the Chief Administrator of the 
Courts; • • 

·' Dated: South-·0zone-Park,·New·York 
April 17, 2023 

1 of 1 

s/P   R  
P  R  
Plaintiff· 

 
.2179 • 

. . email: ozl~galwiz@  
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!FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 05/02/2023 03: 21 PM) INDEX NO.  

NlfSCEF .. DOC. NO. 12 
UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL 

RECEIVED 

REQ.UEST FOR JUDICIAL INTERVENTION 
SUPREME .. COURT, COUNTY OF QUEENS 

P   R  

-against· 

M    R , 
Defendant 

Role: PLAINTIFF P  R  
First Name Last Name 

R  

El Last Name Firm Name (If applicable) 
N/A 

P     
First Name Street Address City State Zip 

 -2179 ozlegalwiz@  
Middle Name Suffix Phone ~mail 

Role: DEFENDANT M    R  
First Name Last Name 

 R

0 Last Name Firm Name (If applicable) @YES 
M      ONO 

First Name Street Address City State Zip 

 

I AFFIRM UNDER THE PENAL TY OF PERJURY THAT, TO MV KNOWLEDGE, THERE ARE NO OTHER RELATED ACTIONS OR PROCEEDINGS, EXCEPT AS -------=~: ABOV~ NOR HASA REQUEST FOR JUDIOAL INTERVENT:ON BEEN PREVl~;::c:~ ~:~OCEEDIN~ 

Dated: 04/18/2023 'iv7ll 

Attorney Registration Number 

1 of 1 

Signature 

P   R  

Print Name 
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' , NYSCEF Payment Receipt 

• • Queens County Supreme Court 
~;;;j'W 

The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

 

P   R  v. M    R  

Documents Received on 0510212023 03:21 PM 

Doc# 
11 

Document Type 
NOTE OF ISSUE 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:• 

Total Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt #; 

Payment Type: 

0004418190 

VISA/MC 

Date Paid: 05/02/2023 

Filing Fee: $125.00 (Authorization Code: 002460) 

Credit Card Service Fee:• $3.74 (Authorization Code: 002072) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  
12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens, NY 11415 

Fee 
$125,00 

+ $3.74 

$128.74 

* Credit Card Service Fee: This fee is in addition to the amount paid to the biller and wilt appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non~refundable, 

A1,1clrey I. Pheffer, Queens Ci>unty Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Phono:  Wobsito: https://www.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jd/queensclerk 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
County of Queens, Residential Foreclosure Part 

  

Residential Foreclosure
Conference Order

   
Plaintiff(s),

                

 
                                                                                               

q

q

    

                                                                                                                                                              

Page 1 of 2

Index Number:

IAS Justice:
---------------------------------------------------------------------------

                                                          

-against-

Defendant(s).
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

A Residential Foreclosure Conference having been scheduled / held before the undersigned

today, and the following parties having appeared :

 ,  counsel for plaintiff(s), and 

Plaintiff

  , counsel for defendant(s).
Defendant(s)

This case does not meet the criteria of the Residential Foreclosure Part.

This case meets the criteria of the Residential Foreclosure Part.

q  This case has been settled.
q  This case has not been settled and plaintiff may proceed with the action.
q  Defendant(s), although on notice of today's conference date by way of this court's letter/conference

dated _____________________________,  failed to appear.

q  Other ______________________________________________________________________

724803/2021

1900 CAPITAL TRUST III,

MANCK, JOANN et al

ROSS EISENBERG LAW PLLC

Janice Bar for Michael Mossa, Esq.

The defendant does not wish to engage in loss mitigation and

wants to litigate. Case released from settlement conference part.
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Dated:                                       

Page 2 of 2

Index Number:

So Ordered:

_____________________________
DANIEL S. GORDON, ESQ.

Court Attorney-Referee

 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

q This action is scheduled for a preliminary conference on  ______________________________.

q Plaintiff is directed to appear at a virtual status conference on _________________________________
at 11:00am in a Microsoft Teams meeting, for proof of compliance with this order.

q Plaintiff is directed to file a Foreclosure Affirmation/Certificate of Merit pursuant to Administrative
Order 208/13 by said status conference date.

q Plaintiff is directed to file an application seeking an Order of Reference by said status conference date.

q Plaintiff is directed to file an application seeking a Judgment of Foreclosure & Sale by said status conference
date.

q Plaintiff is directed to serve and file a Note of Issue and Certificate of Readiness within 30 days of the date
of this order and serve a copy on the Foreclosure Conference Part in Room 22A.

q Plaintiff shall file a stipulation of discontinuance with the County Clerk and serve a copy of such
discontinuance upon the defendant homeowner within 90 days after any settlement agreement or loan
modification is fully executed.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that failure to comply with the terms of this order may result in the dismissal of this 
action without prejudice.

March 7, 2023

April 10, 2023

724803/2021
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m:..:i;J~p: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 10/17/2023 03: ll J?M] • • INDEX NO. 724803/2021 
~.. ' I • I. . • ' . . . . . 

~.Ysc§bflifu~ ~ouRT OFTHE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY OF ~~F-fsN·:rnc_Er: 101111?023 

~ -·- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~- - - - X 
• 1900:CAPITAL TRUST III, BY U.S. BANK ; Index No.: 724803/2021 

TRUST NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, NOT IN ITS • 
•• INDIVIDUAL CAPACITY BUT SOLELY AS CERTIFICATE TRUSTEE, 

Plaintiff, 

JOANN MANCK, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS THE 
HEIR AND DISTRIBUTEE OF THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM MANCK, 
UNKNOWN HEIRS OF THE ESTATE OF WILLIAM MANCK, 
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION AND\ 
FINANCE; UNITED STATES OF AMERICA (EASTERN DISTRICT), 
NEW YORK CITYENVlRONMENTAL CONTROL BOARD, COMMISSIONER 
OF SOCIAL SERVICES OF THE CITY OF NBW YORK SOCIAL 
SERVICES DISTRICT, THE FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION, AS RECEIVER ~F INDYMAC FEDERAL BANK,. 
F.S.B. and JOHN AND JANE DOE, the names of the last two defendants being· 
fictitious, the true names unknown to the Plaintiff and are intended 
to be parties in possession of any part of the mortgaged premises, if any, 

Defendants.-
-~ - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - ~ - - x. 

MICHAEL MOSSA, an attorney duly admitted to practice law in 
the State of New York; affirms the follo~ing to be true under the penalty of perjury.• 

• That I represent the Defendants, JOANN MANCK, INlJIVIDUALL YAND AS THE 
HEIR AND DISTRIBUTEE OF THE ESTATE.OF WILLIAM MANCk. The above 
mattefis on for Monday, July 10, 2023, in the Compliance Conference Part. I am requesting 
·~short adjournment until September 18, 2023, as lam having respiratory issues, which 
are relate~ to long COVID." • 

. Duly affirmed to July 6, 2023 
· Ozone Park, New York 

cc: Law Office of Rajan Pat~l. by Rajan Patel, Esq., 
257 South Middletown Road, 2nd Floor, 
Nanuet, New York 

 
E-mail address: raj@  

sl 11/~~,(J,aP 

Michael Mossa 
Attorney-for Defendants Manck 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 • 
email: ozlegalwiz@  

EXHIBIT 57



NYSCEF Payment Receipt 
Queens County Supreme Court 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

707975/2014 

HSE!C BANK USA, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION AS TRUSTEE FOR WELLS FARGO HOME EQUITY 
ASSET-ElACKEO SECURITIES 2004•2 TRUST, HOME EQUITY ASSET-BACKED CERTIFICATES, 

SERIES 2004-2 • v. • ANDRES GALLO et al 

Documents Received on os,0112022 09:19 PM 

Doc# 
210 

Document Type 
NOTICE OF MOTION 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:* 

Total Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt #: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

0003345976 

AMERICAN EXPRESS 

06/01/2022 

Filing Fee: $45.00 (Authorization Code: 563001) 

Credit Card Service Fee:• $1.35 (Authorization Code: 840001) 

Filing User 

Joseph f. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  

10530 Crossbay Ellvd, Ozone Park, NY 11417 

Fee 
$45.00 

+ $1.35 

$46.35 

* Credit Card Service Fee: This fee Is in addition to the amount paid to the biller and will appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non~refvndabte. 

Audr-ey I, Pheffer1 Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Phone:  Wel>sito: htt;,s:l/www.nycourts.9ov/COURTS/11jd/queenscler1< 

NYSCEF Resource Center - nyscef@nycourts.gov 
Phone: (646) 366-3033 Fax: (212) 401-9146 Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile 
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NYSCEF Payment Receipt 

Queens County Supreme Court 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

70797512014 

HSBC BANK USA, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION AS TRUSTEE FOR WELLS FARGO HOME EQUITY 
ASSET-BACKED SECURITIES 2004-2 TRUST, HOME EQUITY ASSET-BACKED CERTIFICATES, 

SERIES 2004-2 • v. • ANDRES GALLO et al 

Documents Received on 0910112022 os:s3 PM 

Doc# 
219 

Document Type 
NOTICE OF MOTION 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:* 

Total Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt#: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

0003639820 
VISA/MC 
09/07/2022 

Filing Fee: $45.00 (Authorization Code: 007687) 
Credit Card Service Fee:* $1.35 (Authorization Code: 007796) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  

12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens, NY 11415 

Fee 
$45.00 

+ $1.35 

$46.35 

* Credit Card Service fee: This fee fs in addition to the amount paid to the biller and will appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non-refundable. 

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Su1>reme Court 

Phone:  Website: https:/iwww.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jd/queensclerk 

NYSCEF Resource Center. nyscef@nycourts.gov 
Phone: (646) 386-3033 Fax: (212) 401-9146 Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
------------------------------------------------------------------x 
HSBC BANK OF USA, NATIONAL ADSSOCIATION AS TRUSTEE,        INDEX NO. 707975/2014 
 FOR WELLS FARGO HOME EQUITY ASSETT-BACKED 
SECURITIES 2004-2 TRUST, HOME EQUITY ASSET-BASCKED 
CERTIFICATES, SERIES 2004-2, 
                                                                           
                                                                         Plaintiff, 
                                                                                                                  NOTICE OF MOTION TO CONFIRM 

                 - against  -                                                                   REFEREE’S REPORT OF SALE AND    
                                                                                                                   DISBURSE  SURPLUS MONIES      
ANDREA GALLO, MARSHA CINDY BALKISSOON, 
ERGONOMIC GOUP INC., STATE OF NEW YORK, 
CITY OF NEW YORK, ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
BOARD, CITY OF NEW YORK DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION, PARKING VIOLATIONS BUREAU, 
and CINDY MICUCCI, 
 
                                                           Defendants. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - x 
 
                         PLEASE TAKE NOTE, that upon the  annexed Report of Sale of Ned R. Kassman, 
 
Esq., Referee,  dated April 16, 2019, and filed in the Office of the Clerk of the County of Queens on  
 
of Queens on May 14, 2019, upon the Affirmation of Michael Mossa, Esq for Joseph F Kasper, Esq, 
 
in Support of Defendant’s, Masha Cindy Balkissoon, Motion to Confirm Referee’s Report of Sale and 
 
for Reference in Surplus Money Proceeding, dated August 31, 2022,  upon the receipt of payment 
 
of the Clerk of the County of Queens, dated  December 30, 2019, showing that the surplus monies 
 
in the total sum of $103, 168.26, has been paid into Court, upon the Certificate of the Clerk of the  
 
County of Queens, dated January 6, 2020, specifying no exceptions to the Referee’s Report of Sale, 

and upon the Certificate of the Clerk of the County of Queens, dated January 6, 2020, specifying  

no notices of claim to the surplus monies, and upon all other papers and proceedings heretofore  

filed and had herein, Defendant, Marsha Cindy Balkissoon, through her undersigned counsel, will 

move this Court at IAS Part 42 before the Honorable Maurice E Mur, st the Queens County Supreme 
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Court of the State of New York located at 25-10 Court Square, Long Island City, New York 1110, 

Room 201, at 10:00 a.m. on the 29th day of September 2022, or as soon thereafter as counsel may  

be heard, for an entry of an Order Confirming the Referee’s Report of Sale and directing the 

Department of Finance of the City of New York to distribute surplus monies in the amount of 

One Hundred Three Thousand One Hundred Sixty-Eight Dollars and Twenty-six Cents  

($103,168.26 ), less any fees due to the Clerk or Department of Finance, to Defendant, Marsha 

Cindy Balkissoon; and for such other and further relief, as this Court may deem just and proper. 

 

Dated:  Queens, New York 
             August 31, 2022  

                                                                                                                      Michael Mossa 

                                                                                                                       for Joseph F Kasper 
                                                                                                                       Attorney for Defendants  
                                                                                                                       Marsha Cindy Balkissoon, Andre             
                                                                                                                       Gallo, and Cindy Micucci 
                                                                                                                       10530 Crossbay Boulevard 
                                                                                                                       Ozone Park, New York  11417 
                                                                                                                        2179 
                                                                                                                        thejklawoffice@  
TO:  Woods Oviati Gilman 
         Attorneys for Plaintiff 
         700 Crossroads Building 
         2 State Street 
         Rochester, New York   14614 
         jnutter@  
          
 
        Ergonomic Group Inc 
        609-3 Cantiague Road 
        Westbury, New York  11590 
 
       Sate of New York  
       Capital Building\ 
       Albany, New York   12224 
 
       The City of New York Environmental Control Board 
       1250 Broadway – 12th Floor 
          New York,  New York   10001 
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          New York City Department of Transportation 
          Parking Violations 
          100 Church Street 
          New York, New York    10007 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
------------------------------------------x 
J  A , INDEX NO.  

Plaintiff: 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

against -

K  S , 

Defendant. 
---------------··------------------------x 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the annexed Proposed Judgment of Divorce of which 

the within is a true copy, will be presented for signature in the Supreme Court Clerk's Office 

at 88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New York 11435, on OCfiJ.'f, 2022. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
CX-47! 11, 2022 

TO: PITCHAY AN & ASSOCIATES P C 
Attorney for Defendant 
72-30 Broadway - 3rd Floor 

Jackson .Heights, New York 113 72 
 

I 

p '~ .1/f//,/ 

·ney fi ti ff 
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
thejklawoffic.s;.@  
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
------------------------------------------x 
J  A , 

Plaintiff, 

against -

K  S , 

Defendant. 
--------------------------------··-------x 

INDEX NO.  

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the a1mexed Proposed Finding of Fact and Conclusions 

of Law, of which the within is a true copy, will be presented for signature in the Supreme Court 

Clerk's Office at 88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New York 11435, on OC? !J. ~, 2022. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
Oct 11, 2022 

TO: PITCHA YAN & AS SOCIA TES P C 
Attorney for Defendant 
72-30 Broadway - 3rd Floor 

Jackson Heights, New York 11372 
 

~;{Jc4xv 
ph F Kasper 
ncy for Plaintiff 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 2179 
thejklawoffice@  



Present: Hon. , Justice 
------------------------··-------------------x 

At a Matrimonial Part 52 of 
New York State Supreme Court 
at the Courthouse located at 88-11 
Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, New 

York, in Queens County, on 
_______ ,202 

J A , INDEX NO.  

Plaintiff 
- against - JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE 

K S , 

Defendant. 
---------------------------------------··----x 

This action was submitted to this court for consideration this _________ day of _____ _ 

The Defendant was served personally February 24, 2020 within the State of New York. 

Plaintiff presented a Verified Complaint and an Affidavit of Plaintiff consisting of the 

facts of the matter. 

The Defendant appeared and waived his rights, and neither admitting nor denying the allegations 

in the complaint and consenting to the entry of judgment. 

The Court accepted written proof of non-military status. 

The Plaintiffs address is , and social security 

number is { The Defendant's address , and 

social security number is: .. 

NOW, on motion of JOSEPH F. KASPER, attorney for Plaintiff, it is 

ORDERED AND AD.JlJDGED that the application of Plaintiff is hereby granted to 

dissolve the marriage between J  A , Plaintiff and K  S , Defendant, 

by reason of :the relationship between Plaintiff and Defendant has broken down itTetrievably 

for a period of at least six months pursuant to D R L § 170 (7). 



'fhe requirements of DR L § 240 (a-1) have been met and the Court having considered 

the results of said inquires, it is . 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that there is no request for maintenance, and it is further 

ORDERED AND AD,J UDGED, that both patties are authorized to resume the use of any 

prior surname, and it is further 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, that Plaintiff is authorized to resume use of the prior 

surname: A . and it is further 

ORDERED AND AD.JUDGED, that the Defendant shall be served with a copy of this 

judgment, with notice of entry by the Plaintiff: within 21 days of such entry. 

Dated: ----------

J.S.C. 



NYSCEF Payment Receipt 

Queens County Supreme Court 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

 

J  A  v. K  S  

Documents Received on 1011212022 09:22 PM 

Doc# 
9 

Document Type 
STIPULATION - SETTLEMENT 
(PRE RJI) 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:• 

Tata/ Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt #: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 
Filing Fee: 

0003751235 

VISA/MC 

10/12/2022 
$35.00 (Authorization Code: 012635) 

Credit Card Service Fee:* $1.05 (Authorization Code: 012338) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@  
12501 Queens Blvd, Kew Gardens. NY 11415 

Fee 
$35.00 

+ $1.05 

$36.05 

* Credit Card Service Fee: This fee ls in addition to the amount paid to the biller and will a;,pear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non~refundable. 

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court 

Phone:  Website: httµ,;:l/www.oyoourts.gov/COURTS/11jalqueensclork 

NYSCEF Resource Center - nyscef@nycourts.gov 
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Page l of I 

EXHIBIT 62



NYSCEF Document List 
• Queens County Supreme Court Index #  Created on:10/31/2023 10:27 AM 

Case Caption: J  A  v. K  S  
Judge Name: 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

··t,lgli11Tj!!i\Hil:l::::~;{;,,i!::~~~~j.i}G;(··· 
COUNTY CLERK MINUTES -PRIOR TO CONVERSION Processed 12/10/2021 

LETTER/CORRESPONDENCETOJUDGE 
LETTER APPLICATION SIGNED 

JUDGMENT OF DIVORCE (PROPOSED) 

Processed 12/10/2021 

Processed 10/12/2022 

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE BY MAIL OF JUDGMENT OF Processed 10/12/2022 
DIVORCE AND NOTICE OF ENTRY (MAT PILOT 
ONLY) 

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT W/PROPOSED Processed 10/12/2022 
JDGMT/COUNTER JDGMT 

FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSIONS OF LAW Processed 10/12/2022 
(PROPOSED) 

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT W/PROPOSED Processed 10/12/2022 
ORDER/COUNTER ORDER 

AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Processed 10/12/2022 

STIPULATION - SETTLEMENT (PRE RJI) Processed 10/12/2022 

AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF Processed 10/12/2022 

PART 130 CERTIFICATION Processed 10/12/2022 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Processed 10/12/2022 

RJI -RE: UNCONTESTED MATRIMONIAL ACTION Processed 10/12/2022 

AFFIRMATION/ AFFIDAVIT OF REGULARITY Processed 10/13/2022 

Court User 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 

Kasper, J. 
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From: J kasper.<;:tbejkiawoffice@ > 
• Sent: Friday, FebruarY04, 2022 10:lSAM: 
. T()~ Falletta, Michael <mfall@ >. ... .. 
Cc:' QSCPART20 "fgscpart20(gl >fDavid Levy <dlevy@ ~ 
$ijbject: [External) Re: 712444/2019 Nh.TALIA BOIKO v. PATRICK KHAN efal ow•File Nq.: 0559496046.1 
. ·.· ~ .. ,, . . , . ~ . ' . : . . . . ' .. · , 

The Law Office ofli>s~ph F Kasper represents the Defendant 
: ' ~: ;, . . . . .. . . 

• conference. 

<" •. • , 

' '\.,' ' ,;_:_:., . :. • 

Could you p;~as1,s~nd us ~ne .• 

Thank you. 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 

Ozone Park, 'New York 11417 

 2179 
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responsibility for taking protective action against such code. Levy & Borukh, PLLC is not liable for any loss or damage 
arising from this message. 

From: Falletta, Michael <mfail@ > 
Sent: Friday, February 4, 202:flo:54 AM •• 

To: J kasper <thejklawc,ffice@ >; David Levy <dlevy@l > 
Subject: RE: Re: Re: 712444/2019 NAfALIA BOIKO v. PATRICK KHAN et al Our File No.: 0559496046.1 

Dear Mr. Kasper and Mr. Levy: 

It seems there is no court conference today. If either of you get any update from the Court, please let my office know at 
. gc1rdencityefiling@c , 

Additionally, any change in representation as to the attorney of record for a party, my office will need something in 
writing. 

Law Offices of Karen L Lawrence 

Michael Falletta 

1225 Franklin Ave, Suite 100 

Garden City, NY 11530 

 

From: J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
Sent: Friday, February 04, 202:il0:32 AM • 

To: Falletta, Michael <mfall@ > 
Cc: David Levy <dlevy@ > 
Subject: [External]Re: Re: 712444/2019 NATALIA BOIKOv. PATRICK KHAN et al Our File No.: 0559496046.1 

I am not sure. 

5 
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According to "e courts" it is but there are still 

dut~tanding motions, which have not be~n decided. 

H:Woµld make sense to adjournthe conf~rence 

. until the motions are decided 

105-30 qrossbay Boulevard 

' •.• 

• Oz,cme Park; Newyork 11417 

 2119 

On Fri, Feb 4, 2022 at 10,11 AMFalletta; Michael ~mfall@l' > wrote: 

. I have not re<:eived the link eitht:?r. Is the confetence still ori>for today? 

Law Offices of KarenL Lawrence • 

Michael Falletta 

•· 1225 Franklin Ave, Suite 100 

Garden City, NY 11530 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF QUEENS
____ __ __ ___ ___ ___ ____ __ _____ ------ ____ ___ ___Ç

NATALIA BOIKO, INDEX NO. 12444120t9

Plaintiff,

- against - NOTICE OF ENTRY

PATRICK KHAN ANd JAIKARRAN RAMDEO,

Defendants.
---- ____ ___ ___ ___------ ____---- ___ ________ - Ç

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attached is a true copy of an Order in this

matter that was entered in the office of the Clerk of the Supreme Court, Queens

County, on the
24th

day of February, 2022.

Dated: March 7, 2022

Ozone Park, New York

Y rs, etc .

Jo h asper

Attorney for Defendant KHAN
105-30 Crossbay Boulevard

Ozone Park, New York 11417

8122

TO: David S. Levy, Esq. Law Offices of Karen L. Lawrence

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant RAMDEO

225 Broadway, Fifth Floor 1225 Franklin Avenue Suite 100

New York, New York 10007 Garden City, New York 11530-1659

File No: 0559496046.1

dlevy@law
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
--------------------------------------------x 
NATALIA BOIKO, INDEX NO. 1244412ot9 

Plaintiff, 

- against -

PATRICK KHAN ANd JAIKARRAN RAMDEO, 

Defendants. 

NOTICE OF ENTRY 

-------------------------------------------x 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the attached is a true copy of an Order in this 

matter that was entered in the office of the Clerk of the Supreme Court, Queens 

County, on the 24th day of February, 2022. 

Dated: March 7, 2022 
Ozone Park, New York 

TO: David S. Levy, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
225 Broadway, Fifth Floor 
New York, New York 10007 

 
dlevy@

yre::c ~ 
Jo~pe~-
Attorney for Defendant KHAN 
105-30 Cross bay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

 8122 

Law Offices of Karen L. Lawrence 
Attorney for Defendant RAMDEO 
1225 Franklin Avenue Suite 100 
Garden City, New York 11530-1659 
File No: 0559496046.1 

EXHIBIT 66



FILED : QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 02/24 /2022 02 : 11 PM|
INDEX NO. 712444 /2019

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 149 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 02/24/2022

Short Form Order

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT - QUEENS COUNTY

2/24/2022

COUNTY CLERK
Present: HONORABLE MAURICE E. MUIR y

QUEENSCOUNW

Justice

NATALIA BOIKO,
IAS Part - 42

Plaintiff(s), Index No.: 712444/2019

-against- Motion Date: 2/3/22

PATRICK KHAN and JAIKARRAN RAMDEO Motion Cal. No. 4

Defendant(s). Motion Seq. No. 4

The following electronically filed ("EF") documents read on this motion by Patrick Khan

("Mr.
Khan"

or "defendant") for an order: 1) pursuant to CPLR § 3211(a)(1) dismissing this

action against Mr. k Khan on grounds of a documentary defense; 2) pursuant to CPLR §

3211(a)(7), dismissing this action on grounds of lack of in personam jurisdiction; 3) pursuant to

CPLR § 3211(a)(10) dismissing said action on grounds of failure to join a necessary party; and

4) granting such other and further relief as may be just and proper. Moreover, Natalia Boiko

("Ms.
Boiko"

or "plaintiff") cross moves for an order pursuant to 22 NYCRR 130-1.1, seeking

sanctions against Patrick Khan and his counsel, Joseph F. Kasper, including costs, fees, and

expenses associated with the making of this motion, and for such other and further relief as this

Court may deem just and proper.

Papers

Numbered

Notice of Motion-Affirmation-Exhibits-Service.................................. EF 90 - 107

Cross-Motion-Affirmation-Exhibits .................................................... EF 118 - 126, 134

Upon the foregoing papers, it is ordered that the motion is determined as follows:

This is an action to recover damages for personal injuries the plaintiff allegedly sustained

in a trip and/or fall while walking on a sidewalk at 88-10 162"d
Street, Jamaica, New York
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Short Form Order 

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT - QUEENS COUNTY FILED 

Present: HONORABLE MAURICE E. MUIR 
Justice 

NATALIA BOIKO, 

Plaintiff(s), 

-against-

PATRICK KHAN and JAIKARRAN RAMDEO 

Defendant(s). 

IAS Part - 42 

2/24/2022 

COUNTY CLERK 
QUEENS COUNTY 

Index No.: 712444/2019 

Motion Date: 2/3/22 

Motion Cal. No. 4 

Motion Seq. No. 4 

The following electronically filed ("EF") documents read on this motion by Patrick Khan 

("Mr. Khan" or "defendant") for an order: 1) pursuant to CPLR § 321 l(a)(l) dismissing this 

action against Mr. k Khan on grounds of a documentary defense; 2) pursuant to CPLR § 

321 l(a)(7), dismissing this action on grounds oflack of in personamjurisdiction; 3) pursuant to 

CPLR § 321 l(a)(lO) dismissing said action on grounds of failure to join a necessary party; and 

4) granting such other and further relief as may be just and proper. Moreover, Natalia Boiko 

("Ms. Boiko" or ''plaintiff') cross moves for an order pursuant to 22 NYCRR 130-1.1, seeking 

sanctions against Patrick Khan and his counsel, Joseph F. Kasper, including costs, fees, and 

expenses associated with the making of this motion, and for such other and further relief as this 

Court may deem just and proper. 

Papers 
Numbered 

Notice of Motion-Affirmation-Exhibits-Service.................................. EF 90 - 107 
Cross-Motion-Affirmation-Exhibits.................................................... EF 118 - 126, 134 

Upon the foregoing papers, it is ordered that the motion is determined as follows: 

This is an action to recover damages for personal injuries the plaintiff allegedly sustained 

in a trip and/or fall while walking on a sidewalk at 88-10 162nd Street, Jamaica, New York 
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("subject premises"). Mr. Khan admits that he co-owns the subject premises. On July 18, 2021,

the plaintiff commenced the instant action against the defendants; and on September 14, 2019 at

8:00 p.m., she served the summons and complaint upon Mr. Khan by substitute service, pursuant

to CPLR § 308(2). In particular, the plaintiff avers that her process server served a "JOHN

DOE"
at 88-20 162nd

Street,
2nd

Floor, Jamaica, New York 11432. Moreover, her process server

mailed a copy of the summons and complaint to 88-20 162ndStreet, Jamaica, New York 11432.

Thereafter, on October 1, 2019, the plaintiff filed the affidavit of service with the clerk of the

court. Additionally, on October 11, 2019, issue was joined, wherein Jaikarran Ramdeo ("Mr.

Ramdeo") interposed an answer. Now, Mr. Khan seeks the above-described relief.

Notwithstanding the same, the court must first determine whether it has personal jurisdiction

over Mr. Khan. (Elm Mgt. Corp. v. Sprung, 33 AD3d 753 [2d Dept 2006] ; Falvo v. Cerra, 127 AD3d

919 [2d Dept 2015] ; Itshaik v. Singh, 165 AD3d 902 [2d Dept 2018]; Aurora Loan Serv v. Gains, 104

AD3d 885 [2d Dept 2013]).

It is well settled law that the plaintiff bears the ultimate burden of proving by a

preponderance of the evidence that jurisdiction over the defendant was obtained by proper

service. (Frankel v. Schilling, 149 AD2d 657 [2d Dept 1989]; Deutsche Bank Natl Co. v.

Stolzberg, 165 AD3d 624 [2d Dept 2018] ; Wells Fargo Bank, N A. v. Heaven, 176 AD3d 761 [2d

Dept 2019]). A process server's sworn affidavit of service ordinarily constitutes prima facie

evidence of proper service. However, when a motion is made and there is an affidavit from the

defendant that denies delivery of the summons, the process server's affidavit of service is

rebutted and the plaintiff then has the burden of proving jurisdiction by a preponderance of the

evidence at a traverse hearing. (see Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v. Chaplin, 65 AD3d 588 [2d Dept

2009] citing Bankers Trust Co. of Cal. v. Tsoukas, 303 AD2d 343 [2d Dept 2003] ; Bank of Am.

Nat. Trust & Sav Assn. v. Herrick, 233 AD2d 351 [2d Dept 1996].) In the case at bar, the Mr.

Khan avers that he does not live at the subject premises where service was conducted, the

plaintiff served him at the wrong address and he not know the JOHN DOE. As such, this issue

warrants a traverse hearing concerning whether Mr. Khan was properly served with the summons

and complaint, pursuant to CPLR § 308(2). (Frankel v. Schilling, 149 AD2d 657 [2d Dept

1989]; Finnegan v. Trimarco, 173 AD3d 691 [2d Dept 2019] ; Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. v.

Guerrero, 189 AD3d 1669 [2d Dept 2020]; Citimortgage, Inc. v. Erani, 180 AD3d 641 [2d Dept

2020]).
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(" ubj ect premi e "). Mr. Khan admit that he co-owns the subject premises. On July 18, 2021, 

the plaintiff commenced the instant action against the d fendants; and on September 14, 201 9 at 

8:00 p.m., she served the summons and complaint upon Mr. Khan by substitute service, pursuant 

to CPLR § 308(2). In particular, the plaintiff avers that her process server served a "JOHN 

DOE" at 88-20 162nd Street, 2nd Floor, Jamaica, New York 11432. Moreover, her process server 

mailed a copy of the summons and complaint to 88-20 162nd Street, Jamaica New York 11432. 

Thereafter, on October 1, 2019, the plaintiff filed the affidavit of service with the clerk of the 

court. Additionally, 9n October 11 , 2019, issue was joined, wherein Jaikarran Ramdeo ("Mr. 

Ramdeo") interposed an answer. Now, Mr. Khan seeks the above-described relief. 

Notwithstanding the same, the court must first determine whether it has personal jurisdiction 

over Mr. Khan. (Elm Mgt. Corp. v. Sprung, 33 AD3d 753 (2d Dept 2006); Falvo v. Cerra, 127 AD3d 

919 [2d Dept 2015] ; Itshaik v. Singh , 165 AD3d 902 [2d Dept 2018]; Aurora Loan Serv v. Gains, l 04 

AD3d 885 (2d Dept 2013]). 

It is well settled law that the plaintiff bears the ultimate burden of proving by a 

preponderance of th evidence that jurisdiction over the defendant was obtained by proper 

service. (Frankel v. Schilling, 149 AD2d 657 [2d Dept 1989]; Deutsche Bank Natl Co. v. 

Stolzberg, 165 AD3d 624 [2d Dept 2018); Wells Fargo Bank, NA. v. Heaven, 176 AD3d 761 [2d 

Dept 2019]). A process server's sworn affidavit of service ordinarily constitutes primafacie 

evidence of proper service. However, when a motion is made and there is an affidavit from the 

defendant that denies delivery of the summons, the process server's affidavit of service is 

rebutted and the plaintiff then has the burden of proving jurisdiction by a preponderance of the 

evidence at a traverse hearing. (see Wells Fargo Bank, NA. v. Chaplin, 65 AD3d 588 [2d Dept 

2009] citing Bankers Trust Co. of Cal. v. Tsoukas, 303 AD2d 343 [2d Dept 2003); Bank of Am. 

Nat. Trust & Sav Assn. v. Herrick, 233 AD2d 351 [2d Dept 1996] .) In the case at bar, the Mr. 

Khan avers tha he does not live at the subject premises where service was conducted, the 

plaintiff served him at the wrong address and he not know the JOHN DOE. As such, this issue 

warrants a traverse hearing concerning whether Mr. Khan was properly served with the summons 

and complaint, pursuant to CPLR § 308(2). (Frankel v. Schilling, 149 AD2d 657 [2d Dept 

1989]; Finnegan v. Trimarco, 173 AD3d 691 (2d Dept 2019]; Wells Fargo Bank, NA . v. 

Guerrero , 189 AD3d 1669 (2d Dept 2020] ; Citimortgage, Inc. v. Erani, 180 AD3d 641 (2d Dept 

2020]). 
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Furthermore, the plaintiff's cross motion for sanctions against Mr. Khan and his counsel

must denied. It is well settled that "[t]he court, in its discretion, may award to any party or

attorney in any civil action . . . costs in the form of reimbursement for actual expenses reasonably

incurred and reasonable attorney's fees, resulting from frivolous
conduct"

(22 NYCRR 130-1.1;

Stone Mtn. Holdings, LLC v. Spitzer, 119 AD3d 548 [2d Dept 2014]). Conduct is frivolous if:

(1) it is completely without merit in law and cannot be supported by a reasonable argument for

an extension, modification or reversal of existing law; (2) it is undertaken primarily to delay or

prolong the resolution of the litigation, or to harass or maliciously injure another; or (3) it asserts

material factual statements that are
false"

(22 NYCRR 130-1.1 (c); see Premier Capital v.

Damon Realty Corp., 299 AD2d 158, 158 [1st Dept 2002]). Moreover, "[t]he party seeking

sanctions has the burden to demonstrate that its opponent's conduct was frivolous within the

meaning of 22 NYCRR 130-1.1(c); Stone Mtn. Holding, LLC v. Spitzer, 119 AD3d 548 [2d

Dept 2014]). Here, plaintiff failed to demonstrate that Mr. Khan and/or his attorney engaged in

conduct within the meaning of § 130-1.1(c) (see Stone Mtn. Holdings, LLC v. Spitzer, 119 AD3d

548, 550 [2d Dept 2014]; see also Mascia v. Maresco, 39 AD3d 504 [2d Dept 2007]; Kucker v.

Kaminsky & Rich, 7 AD3d 491 [2d Dept 2004]). Contrary to plaintiff's contentions, the instant

motion is not frivolous; and Mr. Khan is not precluded from asserting his defenses. A review of

the record, clearly reveals that Mr. Khan previously asserted those defenses only to demonstrate

that he has a "potentially meritorious
defense"

for purposes of vacating the default judgment. In

fact, Mr. Khan's lack of personal jurisdiction defense was sufficient to vacate the default

judgment without resort to the other defenses.

Accordingly, it is hereby

ORDERED that Defendant Patrick Khan's motion seeking to dismiss the action pursuant

to CPLR § 3211(8), is granted to the extent that this matter is set down for a traverse hearing and

for final disposition of the motion at Part 42 of the Supreme Court, Queens County located at

25-10 Court Square, Long Island City, New York 11101, courtroom 208, on Wednesday, May

18, 2022 at 11:30 a.m.; and it is further,

ORDERED, that plaintiff is directed to produce the process server at the traverse hearing

with his logbook on penalty of dismissal; and it is further,

ORDERED that plaintiff's cross motion is denied in its entirety; and it is further,
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Furthermore, the plaintiffs cross motion for sanctions against Mr. Khan and his counsel 

must denied. It is well settled that "(t]he court, in its discretion, may award to any party or 

attorney in any civil action . . . costs in the form of reimbursement for actual expenses reasonably 

incurred and reasonable attorney's fees, resulting from frivolous conduct" (22 NYCRR 130-1.1 ; 

Stone Mtn. Holdings, LLC v. Spitzer, 119 AD3d 548 [2d Dept 2014 ]). Conduct is frivolous if: 

(1) it is completely without merit in law and cannot be supported by a reasonable argument for 

an extension, modification or reversal of existing law; (2) it is unde1taken primarily to delay or 

prolong the resolution of the litigation, or to harass or maliciously injure another; or (3) it asserts 

material factual statements that are false" (22 NYCRR 130-1. 1 (c); see Premier Capital v. 

Damon Realty Corp. , 299 AD2d 158, 158 [1st Dept 2002]). Moreover, "[t]he party seeking 

sanctions has the burden to demonstrate that its opponent's conduct was frivolous within the 

meaning of22 NYCRR 130-1.l(c); Stone Mtn. Holding. LLCv. Spitzer, 119 AD3d 548 [2d 

Dept 2014 ]). Here, plaintiff failed to demonstrate that Mr. Khan and/or bis attorney engaged in 

conduct within the meaning of§ 130-1.1 ( c) (see Stone Mtn. Holdings, LLC v. Spitzer, 119 AD3d 

548,550 (2d Dept 201 4); see also Mascia v. Maresco , 39 AD3d 504 [2d Dept 2007]; Kueker v. 

Kaminsky & Rich, 7 AD3d 491 [2d Dept 2004]). Contrary to plaintiff's contentions, the instant 

motion is not frivolous; and Mr. Khan is not precluded from asserting his defenses. A review of 

the record clearly reveals that Mr. Khan previously asserted those defen ses only to demonstrate 

that he has a "pot ntially meritorious defense'' for purposes of vacating the default judgment. In 

fact, Mr. Khan ' s lack of personal jurisdiction defense was sufficient to vacate the default 

judgment without resort to the other defenses. 

Accordingly, it is hereby 

ORDERED that Defendant Patrick Khan' s motion seeking to dismiss the action pursuant 

to CPLR § 32 11 (8), is granted to the extent that this matter is set down for a traverse hearing and 

for final disposition of the motion at Part 42 of the Supreme Court, Queens County located at 

25- 10 Court Square, Long Island City, New York 11101, courtroom 208, on Wednesday, May 

18, 2022 at 11 :30 a.m.; and it is further, 

ORDERED, that plaintiff is directed to produce the process server at the traverse hearing 

with his logbook on penalty of dismissal; and it is further , 

ORDERED that plaintiff's cross motion is denied in its entirety; and it is further, 
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ORDERED that Defendant Patrick Khan's shall serve a copy of this decision and order

with notice of entry upon the parties, via NYSCEF and certified mail, on or before March 10,

2022.

This constitutes the decision and order of this court.

Dated: February 18, 2022

Long Island City, New York

MAURICE E. MUIR, J.S.C.

FILED
2/24/2022

EEN COUNT
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ORDERED that Defendant Patrick Khan's shall serve a copy of this decision and order 

with notice of entry upon the parties, via NYSCEF and certified mail, on or before March 10, 

2022. 

This constitutes the decision and order of this court. 

Dated: February 18, 2022 
Long Island City, New York 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
--------------------------------------------x 
NATALIA BOIKO, INDEX NO. 12444120t9 

Plaintiff, 

- against - AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

PATRICK KHAN ANd JAIKARRAN RAMDEO, 

Defendants. 
-------------------------------------------x 

Joseph A. Cullina, being duly sworn, deposes, and says: 

I. I am over the age of eighteen, am not a party to the action, and live in Queens, New 

York. 

2. That on the 9th day of March 2022, I electronically filed the Order and Decision 
for Dismissal and Notice of Entry, filed in the Queens County Clerks Office on February 24, 
2022, via NYSCEF to the email addresses last known to NYSCEF, 

David S. Levy, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
225 Broadway, Fifth Floor 
New York, New York I 0007 

dlevy@

Sworn to before me this 
.,--____, of March 2022 

~6,,&- ,b~ 
oseph Cullina 

Law Offices of Karen L. Lawrenc\ 
Attorney for Defendant RAMDEO 
1225 Franklin Avenue Suite 100 
Garden City, New York 11530-1659 
File No: 0559496046.1 

E. JANICE BAR 
Nota1y Public, State of Nc:w York 

No. OI BA5079779 
Qualitioo in Nassau County 

Commission Expires June 6, 2023 

EXHIBIT 67
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 
--------------------------------------------x 
NATALIA BOIKO, INDEX NO. 12444120t9 

Plaintiff, 

- against - AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 

PATRICK KHAN ANd JAIKARRAN RAMDEO, 

Defendants. 
-------------------------------------------x 

Joseph A. Cullina, being duly sworn, deposes, and says: 

I. I am over the age of eighteen, am not a party to the action, and live in Queens, New 

York. 

2. That on the 9th day of March 2022, I sent the Notice of Entry, and Order of 
Dismissal (which was filed in the Queens County Clerks Office on February 24, 2022) 
depositing a true copy thereof enclosed in a post paid wrapper via certified mail, in an official 
depository under the exclusive care and custody of the U.S. Postal Service within the New 
York State, addressed to each of the following persons at the last known address set forth after 
each name: 

David S. Levy, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
225 Broadway, Fifth Floor 
New York, New York 10007 

dlevy@

Sworn to before me this 

'' day of~ Mar~ 

otary ublic 

(-1g~A-~~ 
Joseph Cullina 

Law Offices of Karen L. Lawrenc\ 
Attorney for Defendant RAMDEO 
1225 Franklin Avenue Suite 100 
Garden City, New York 11530-1659 
File No: 0559496046.1 

E. JANICE BAR 
Notaiy Public, State of New York 

No. 0 I BA5079779 
Qualified in Nassau County 

Commission Expires June 6, 2023 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
QUEENS COUNTY: COMPLIANCE SETTLEMENT AND CONFERENCE PART 

COMPLIANCE CONFERENCE ORDER 

PRESENT: _________ _ 
Justice 

--------------------X 
lEMA,JOSE R 

Plaintiff, Index 
Number! Tn.763/2020 I 

-against-

IGUAZHCO, LUIS 

DateRJI __ _ 
Filed: l04/27fl021 I 

Defendant. 
--------------------X 

The parties having failed to submit a Compliance Conference Stipulation and 

Order on ______ , this Court issues the following Order, sua sponte. 

IT IS ORDERED THAT: 

1. All sides having been notified of this conference and having failed to appear, are 

held to be in default and shall be considered bound by this Order. 

2. There shall be compliance with all outstanding notices and demands of any 

party, within thirty (30) days from the date of this Order, including but not limited to 

service of Bills of Particulars. 

3. (a) All parties shall appear for Examination Before Trial on or before thirty (30) 

days. All depositions shall be conducted virtually, unless otherwise agreed upon in 
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writing by the parties. Parties shall produce all relevant books, records and documents 

for use at said deposition(s). 

(b) Priority shall be in the order of notices served. 

(c) Once begun, deposition(s) shall continue day to day until completed and shall 

not be adjourned without the consent of this Court. 

(d) Transcript(s) of these deposition(s) shall be forwarded to the deposed party 

within thirty (30) days of the deposition and shall be returned, duly executed, 

within twenty (20) days thereafter. 

(e) If not already done, transcript(s) of prior deposition(s) shall be forwarded to 

the deposed party within twenty (20) days of this Order and shall be returned, 

duly executed, within twenty (20) days thereafter. 

(f) Any subpoenas for deposition of non-party witnesses must be served no later 

than forty-five (45) days after depositions of parties, provided such witness is 

known by completion of party depositions, and if not known at that time, within 

forty-five (45) days of first disclosure or identification of such witness or within the 

discretion of the Court. 

4. Any further notices and demands shall be made in compliance with CPLR §3120. 

5. Medical record and employment authorizations shall be furnished within thirty (30) 

days of this Order. Physical examinations of the plaintiff(s), pursuant to 22 NYCRR 

§202.17, shall be completed no later than forty-five (45) days after the deposition(s) of 

the plaintiff(s). A copy of the examining physician's report shall be furnished to all other 

parties within forty-five (45) days of said examination. 

Page 2 of 4 
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04/24/2022A fully executed discovery order shall be submitted 

Parties may request a virtual conference at that time by including

such request on page 7 of the order if needed. 

========
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6. Pursuant to CPLR §3212(a), motions for summary judgement shall be made 

within one hundred twenty (120) days of the filing of the Note of Issue or in accordance 

with the assigned Judge's part rules. 

7. on . Counsel -----

are required to be fully familiar with all 

aspects of the action and have full authority to resolve all issues which may arise, 

including settlement. 

8. Medicare Liens: If plaintiff is a Medicare recipient or eligible, plaintiff shall, within 

thirty (30) days, provide defendant(s) with the details of said lien(s), or if unknown, 

copies of correspondence to Medicare, evidencing plaintiff's efforts to determine the 

outstanding claim against said plaintiff/ beneficiary, should one exist. 

9. lmpleader: All third-party actions shall be commenced on or before the next 

Compliance Conference date. Joinder of a third-party action beyond this date without 

leave of Court may result in a severance. 

10. All parties shall disclose in writing the existence of any insurance agreements, 

including umbrella and/or excess coverage, as described in CPLR §3101 (f) within thirty 

(30) days of this Order. 

11. The failure of a party to produce discovery as directed by this Order may result 

in the preclusion of production of said evidence by that party at the time of trial. The 

failure to produce a party for a deposition as directed above may result in the preclusion 

of said party from testifying at the time of trial. So too, any discovery not demanded 

pursuant to this Order shall be deemed a waiver of same. 

Page 3 of 4 
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12. Counsel and self-represented litigants are under a continuing obligation to notify 

the Court as promptly as possible in the event that an action is settled, discontinued or 

otherwise disposed of, or if a case or motion has become wholly or partially moot, or if a 

party has died or filed a petition in bankruptcy. Such notification shall be made to the 

assigned Judge in writing. 

13. A Note of Issue and Certificate of Readiness may not be filed before the next 

Compliance Conference date unless: (1) a Certification Order has been issued BY A 

JUDGE OF THE COMPLIANCE CONFERENCE PART; or (2) a stipulation has been 

executed by all counsel indicating that all discovery is complete and a copy of the 

stipulation is filed with the Note of Issue; or (3) such other Order is issued by the Court. 

DATED: _____ _ 

SO ORDERED: 

J.S.C. 
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Lema v. :Gu~~hc) et al Index #: 722763/2020 
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~ ~ '~-~ . ~ .0.·-,,_,,,.·:··~0.0, .,·.,, 

Fr¢ rn,:: ~'old.en law@ . .. 

• • \tHeJ~lawoffic:;~ ;f~nhy31~~

'W~tinesd~91 J,~tqary 5, 2P22'at 03:49 PM ESli 

b~a,r .Mr;:Kttsper; 

1·re,(;)~i:1,1e,q yo!Jr.0rl '· 
0(1)temb$(.~~.i2Q21 and 

·' wa~bQrjf~sed for th!:!'.(ond~1r19r~a,~6ns: 

1) ;:rM 111~tl6n was retAt~.~b1Ji9,n Qecemb~rJ, 2:oi~. tw~nty • on~ day~ befote '.yql.l ~erJ~d lh¢• Qrois M~ti9ri,: •• • 
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. 1) yq~ ~~:d..e tha. cross n'lbticfo r~.tutqabl(ipn the s;~e, d~~·fe>tJ se,r,/~q tfjfl Cross M
0

o(f◊!J, 
,, ••• , '>.' ·< : , .'· ,·'.'%:- '·. :.. < . : ,{; • .•', 

• 2) ybiga~«:me /10 time to resp'.·· • 9. the Cross M*l),9:n,f 
. '" • , . ·-.~ ·, 

... . , .3,) you ma¢!~ ti\~ ,r,qtion .after,~ef • ted to the Qu~ens Civil Court. , (I wqu(d hi;We thought the proper 
CQ~~e of.a:pttoi1 W9uld haY~.~;~errto.$~~kl.eave, o. expused as oouns~I for the plaintiff~). 

• .. >• •. • · ...... · 1 cheb~e~ tbe qpurt ;~·a~rd~!t~ci~y and f~und tft~t;:~ou.are st1u'tM ;;1\tproey for Pl~rh(;ffs despite your ~lt;1ction·~$ .ti:. 
• ~l~O Court Juggij,. i'.ftJere .is n6app}frJallbn to pe relle◊~dls. col.inset for E?l~i/iJiffs anct .the ht I$. rte> Sttpulation ccins$'ir'itfn~ . 

.. '.ts:r¢naoge of Attc>rrfey,/ ' • • • • ••• • ·•• • •. • • • •• ' ·• • • • s' • 
., . . ... .; .',·. ", 

. ·. I wasiJ~stiiri; rmed by tli~"(;ourtctbatJhe Motion ancl. Cross Mot!o,rlr:Hhe above rnatt~r. ~~.een adjourn~ct'td. 
·fe~iu~ry 16, ~P?t . : ooncern~d.thafyoy mayd9 ni:>thinlfontll Fe.bfiJary 1e;~o22. andJheh f~e,Court for a:/. 
f4JiQE!lf~l<ten~l~ri}of rn~· tk subsmt(~~:~h:Otfie,r attorri~Yl9t:l..en,a and Qell~(i, • •• • • 

· .... :<'. ; ., ur~e ipGto r!)~ke arrarge~~6ts;.immedia(e!y1~0~~$Ub~titutiQrtf~fr~9,alcoun,se1>; Pl~§ls:~ (;!qvise<your cU~qt t6at)f •• .. 
• • .an apphcatlon fS m:/ild@ on Februa!'Y • 16, 2022 for ye~ anoth~r, ad Jo urn ru~n.t of the motion I YJllt!:itrenoµ$1y opposer the, 

application. ··' • • •• • •• • • • · • 
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ij$€1peotfully $Jt/mltted, 

Rio~ard N,Go!b~n 
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From: goldenlaw@  

To: QSCPART2@ ; 1enny37@ ; thejklawoffice@  

Date: Thursday, January 27, 2022 at 03:13 PM EST 

Dear Mr. Weider: 

A letter was sent to the Court on January 18, 2022 advising the Court that Judge Kasper has not been 
relieved as counsel and there has been no substitution of counsel. (See NYSCEF) 

In light of the above facts, I requested that the Court issue an amened Order extending time to complete 
discovery after January 28th. • 

As of this date I have not received any communication from Judge Kasper and I have not received any 
confirmation that the time to complete discovery has been extended. 

Please bring this to the Court's attention. 

Thank you. 

Richard N. Golden 
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• Fefom:, go!derilaw@  • , . ·,,· .. 

• 10: • th~Jki~woffke@  l~nnyl7@a ; QSCPART2@ . , • 

Pate: ftiday,February4)fo22 ~t 01:03PM EST 

• Dear Ju,dge'~~sper: 

tfi • ·•.· ~!h:J.O; cross motjon and.Qt~e.no $QOW caµse ~re cqr;ffJritly.qh th~(Ja1,i~dfl,t' fqr February 16, .20~?;, lhtwe 
sent e nia(1~;. • • 9JJ January 5, 14 Eln4 27 requesting (}jaC£ou m~ke a() ;9ppllo}1UoJiJO;J.)e reHeyed as couns~Ll?r ~h~t a· 
Stlpulatlcm Q Pe filed befqre:tne.returri qate Oh F~braul:y'.'rt6, 492.2.. • •. . • •• 

A . t have not ~~;c,~i~eg a response. • / .• .•• • •. •·· > •·· •. ·•· •. •. . .•.. · •.. • . .· .•.. . . . .. . . . . • •• 
•• lr}qti . d t'P make an 8J'.lRH,ciatl¢n l<'.!r a further adjournment 01'.l February 16,; ~022twu1 ,VigQtom,ly oppose 

your applicatior'H{: 
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From: goldenlaw@  

To: thejklawoffice@ ; 1enny37@ ; QSCPart2  

Date: Friday, February 11, 2022 at 04:20 PM EST 

Dear Judge Kasper: 

I have not received any response from you rearding my emails to you on January 5, 14, and 27. 
The Motion, Cross Motion and Order to Show Cause in th.is matter are returnable on February 16, 2022. I do not 
understand why you have not made an application to be relieved as counsel. 

I have expressed my concern that you will wait until February 16, 2022 and then make your application to be relieved 
thereby dragging out this matter further with the hope you can squeeze a concession from my clients. 

I state to you in no uncertain terms that any request for a further adjournment will be vigorously opposed. 
Furthermore, my clients shall not agree to any concessions to either Plaintiff. 

Very truly yours, 

Richard N. Golden 
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;€iiii;: .J ka$pef (t~eJklijW~ffice@i ) 

• to': . hw1~~er ~{qsc~sh2@

lennt37@ ·.goia~btavv@

ThQ.r:d~y,. ~~~ry~ry 17, ~Q~ipt .01 :lf p~ ~$1 

•Mt: ... t~ma ':~~s ~j':~f'lt1pt ·of}f\4[:i. K~$p~t\, whpl~ now 
J!-Jcl~e:~asper .. A$ JUcJge ~~spetsi:$;J10 lqpger ·.•. 
allci'W.~d.itQ P.~$cticetl6\.W~Mr:. µetpaW~t:trylpgto .. ' ... 
·request:z~n ~dJqurhinent frorttthe. d~·urt} ir1:clrcter for. 
him to ·06~,ain n~w coUns~I. • 

• {M~~te>PP$~ bY tfi~roffie<~ tg/day t9 .:@Sk ff?I hel~ In . 
doipg.~6.,J.arn:r~qµ~sUqg op.b~!j;~lf qfJv1r. Lemij 

• c1 a~ld~y atjjqµrntrj·ijnt foh.hirn to find new· cou n~el. 

• Th~nKyqu f6r y,our.~onsider~tion: 
' . \;>::- ,. .,. 

JoniceB . .u:.··. 

Attot11~y atL.P.w ,, .. ,;. . ;;: . 

. ,,. . . . 
": 1bp-30: 9rq.ssb,y?ijoulevEi,i~. • •• • 
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Short Form Order 

3/1/2022 
COUNTY CLERK 

QUEENS COUNTY 

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT ... QUEENS COUNTY 

Present: Honorable ALLAN B. WEISS 
Justice 

JOSE R. LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI, 

-against ... 

LUIS GUAZHCO et·al. --,_ . --- - , 

Defendants. 

lASPART2 ,.i;. •••• 

Index No. 722763/20 

Motion Oat¢: 2/16/22 

Motion Seq. No. l 

The papers numbered EF Document Numbers 1-31, 44, s:2, & 59-82, found on 
NYSCEF, were read on the motion by defendants Khoko~_ Chowdhury and Fax 
Realty, Inc., d/b/a 125 Ash Drive ('~Fax"), to dismiss the .complaint, bar the_ 
plaintiff from bringing another action without the written appt9V'al Qf this Court 
,concerning the ownership of the Property in action, and the .cr<>ss-IJ1otion by the 
plaintiffs for mote time _to effecJ service of process nunc pro tune, to setve a • 
supplemental surmnons and complaint, to add parties and other relief: 

The fact$ of this action have been the subject of several actions both in this 
Court and in the Civil Court, .Queens County. Three jqdges have alread, written 
issued decisions and ord~rs describing th~ defendant F ~ as fl bona fide ptit¢haser. 
)'he property has since been cortveyed twice to new purc~ers. 

The decision of Judge Maria Ressos} under Civil Court fudex Number 
71346/2018:f o Uowing a trial is fatal to the plaintiff$' complaint. the pfaintlff }Qse 
R, Lema (''Lema'~J{}id.not appeal that decision. He is collaterally estopped from 
relitigating those issues now. The prior ,action is resjudicata here. See, J-µlien J. 
Studley, Inc. v. Lefrak, 66 A.D.2d 208 (2nd Dept. 1979). 

This Court makes an additional observation based on the tacts as found by 
JudgeRes$os. Lema cl:ahn.ed in that casethathetransferred thetitle to the house 
to def~ndant Luis Guazho in order to h_ide pr?perty from bis bis _soon to be e:x-

1 6 f 2 
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wife. The basis of the complaint in the present action sounds. in constructive trust 
and in relat~d equitable causes of action. Aside from the legal defense of 
collateral es~oppel barring relitigation of the plaintiffs' claims, equity will bar 
relief to Lenia based on his being in pari delicto with defendant Luis Guazho. 

The first branch of the motion to d1smiss the complaint is granted. 

The second branch of the motion requesting that plaintiffs be barred from 
commencing yet another action over the same property transaction and the same 
events that was the basis of Judge Ressos's decision is also granted. On the series 
of events recounted by_Judge Ressos, and the facts·ofthe presept complaint, the 
Court directs the Clerk not to accept for ttling another action by the plaintiffs· 
concerning the same subject matter without a prior order of this Court allowing it. 

The cross-motion by the plaintiffs for permission to enlarge the time to 
effect service nunc pro tune, serve a supplemental summons, and add defendants, 
and for other. relief is, in all respects, denied. The Court has read the contentions 
of the plaintiffs and finds them to be without merit and barred from consideration 
under well-settled principles of collateral estoppel and res judicata. • 

The Court, on even date, has rendered a decisio1:1 on Motion Sequence 

Number 2. 

Dated: March 
0#64 

/~!!!!!!!!;!!!!!!!!:!!!!!!!!

2

~!!!!!!!!E!!!!!!!!!!!D!!!!!!!!!. '._!!Iii.._ .••...•••••• ~-•••••••••••• 

J.S.C. 
3/1/2022 

COUNTY CLERK 
QUEENS COUNTY 

2 

2 of 2· 
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FILED 

Short Fonn~Or:der· 

3/1/2022 
COUNTY CLERK 

QUEENS CO.UNTV 

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT - QUEENS COUNTY -• 

Pr~serte Honorable ALLAN B. WElSS 
Justice 

JOSE R. I.EMA and LISETTE CELLERI, 

Plaintiffs, 

LUIS GUAZHCO, et al., 

IASPART2 

Index No, 722763/20 

Moti'on Date: 2116/22 

Motiqt.t Seq, No. 2 

Tlie papetajxtqmhered EF Document Numbers 33-40, 54, & 85-90, found on 
NYSCBF, were read on the motion by defendant Luis Guazhco to dismiss the 
co1nplaint,.)on various grounds. 

·:::;·:·.;:·; :·· 
~:~·.-.:· :· ... 

The :facts of this action have been the subject of several actions QQth in this 
Court and µi the Civil Court, Queens County. Three judges have already written -
issued dec(sfons and orders describing the defendant .Fax as· a bona fide purchaser. 
Tb~ property has s"irtce beert c.ortveyed twice to new pwchasets. -

First; the co .. plaintiff Lisette Celleri has no and never had ,a possessory 
it)terest in {he J~ubject property ¥}d thus she has rio standing, AU claims brought 
on h~r b~half are, therefore, di,smissed.- • 

.Second, ihe decision of Judge Maria Res sos, under Civil C<,urt Jndex 
Number 71,346/2018.,following a trial is fatal to the plaintiffs; complaint. The 
plaintiff J d~elt. L~ma tLema;;) did not appeal that decision. He is ~ollaferally 
estopped from relitigating those issues now. The prior action is r¢S Jtrdicata heft,. 
See~ Julie,fJ .Studley, Inc. v. Lefrak, 66 A.O.Zd 208 (211d• Dept, H>'79). 

ihe first branch of the motion to dismiss the complaint is granted. 

The Court, on even date; has rendered-.a d~ci$iOrt on MotiPn Seqµeil~~ 

1 o f 2 
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Number 1. 

Dated: Match 
D#64 

/ , 2022 
FILED , 

3/1/2022 . A COUNTY CLERK 
QUEENS COUNTY 

• • ♦ ■ ■ ■ ♦ • ♦ ■ • ♦ • • ♦ • ♦ ♦♦ ♦ ♦ ■ ♦ I ♦♦•♦♦■♦♦♦♦•♦♦♦••♦♦•♦ 

J.S.C. 

2 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF QUEENS

_________________________________________________________________Ç

JOSE R. LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI, Index No. 722763/2020

Plaintiff,

-against- NOTICE OF APPEAL

LUIS GUAZHCO, FAX REALTY INC., d/b/a 125 ASH DRIVE,

KHOKON CHOWDHURY, MITCHELL .E SILBOWITZ,

ROBERT LAGARENNE, M&T BANK, CTC ABSTRACT

SFRVICES, LLC.

Defendants.

________________________________________________________________Ç

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Jose R Lema hereby appeals to the Appellate Division of

the Supreme Court of the State of New York, Second Judicial Department, from an

Order/Decision of the Supreme Court, Queens County, dated March 1, 2022, and this is

an appeal from each and every part of said order.

Dated: Ozone Park, New York

March 1, 2022

Yours, etc.,

William D. shanahan

Attorney for Plaintiffs-Appellants

114 Old Country Road

Mineola, New York 11501

2179

TO: Queens County Clerk

Room 106

88-11 Sutphin Boulevard

Jamaica, New York 11435

Leonard J. Falcone

Attorneys for Defendant Luis Guazhco

226 7th Street - Suite 302

Garden City, N.Y. 11530

FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 04/04/2022 06:07 AM INDEX NO. 722763/2020
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1 of 8

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 

---------------------------------------------------X 
JOSE R. LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI, 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

Index No. 722763/2020 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 

LUIS GUAZHCO, FAX REALTY INC., d/b/a 125 ASH DRIVE, 

KHOKON CHOWDHURY, MITCHELL .E SILBOWITZ, 

ROBERT LAGARENNE, M&T BANK, CTC ABSTRACT 

SFRVICES, LLC. 

Defendants. 

----------------------------------------------------------X 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Jose R Lema hereby appeals to the Appellate Division of 

the Supreme Court of the State of New York, Second Judicial Department, from an 

Order/Decision of the Supreme Court, Queens County, dated March 1, 2022, and this is 

an appeal from each and every part of said order. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
March 1, 2022 

TO: Queens County Clerk 
Room 106 
88-11 Sutphin Boulevard 
Jamaica, New York 11435 

Leonard J. Falcone 
Attorneys for Defendant Luis Guazhco 
226 7th Street - Suite 302 
Garden City, N.Y. 11530 

Yours, etc., 

~.~ 
William D. Shanahan 

Attorney for Plaintiffs-Appellants 
114 Old Country Road 

Mineola, New York 11501 
2179 
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Richard Golden, Esq.

Attorney for Defendants Fax Realty Inc d	/a 125 Ash Drive and Khokon Chowdhury

118-35 Queens Blvd. - Ste. 1220

Forest Hilss, N.Y. 1 1375
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Richard Golden, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendants Fax Realty Inc d/b/a 125 Ash Drive and Khokon Chowdhury 
118-35 Queens Blvd. - Ste. 1220 
Forest Hilss, N.Y. 1 1375 



9npreme Eaurt of 11 e 9tate of New Warlt

Appellate Binisian: lubicial Bepartment
Informational Statement (Pursuant to 22 NYCRR 1250,3 [a]) - Civil

-ru.n

JOSE R LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI,

Plaintiffs - Appelants,
Date Notice of Appeal Filed

- against -

LUISGUAZHCO,FAXREALTYINC., . . . ,_ .
d/b/a125ASHDRIVE,KHOKONCHOWDHURY, . . S1014
MITCHELL,ESILBOWITZ,ROBERTLAGARENNE, .
M&TBANK,CTCABSTRACTSFRVicES,LLC.,

Defendants- Respondents.

O Civil Action ¡ CPLR article 78 Proceeding E Appeal O Transferred Proceeding

¡ CPLR article 75 Arbitration O Special Proceeding Other ¡ Original Proceedings O CPLR Article 78

¡ Action Commenced under CPLR 214-g O Habeas Corpus Proceeding O CPLR Article 78 ¡ Executive Law § 298

¡ Eminent Domain ¡ CPLR 5704 Review

O Labor Law 220 or 220-b

O Public Officers Law § 36

O Real Property Tax Law § 1278

IBMMMITINFRN.E a . a ...a . a a . I- a a .

¡ Administrative Review ¡ Business Relationships ¡ Commercial ¡ Contracts

¡ Declaratory Judgment ¡ Domestic Relations . ¡ Election Law O Estate Matters

¡ Family Court ¡ Mortgage Foreclosure ¡ Miscellaneous O Prisoner Discipline & Parole

M Real Property ¡ Statutory ¡ Taxation ¡ Torts

(other than foreclosure)

Informational Statement - Civil
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Informational Statement (Pursuant to 22 NYCRR 1250.3 (a]) - Civil 

CJse Title Set forth the title ol the c,1,e as It ,qJpczit son the ,umnwns, notice ot pct1t1on l'r order to 
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JOSE R LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI, 

Plaintiffs - Appelants, 

- against -

LUIS GUAZHCO, FAX REALTY INC .. 
dlbla 125 ASH DRIVE, KHOKON CHOWDHURY, 
MITCHELL .E SILBOWITZ, ROBERT LAGARENNE, 
M&T BANK, CTC ABSTRACT SFRVICES, LLC., 

Defendants • Respondents. 

G,~'"~"'" ~ .. ~{, ., ,: 1L r-: ,"::1...~u:tr2~-: {ii 

Date Notice of Appeal Filed 

Iii Civil Action 

D CPLR article 75 Arbitration 
0 Action Commenced under CPLR 214-g 

D CPLR article 78 Proceeding 

D Special Proceeding Other 

D Habeas Corpus Proceeding 

Iii Appeal 

D Original Proceedings 
0 CPLR Article 78 

D Transferred Proceeding 
0 CPLR Article 78 

D Executive Law § 298 

□ CPLR 5704 Review D Eminent Domain 

D Labor Law 220 or 220-b 

D Public Officers Law § 36 

D Real Propeny Tax Law § 1278 

Nature of Suit: Check up tu three of the followmg categones \\ hich best reflect ttic mturc of the cc1,c 

□ Administrative Review □ Business Relationships □ Commercial □ Contracts 
□ Declaratory Judgment D Domestic Relations □ Election Law D Estate Matters 

. -
D Family Court □ Mortgage Foreclosure □ Miscellaneous D Prisoner Discipline & Parole 
Iii Real Property □ Statutory □ Taxation □ Torts 

(other than foreclosure) 

Informational Statement - Civil 



Paper Appealed From (Check one only): If an appeal has been taken from more than one order or

judgment by the filing of this notice of appeal, please

indicate the below information for each such order or

judgment appealed from on a separate sheet of paper.

¡ Amended Decree ¡ Determination Eii Order O Resettled Order

¡ Amended Judgement O Finding ¡ Order & Judgment ¡ Ruling

¡ Amended Order ¡ Interlocutory Decree ¡ Partial Decree ¡ Other (specify):

O Decision ¡ Interlocutory Judgment ¡ Resettled Decree

¡ Decree ¡ Judgment O Resettled Judgment

Court: Supreme Court 5 County: Queens 8
Dated: 03/01/2022 Entered:03/01/2022

Judge (name in full):Allan B Weiss Index No.:72763/2020

Stage: O Interlocutory iii Final O Post-Final Trial: ¡ Yes El No If Yes: O Jury O Non-Jury
Prior Unperfected Appealand Related Case Information

Are any appeals arising in the same action or proceeding currently pending in the court? ¡ Yes No

If Yes, please set forth the Appellate Division Case Number assigned to each such appeal.

Where appropriate, indicate whether there is any related action or proceeding now in any court of this or any other

jurisdiction, and if so, the status of the case:

Commenced by: ¡ Order to Show Cause ¡ Notice of Petition O Writ of Habeas Corpus | Date Filed:

Statute authorizing commencement of proceeding in the Appellate Division:

Court: Choose Court County: Choose County

Judge (name in full): Order of Transfer Date:

Court: Choose Court County: Choose County

Judge (name in full): Dated:

Description: If an appeal, briefly describe the paper appealed from. If the appeal is from an order, specify the relief

requested and whether the motion was granted or denied. If an original proceeding commenced in this court or transferred

pursuant to CPLR 7804(g), briefly describe the object of proceeding. If an application under CPLR 5704, briefly describe the

nature of the ex parte order to be reviewed.

This is an appeal from an Order /Decision granting Defendant Guazhco's motion to dismiss the action

and denying indirectly
Plaintiffs'

cross motion to enlarge the time to serve parties and related relief,

including amending the complaint.

Informational Statement - Civil
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Appeal 

Paper Appealed From (Check one only): If an appeal has been taken from more than one order or 
judgment by the filing of this notice of appeal, please 
indicate the below information for each such order or 
judgment appealed from on a separate sheet of paper. 

□ Amended Decree □ Determination !!I Order □ Resettled Order 
□ Amended Judgement □ Finding □ Order & Judgment □ Ruling 
□ Amended Order □ Interlocutory Decree □ Partial Decree □ Other (specify): 
□ Decision □ Interlocutory Judgment D Resettled Decree 
□ Decree □ Judgment □ Resettled Judgment 

Court: Supreme Court ~ County: Queens B 
Dated: 03/01/2022 Entered:03/01/2022 
Judge (name in full):Allan B Weiss Index No.:72763/2020 

Stage: □ Interlocutory !iiil Final □ Post-Final Trial: □ Yes !iiil No If Yes: □ Jury 
Prior 'u_11p~rfected Appeal and Related Case Information 

Are any appeals arising in the same action or proceeding currently pending in the court? 
If Yes, please set forth the Appellate Division Case Number assigned to each such appeal. 

□ Yes ~ No 

Where appropriate, indicate whether there is any related action or proceeding now in any court of this or any other 
jurisdiction, and if so, the status of the case: 

Description: If an appeal, briefly describe the paper appealed from. If the appeal is from an order, specify the relief 
requested and whether the motion was granted or denied. If an original proceeding commenced in this court or transferred 
pursuant to CPLR 7804(g), briefly describe the object of proceeding. If an application under CPLR 5704, briefly describe the 
nature of the ex pa rte order to be reviewed. 

This is an appeal from an Order /Decision granting Defendant Guazhco's motion to dismiss the action 
and denying indirectly Plaintiffs' cross motion to enlarge the time to serve parties and related relief, 
including amending the complaint. 

Informational Statement - Civil 



Issues: Specify the issues proposed to be raised on the appeal, proceeding, or application for CPLR 5704 review, the grounds

for reversal, or modification to be advanced and the specific relief sought on appeal.

The lower court erred in granting defendant Guazhco's Order to Show Cause pursuant to CPLR 3211,

seeking dismissal because said Order to Show Cause was filed untimely pursuant to CPLR 3211 (e) and

Plaintiffs had timely cross moved to extend the time to serve pursuant to CPLR 306-b and amend the

complaint to add a cause of action for unjust enrichment, which was not res judicata or counter esstopel,

and
Plaintiffs'

crossmotion denied by reference should have been granted.

Instructions: Fill in the name of each party to the action or proceeding, one name per line. If this form is to be filed for an

appeal, indicate the status of the party in the court of original instance and his, her, or its status in this court, if any. If this

form is to be filed for a proceeding commenced in this court, fill in only the party's name and his, her, or its status in this

court.

No. Party Name Original Status Appellate Division Status

1 JOSE LEMA Plaintiff Appellant

2 LISETTE CELLERI Plaintiff Appellant

3 LUIS GUZHCO Defendant Appellant-Respondent

4 FAX REALTY INC d/b/a 125 ASH DRIVE Defendant Appellant-Respondent

5 KHOKON CHOWDHURY Defendant Appellant-Respondent

6 ROBERT LAGARENE Defendant Appellant-Respondent

7 M & T BANK Defendant Appellant-Respondent

8 CTC ABSTRACT SERVICES, LLC Defendant Appellant-Respondent

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Informational Statement - Civil
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Issues: Specify the issues proposed to be raised on the appeal, proceeding, or application for CPLR 5704 review, the grounds 
for reversal, or modification to be advanced and the specific relief sought on appeal. 

The lower court erred in granting defendant Guazhco's Order to Show Cause pursuant to CPLR 3211, 
seeking dismissal because said Order to Show Cause was filed untimely pursuant to CPLR 3211 (e) and 
Plaintiffs had timely cross moved to extend the time to serve pursuant to CPLR 306-b and amend the 
complaint to add a cause of action for unjust enrichment, which was not res judicata or counter esstopel, 
and Plaintiffs' crossmotion denied by reference should have been granted. 

Party Information 

Instructions: Fill in the name of each party to the action or proceeding, one name per line. If this form is to be filed for an 
appeal, indicate the status of the party in the court of original instance and his, her, or its status in this court, if any. If this 
form is to be filed for a proceeding commenced in this court, fill in only the party's name and his, her, or its status in this 
court. 

No. Party Name Original Status Appellate Division Status 
1 JOSE LEMA Plaintiff Appellant 
2 LISETTE CELLERI Plaintiff Appellant 
3 LUISGUZHCO Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
4 FAX REAL TY INC d/b/a 125 ASH DRIVE Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
5 KHOKON CHOWDHURY Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
6 ROBERT LAGARENE Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
7 M&T BANK Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
8 CTC ABSTRACT SERVICES, LLC Defendant Appellant-Respondent 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
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Instructions: Fill in the names of the attorneys or firms for the respective parties. If this form is to be filed with the

notice of petition or order to show cause by which a special proceeding is to be commenced in the Appellate Division,

only the name of the attorney for the petitioner need be provided. In the event that a litigant represents herself or

himself, the box marked "Pro
Se"

must be checked and the appropriate information for that litigant must be supplied

in the spaces provided.

Attorney/Firm Name: William D Shanahan

Address:114 Old Country Road - Suite 200

City:Mineola State:NY Zip:11501 Telephone No: 2500

E-mail Address:wshanny@aol.c

Attorney Type: M Retained ¡ Assigned ¡ Government O Pro Se ¡ Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above)'1, 2-,,----,,-----,--,,-------,,”,,-~,-----,----,-
Attorney/Firm Name: Leonard J. Falcone

Address:2267thStreet - Suite 302

City:Garden City State:NY Zip:11530 Telephone No:51

E-mail Address:1enny37@aol.

Attorney Type: E Retained ¡ Assigned ¡ Government ¡ Pro Se O Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):3

Attorney/Firm Name: Richard N Golden

Address:118-35 Queens Blvd

City:Forest Hills State:NY Zip:11375 Telephone No:7

E-mail Address:Goldenlaw@nyc.rr

Attorney Type: M Retained O Assigned O Government ¡ Pro Se ¡ Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):4, 5------------,- --------------~,---,,
Attorney/Firm Name:

Address:

City: State: Zip: Telephone No:

E-mail Address:

Attorney Type: ¡ Retained ¡ Assigned O Government O Pro Se ¡ Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):

Attorney/Firm Name:

Address:

City: State: Zip: Telephone No:

E-mail Address:

Attorney Type: ¡ Retained ¡ Assigned O Government O Pro Se O Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):-,,.,------------------,,-----,-----,
Attorney/Firm Name: ..
Address:

City: State: Zip: Telephone No:

E-mail Address:

Attorney Type: ¡ Retained ¡ Assigned ¡ Government O Pro Se ¡ Pro Hac Vice

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):---,----------,------------
Informational Statement - Civil
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.-
--

Attorney Information ~ - - - -=? - - -

--..... - - - - --- - ...---- _.......,.._ ...,-.,,--.-
'" 

.. .....,--:- __.__ ~ ~~--'_--::::--_-:::_~-- - - . - - - - -
Instructions: Fill in the names of the attorneys or firms for the respective parties. If this form is to be filed with the 
notice of pet ition or order to show cause by which a specia l proceeding is to be commenced in the Appellate Division, 
only the name of the attorney for the petitioner need be provided . In the event that a litigant represents herself or 
himself, the box marked "Pro Se" must be checked and the appropriate informat ion for that litigant must be supplied 
in the spaces provided . 

Attorney/Firm Name: William D Shanahan 

Address: 114 Old Country Road - Suite 200 

City: Mineola I State:NY I Zip :11501 I Telephone No: 2500 

E-mail Address:wshanny@

Attorney Type: ~ Retained □ Assign ed D Government 0 Pro Se 0 Pro Hae Vice 

Party or Parties Represented (set forth pa rty number(s) from table above)1, 2 
J',~#~~,yr-~~~4'!'J"'~~711'/:#Yllt'#·IAIP_...,..~M_,.,..W',_,.~..,._,~~r#.!#_,,,._,~._Alfftr~4e7t'_..,,'WWl!~C;S-~:,#'~~-1" 

Attorney/Firm Name: Leonard J. Falcone 

Address:2267thStreet - Suite 302 

City:Garden City I State: NY I Zip :11530 I Telephone No:

E-ma il Address :lenny37@

Attorney Type: ~ Retained □ Assigned 0 Government 0 Pro Se 0 Pro Hae Vice 

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above):3 
~~~Jfl )fl '.}11:..Mt'»' r,-,r~_.~.,~,#:.,,.,.l':lr,l"r,,..,_,r.--._,,,..,,,,.,,_,#'lfl,»r·l'?ff"r,,,,_-:.-Jllt,#"t1Jit'1'~ .. ,¢_,._...4:.-,4"_,,,.:J(T.-l·r.--,.Jr-,«..-##,.._.,.,,.,.....,.. r,1,-~Y#'':lrllr.A 

Attorn ey/Firm Name: Richard N Golden 

Address : 118-35 Queens Blvd 

City: Forest Hills I State:NY j Zip:11375 I Telephone No:

E-mail Address:Goldenlaw@

Attorney Type: § Reta ined □ Assigned 0 Government 0 Pro Se D Pro Hae Vice 

p·arty or Parties Represented (set forth pa rty number(s) from table above):4 , 5 · • • 
~.,,,~,.,,,,~~~~~---~~#'!!11/b~~.,,..IIFJflJli .... _» 1'1f7'~-~-..-.. #'Jll'~#"_,.,~..,,...,,_,.,,..,,,,:.~---.-~.r.,,...,.,.,,,.. ~~,,,..,.,,,. 
Attorney/Firm Name: 

Address : 

City: I State: l Zip: I Telephone No: 

E-mail Address: 

Attorney Type: □ Reta ined 0 Assigned D Government 0 Pro Se D Pro Hae Vice 

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above): 
►lil'~#--~~~---...,;-:,1w~~_,,,.dl'w,,;,,,.,.~•l!lf.'Jf"_,,.,,.__.,..JF..,,,,,.,.....,,_..,.__.,,,...,,,,_,.~~.,..~.,.._..,.,,.,..,_~.:,e-~.,:/!1&1r"""~~:ir-~•~#.!lll'-•~• ~ .. ~-~-

Attorney/Firm Name: 

Address: 

City: I State : I Zip : I Telephone No: 

E-mail Address : 

Attorney Type: □ Reta ined 0 Assigned 0 Government 0 Pro Se 0 Pro Hae Vice 

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above): 
~.,,_..,,,._.~~_,.,..#,,..,-.;J#lt!Jlll"#'#,_,.W!',rt//tlnll'~4"_,_._,,«'1'#.,_,,.,.,,.,,_,~...,_.~hll'",-.,,_.._.,...,,,,_..,,,,.,.. • ....,.,_..,,...,r,:-1r..,...,,,__~.,,,,"l,,.,,~~-;..M¥#-M-A 

Attorney/Firm Name: 

Address : 

City: I State : I Zip: I Telephone No : 

E-mail Address : 

Attorney Type: □ Retained 0 Assigned 0 Government 0 Pro Se 0 Pro Hae Vice 

Party or Parties Represented (set forth party number(s) from table above): 
~I.W·-Mlr..• .#JJ --~~~~~,-~~ .... .....,.~....,;,ilr:QP."WC.,..lf!ltltir.-Fl.fl.~#, ~l'"i#f~~.-
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FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 03/01/2022 10 : 10 AM|
INDEX NO. 722763/2020

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 92 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 03/01/2022

FILED
3/1/2022

COUNTY CLERK
Short Form.Œrder

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT - QUEENS COUNTY

Present: Honorable ALLAN B. WEISS IAS PART 2

Justice
'

JOSE R. LÉMA and LISˆTTE CELLERI, Index No. 722763/20

Plaintiffs, Motion Date: 2/16/22

-agaiIst-

Motion Seq. No. 2

LUIS GUAZHCO, et al.,

Defendants.

The papers numbered EF Document Numbers 33-40, 54, & 85-90, found on

NYSCEF, were read on the motion by defendant Luis Guazhco to dismiss the

complaint, on various grounds.

The facts of this action have been the subject of several actions both in this

Court and in the Civil Court, Queens County. Three judges have already written

issued decisions and orders describing the defendant Fax as a bona fide purchaser.

The proper'ty has since been conveyed twice to new purchasers.

First, the co-plaintiff Lisette Celleri has no and never had a possessory
---

interest in the subject property and thus she has no standing. All claims brought

on her behilf are, therefore, dismissed

Second, the decision of Judge Maria Ressos, under Civil Court Index

Number 7 >346/2018,following a trial is fatal to the
plaintiffs'

complaint. The

plaintiff Jose R.Lema ("Lema") did not appeal that decision. He is collaterally
estopped fSom refitigating those issues now. The prior action is res judicata here.

See, Julien J Studley, Inc. v. Lefrak, 66 A.D.2d 208
(2"4

Dept. 1979).

The first branch of the motion to dismiss the complaint is granted.

The Court, on even date, has rendered a decision on Motion Sequence

1 of 2
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Short Form.:Order 

FILED 
3/1/2022 

COUNTY CLERK 
QUEENS COUNTY 

NEW YORK SUPREME COURT- QUEENS COUNTY 

Present: Honorable ALLAN B. WEISS IAS PART 2 
Justice ~ • 

INDEX NO. 722763/2020 

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 03/01/2022 

JOSE R. LEMA and LISETTE CELLERI, Index No. 722763/20 

Plaintiffs, Motion Date: 2/16/22 
-agaihst-

Motion Seq. No. 2 
LUIS GUAZHCO, et al., 

Defendants. 

The papersJnumbered EF Document Numbers 33-40, 54, & 85-90, found on 
NYSCEF, were read on the motion by defendant Luis Guazhco to dismiss the 
complaint, :•on various grounds. • 

The facts of this action have been the subject of several actions both in this 
Court and µi the Civil Court, Queens County. Three judges have already written • 
issued dectsions and orders describing the defendant Fax as a bona fide p~chaser. 
The property has since been conveyed twice to new purchasers. 

First, the co-plaintiff Lisette Celleri has no and never had a possessery--- ----- ... -· --- -
interest in -the subject property ~d thus she has no standing. All claims brought 
on her behalf are, therefore, dismissed.- -- --- . 

Second, the decision of Judge Maria-Ressos-, under Civil Court Index 
Number 7~346/~018,following a trial is fatal to the plaintiffs' complaint. The 
plaintiff J~se R . .Lema ("Lema") did not appeal that decision. He is collaterally 
estopped from relitigating those issues now. The prior action is res judicata here. 
See, Julien· J. Studley, Inc. v. Lefrak, 66 A.D.2d 208 (2nd Dept. 1979). 

The .first branch of the motion to dismiss the c'oqiplaint is granted. 

The Court, on even date~ has rendered a decision on fy.{otion Sequence 

l of 2 
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FILED
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COUNTY CLERK
D#64 QUEENS COUNTY

................... ... . ......................

J.S.C.

2
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• •., NYSCEF Payment Receipt 
_.·· '~ • Queens County Supreme Court 

" 
The NYSCEF website has received your electronic filing. Please keep a copy for your records. 

722763/2020 

JOSE R LEMA et al v. LUIS GUAZHCO et al 

Documents Received on 0410412022 06:01 AM 

Doc# 
98 

Document Type 
NOTICE OF 
APPEAUINFORMATIONAL 
STATEMENT/COPY OF 
ORDER/PROOF OF SERVICE 

Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee:• 

Tota/ Fee 

Payment Information 

Generated Receipt#: 

Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

Filing Fee: 

0003162300 

VISA/MC 

04/04/2022 

$65.00 (Authorization Code: 050705) 

Credit Card Service Fee:• $1.94 (Authorization Code: 050705) 

Filing User 

Joseph F. Kasper I thejklawoffice@

10530 Crossbay Blvd, Ozone Park, NY 11417 

Fee 
$65.00 

+ $1.94 

$66.94 

• Credit Card Service Fee: This fee is in addition to the amount paid to the biller and will appear as a .separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non-refundable. 

Audrey I. Pheffer, Queens County Clerk and Clerk of the Supreme Court. a1>heffer  

Phone:  Website: https:l/www.nycourts.gov/COURTS/11jdlqueensclerk 

NYSCEF Resource Center - nyscef@nycourts.gov 
Phone: (646) 386-3033 Fax: (212) 401-9146 Website: www.nycourts.gov/efile 
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Case Caption: JOSE R LEMA et al v. LUIS GUAZHCO et al
Judge Name: CC COMPLIANCE

Queens County Supreme Court 722763/2020

NYSCEF

07/30/2024 12:40 PMCreated on:
Document List
Index #

Doc# Document Type/Information Filed ByDate ReceivedStatus
1 SUMMONS WITH NOTICE Kasper, J.11/25/2020Processed

2 COMPLAINT Kasper, J.11/25/2020Processed

3 ANSWER Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

4 EXHIBIT(S) - A
Copy of Complaint

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

5 EXHIBIT(S) - B
document list as of 4/15/2021

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

6 EXHIBIT(S) - C
Summons with Notice Index #  719125/2018

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

7 EXHIBIT(S) - D
Demand for Complaint Index #  719125/2018

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

8 EXHIBIT(S) - E
Complaint Index # 719125/2018

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

9 EXHIBIT(S) - F
Decision of Hon. Love,  Index #  719125/2018

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

10 EXHIBIT(S) - G
Decision of Judge Kullas

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

11 EXHIBIT(S) - H
Deed from Lema to Guazhco

Golden, R.04/15/2021Processed

12 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Kasper, J.04/21/2021Processed

13 AFFIRMATION/AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE Kasper, J.04/21/2021Processed

14 NOTICE OF MOTION (Motion #001)
Notice of Motion to Dismiss Complaint

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

15 AFFIRMATION (Motion #001)
Affirmation of Richard N. Golden in support of motion to
dismiss complaint

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

16 AFFIDAVIT (Motion #001)
Affidavit of Khokon Chowdhury in support of motion to
dismiss complaint

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

17 EXHIBIT(S) - A-1 (Motion #001)
Complaint Index #  722763/2020

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

18 EXHIBIT(S) - A-2 (Motion #001)
Verified Answer Index # 722763/2020

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

19 EXHIBIT(S) - A-3 (Motion #001)
List of Documents filed as of 4/21/2021 Index #
722763/2020

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

20 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #001)
"Deed to Lema dated 3/14/2008

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

21 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #001)
Deed to Guazhco 7/29/08

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

22 EXHIBIT(S) - D (Motion #001)
Deed to Fax Realty, Inc 8/17/2021

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

Page 1 of 5

EXHIBIT 76



Queens County Supreme Court 722763/2020

NYSCEF

07/30/2024 12:40 PMCreated on:
Document List
Index #

Doc# Document Type/Information Filed ByDate ReceivedStatus
23 EXHIBIT(S) - E (Motion #001)

"Deed to Kamruzzaman 2/5/2021
Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

24 EXHIBIT(S) - F (Motion #001)
Decision of Judge Maria Ressos

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

25 EXHIBIT(S) - G (Motion #001)
Decision of Judge Joel R. Kullas

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

26 EXHIBIT(S) - H (Motion #001)
Summons with Notice Index #  719125/2018

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

27 EXHIBIT(S) - I (Motion #001)
Demand for Complaint  Index # 719125/20218 filed
1/17/2019

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

28 EXHIBIT(S) - J (Motion #001)
Complaint Index # 719125/2018 filed  5/30/2019

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

29 EXHIBIT(S) - K (Motion #001)
Decision of Hon. Lawrence Love Index # 719125/18
dismissing Complaint

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

30 EXHIBIT(S) - L (Motion #001)
affidavits of service Inde3x # 722763/2020 filed after 120
days without receipt for certified mailin

Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

31 RJI -RE: NOTICE OF MOTION (Motion #001) Golden, R.04/27/2021Processed

32 ORDER - PRELIMINARY CONFERENCE Court User06/03/2021Processed

33 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE ( PROPOSED ) (Motion
#002)
Order to Show Cause - Dismiss and stay discovery

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

34 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT (Motion
#002)
Falcone Affirmation

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

35 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #002)
Decision/Order of the Hon. Maria Ressos

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

36 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #002)
Deed - 93-12 175th Street

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

37 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #002)
ACRIS printout

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

38 EXHIBIT(S) - D (Motion #002)
Affidavit of Service of Luis Gauzhco

Falcone, L.06/23/2021Processed

39 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE (Motion #002) Court User06/25/2021Processed

40 PROOF OF SERVICE (Motion #002)
Affidavit of Service of Order to Show Cause

Falcone, L.06/30/2021Processed

41 COURT NOTICE Court User08/26/2021Processed

42 COURT NOTICE Court User08/26/2021Processed

43 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE
Letter re: Compliance Stipulation

Falcone, L.08/31/2021Processed

44 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE (Motion
#001)

Golden, R.08/31/2021Processed
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45 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO

MOTION
Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

46 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO
MOTION

Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

47 EXHIBIT(S) - A
verified complaint and notice e filing

Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

48 EXHIBIT(S) - B
Affidavit of Service

Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

49 EXHIBIT(S) - C
return receipt card

Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

50 EXHIBIT(S) - D
Queens County Supreme Court Notification of Filing

Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

51 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE Kasper, J.10/27/2021Processed

52 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE (Motion
#001)

Golden, R.10/27/2021Processed

53 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE
Falcone letter to J. Weiss and Mr. Weider

Falcone, L.10/27/2021Processed

54 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN REPLY TO ORDER
TO SHOW CAUSE (Motion #002)
Falcone Reply Affirmation

Falcone, L.12/01/2021Processed

55 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO
MOTION

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

56 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO
MOTION

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

57 EXHIBIT(S) - A
affidavit of service

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

58 EXHIBIT(S) - B
amended verified complaint

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

59 NOTICE OF CROSS-MOTION (Motion #001) Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

60 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
CROSS-MOTION (Motion #001)

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

61 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN SUPPORT OF
CROSS-MOTION (Motion #001)

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

62 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #001)
summons with notice

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

63 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #001)
judge lansden order and decision

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

64 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #001)
affidavit of service

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

65 EXHIBIT(S) - D (Motion #001)
return receipt post card

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed
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66 EXHIBIT(S) - E (Motion #001)

guazico order to show cause
Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

67 EXHIBIT(S) - F (Motion #001)
deed

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

68 EXHIBIT(S) - G (Motion #001)
market value of property

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

69 EXHIBIT(S) - H (Motion #001)
market price of premises

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

70 EXHIBIT(S) - I (Motion #001)
amended verified complaint

Kasper, J.12/22/2021Processed

71 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN REPLY (Motion
#001)
AFFIRMATION OF RICHARD N. GOLDEN

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

72 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #001)
AFFIRDAVIT OF SERVICE ON GUAZHCO

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

73 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #001)
AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE ON CHOWDHURY

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

74 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #001)
DEED FROM LEMA TO GUAZHCO DATED 7/29/2008

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

75 EXHIBIT(S) - D (Motion #001)
DEED FROM GUAZHCO TO FAX REALTY DATED
8/17/2018

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

76 EXHIBIT(S) - E (Motion #001)
RESSOS DECISION CIV CT QUEENS INDEX #
71346/2018

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

77 EXHIBIT(S) - F (Motion #001)
DECISION OF KULLAS CIV CT INDEX # 71346/2018

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

78 EXHIBIT(S) - G (Motion #001)
DECISION OF H0N. L. LOVE SUP. QUEENS
719125/2019

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

79 EXHIBIT(S) - H (Motion #001)
DEED FROM FAX REALTY, INC TO KAMRUZZAMAN
AND AKHTER DATED 2/9/2021

Golden, R.12/28/2021Processed

80 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE (Motion
#001)

Golden, R.12/30/2021Processed

81 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO
CROSS-MOTION (Motion #001)
AFFIRMATION OF RICHARD N. GOLDEN

Golden, R.01/04/2022Processed

82 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #001)
ACRIS RECORDS OF FILINGS ON PROPERTY

Golden, R.01/04/2022Processed

83 ORDER - COMPLIANCE CONFERENCE Court User01/12/2022Processed

84 LETTER / CORRESPONDENCE TO JUDGE
Request for amended order to complete discovery

Golden, R.01/18/2022Processed

85 AFFIDAVIT OR AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO
CROSS-MOTION (Motion #002)
Gauzhco - Affirmation in Opposition to Cross-Motion

Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed
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86 EXHIBIT(S) - A (Motion #002)

2-1-19 Decision/Order of Hon. Maria Ressos
Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed

87 EXHIBIT(S) - B (Motion #002)
2008 Quitclaim Deed - Lema to Gauzhco

Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed

88 EXHIBIT(S) - C (Motion #002)
Gauzhco Bank Record

Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed

89 EXHIBIT(S) - D (Motion #002)
Copy of Check from proceeds of 2018 Sale of Premises

Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed

90 EXHIBIT(S) - E (Motion #002)
Deposit Agreement - 2018 Closing

Falcone, L.02/11/2022Processed

91 ORDER - DISMISSAL (Motion #001) Court User03/01/2022Processed

92 DECISION + ORDER ON MOTION (Motion #002)
DISMISSED

Court User03/01/2022Processed

93 NOTICE OF ENTRY (Motion #002)
Notice of Entry

Falcone, L.03/02/2022Processed

94 NOTICE OF ENTRY (Motion #002)
Notice of Entry

Falcone, L.03/02/2022Processed

95 NOTICE OF ENTRY (Motion #002)
Notice of Entry

Falcone, L.03/02/2022Processed

96 NOTICE OF ENTRY (Motion #001)
Notice of Entry - date corrected

Falcone, L.03/02/2022Processed

97 NOTICE OF ENTRY (Motion #001) Golden, R.03/11/2022Processed

98 NOTICE OF APPEAL/INFORMATIONAL
STATEMENT/COPY OF ORDER/PROOF OF SERVICE

Kasper, J.04/04/2022Processed

99 NOTICE OF APPEAL/INFORMATIONAL
STATEMENT/COPY OF ORDER/PROOF OF SERVICE

Kasper, J.04/09/2022Processed

100 ORDER - COMPLIANCE CONFERENCE Court User05/12/2022Processed

101 ORDER - COMPLIANCE CONFERENCE Court User05/25/2022Processed
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF' NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF QUEENS 

,, 

____________________ x INDEX#: 
B U , 

Plaintiff, 

--against·--

D  U , 

Defendant. 
____________________ x 

JOSEPH F. KASPER, ESQ. 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 
B U
105-30 CROSSBAY BOULEVARD 
OZONE PARK, NEW YORK 11417 
Tel: -8122 
Fax: -5314 

BACHO LAW FIRM, PLLC 
Attorney for Defendant 
D U

. ,,l?,3-10 Metropolitan,::AY:;E:_lnue 
-~~w Gardens, New Yor~r1 1415 
Te+: ,,,,, , 
Fax: 
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INDEX NO.  
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This stipulation sets forth the terms of the settlement 

of the matrimonial action between B  U , hereinafter, 

plaintiff/husband residing at   

and D O , hereinafter, defendant/Wife residing at   

 . 

The parties were married, in a religious ceremony, in the 

State of New York, Kings County on , 1985; and 

There are three (3) emancipated children born of the 

marriage~ ages, 30, 29, and 26, who arc not addressed in this 

stipulation. No other children are expected of the marriage; 

and 

The Husband commenced this action for divorce, 

February 22, 2013, in the Supreme Court, Queens County, on the 

grounds of DRL 170 subd. (7) - the irretrievable breakdown of 

the parties' relationship for a period of at least six (6) 

months. The wife hereby withdraws her answer and consents to 

the entry of a judgment of divorce based on the grounds set 

forth in the plaintiff's complaint. 

I 
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Upon consultation with their lawyers and due to financial 

and other consideration, rather than proceeding to to trial, 

the parties have agreed to settle their respective claims for 

financial and property rights; and spousal maintenance, 

arising out of their marriage by means of this "stipulationu 

which sets forth their respective rights and obligations; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and 

covenants contained herein, the parties mutually agree and 

stipulate as follows: 

ARTICLE l NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS & PENDING LITIGATION 

A. There are no other actions for divorce pending in any 

other court in any jurisdiction. 

B. The only grounds for divorce, as set forth in the 

verified complaint, is the irretriE:,vable breakdown of th<:~ 

parties' relationship for a period of at least six (6) months. 

C. Upon the execution of this stipulation, this matter 

shall proceed to an inquest and then submitted on the settled, 

uncontested divorce calendar for an entry of a judgment of 

divorce. 

D. The. provisions of this Agreement constitute the 

entire agreement of the parties and, subject to the approval of 

the Court, shall be iqcorporated, but shall not merge, in any 

2 
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decree or judgment granted by the Court and shall in all 

respects survive same, and may not be modified, except in 

writing by the parties or by court order or as set forth 

herein. 

ARTICLE II APPLICABLE LAWS & CONSIDERATIONS F'OR SETTLEMENT 

A. Any provisions are are governed by the Domestic 

Relations Law of the State of New York ("DRL'), as it E:,xisted at 

the time of the execution of this Agreement. 

B. Husband and Wife each represents and acknowledges 

that he or she,was advised of his, or her rights in the property 

acquired during the marriage, or the so-called "Equitable 

Distribution Law" and entered into this agreement, with an 

understanding, of his or her rights and claims. 

IV MARITAL ASSE'J.1S & DEBTS 

The parties agree that they hold the following marital 

assets and each represents that no other marital assets exist: 

REAL PROPERTY: 

 ,     (MARITAL RESIDENCE) 

 house, (hereinafter referred to as "  

u, which is occupied by the wife. The Husband and Wife, 

each hold a 50% interest in the equity of . 

4 of 22 
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  , a  house, 

hereinafter referred to as " n, which is occupied 

by the Husband. The Husband and Wife hold a 50% interest in the 

equity of  

~~ • ND n:  . Pt!Jvr'{7-f:f ~-
• '.AY-fJ ~ / ~t/1- ,f-0 IJ2. ~ l' \i~- c}O ~ f 2,/ ~#7,,v() ; 

Q .\~ R rIREMENT BENEFITS - The Husbald has stated in his cfiscovery  
~ ~ 

isclosures and under oath during his dt~position that he does 

not hold any 401K p1ans or any other retirement ben;
1
~.i::~ /~~ltec

to Equitable Distribution. .'.L'he Wife ~s workt'.Js.iuring the !
. d . i f . 1 . f i • ,_marr1.age an. prior to t.JH-:, ::i. .. 1.ng o:· tins divorce action. She 

does not have any 401K plans or retirement accounts considered 

marital property. 

VEHICLES -The wife does not own a vehicle. The Wife waives any 

claims to any vehicles that may be owned by the husband. 

BANK ACCOUNTS - Each party wi11 retain whatever funds are 

contained in his or her respective bank account(s) 

HOUSEHOLD FURNISHINGS - Each party shall retain any household 

furnishings in their possession at the time of the execution of 

this agreement and waives any claims for any other personal 

PERSONAL PROPERTY - Each party shall retain any personal 

property in his or her possession at the time of the execution 

5 of 22 
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of this agreement and waives the right to any other personal 

property. 

MARI'I'AL DEBTS -· Each party shall be r.:isponsible for any debt in 

his or her name, and waives any claims against the other for 

responsibility for any such debt. The mortgages on the marital 

properties shall be disposed of in the manner specified herein. 

V EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF MARITAL ASSETS 

The parties have agreed to settle their respective claims 

for equitable distrdbution of the marital assets, as specified 

herein, and represent that upon investigation and consultation 

with their attorneys, that other than those stated herein, there 

are no other marital assets, subject to equitable distribution. 

REAL PROPEE.'.IY: 

A.   is encumbered 

by a mortgage with  that has been in default since 

 . The property is in foreclosure proceedings in 

Kings County Supreme Court, under the caption FNMA V. U , 

INDEX# . 

B. ~ is encumbered by a mortgage 

with, which has been in default since . The 
/\ 

property is in foreclosure proceedings in Kings County Supreme 

Court, under the caption: NATIONSTAR V. U , 

INDEX#:  
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C. The parties have agreed to equitably divide their 

mutual interests in the equity of both marital properties, as 

follows: 

TRANSFER OF  TO WIFE 

The Wife shall retain 100% ownership of , 

, which 

is currently in the Husband and Wife's name; 

TRANSFER OF  TO HUSBAND 

'• The \~V\t,,\\.. 
Husband-~ retain 100% ownership of , 

 which 

is currently in the Husband and Wife's name; 

EXECUTION OF DEEDS TRANSFERRING OWNERSHIP: 

' I 

·,, .. strat-1:--e-x-s.~-€ls@@.d ..... :trl,"f.r:l',rti-:fe·1."T'i1Tg~.o.w.Il.f-'~l;)..i~A+.:-e-1:-E:"s.t-g_~o.f.-.2.G-€> 

~ " C '.j ,J I /1 I ,;1 
~) ~~~tll-~.;i~. 1>0 f/VJ 1 /\ (J 11A1 y Pt r r, -111\ e eu,1;,,-;;e (;f" fht"'5 c;;,c;1 f\,,'.'-"?1111.J11 .... 

CESSATION OF COLLECTION OF RENTS FROM  BY HUSBAND: 

Upon execution of this stipulation, Husband may no longer 

collect any rental income from . Husband must 

execute a letter to be issued to all tenants of  

G 
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 that effective immediately that all rental payments, 

from April, 2019 and continuing shall be made to the Wife. If 

tenants make the rental paym0mts to the Husband prior to 

notification, Husband shall turn over the rents paid to the 

Wife. Husband may continue to co.1.lect the rental income from  

. 

UTILITY CHARGES 

Upon execution of this stipulation, Wife shall transfer all 

utility bills for the house to her own name and assume 

responsibility for all utilities. Husband shall pay any 

remaining balance at the time of the transfer of the account to 

the Wife. 

MODIFICATION OF DEFAULTED MORTGAGES 

The parties shall cooperate fully with each other to 

effectuate a possible modification of the mortgages. 

Cooperation shall include providing any necessary financial 

documents and executing any necessary documentation, and 

attending any court appearances. Husband must submit all 

outstanding documents to effectuate the modification of  

, within (5) days of execution of this 

stipulation, if not already done. Husband's attorney was 

provided the list of outstanding documents in writing and in 

court on the record on March 1, 2019. 

r'? 
I 
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If the lender will permit an assumption of the mortgage, 

each party must assumE~ t.hr:~ mortgage in his or her own narn,:! only. 

I/\) s 6 r1 (,(_ /IV'G 7-r./ G'l'.'.' c)\'1 Fi 1!'!,) 
The failure to cooperate to effectuate the modification of 

/I 
mortgages shall be considered a material breach of this 

agreement. 

Upon the modification of the mortgage, that encumbers 

, Wife shall be solely responsible for the 

mortgage payments for  

Upon modification of the mortgage that encumbers  

 Husband shall be solely responsible for the mortgage 

payments for . 

BUY OUT OF HUSBAND'S INTERE.s'I' IN  BY WIFE 

Wife shall buy out the Husband's interest in  

 The buyout of husband's interest will be effectuated 

with the payment of $125,000, to be paid as specified below; a 

waiver of Wife's claims to any past due and future maintenance 

awards; a es of land in 

Florida; and waiver of any claims for past due and future award 

of attorneys' fees. 

TERMS OF PAYMENT OF $12"5,000 BUY AMOUNT: 

Wife shall commence monthly payments of $2,000 monthly 

effective July 1, 2019 and shall continue said payments for one 

year, at which time, Wife may pay the entire balance in full. 
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If Wife does not pay thE:} entire sum within one year, '04;--t;:,.he ... date _____ _ 

. 'interest at the rate of 5% percent per annum shall be 

assessed against the remaining balance and Wife shall make 

payments of $2,000 monthly and the annual interest divided into 

12 payments shall be added to each monthly payment. Interest 

reinstatement the mortgage, or sale of  

entire balance in full or secure financing to pay off the 

Husband. If Wife fails to pay the balance in full, the Wife 

agrees to execute a confession of judgment in the Husband's 

fa VO r • .c,v..A--;',;A r!,,,t1-<,,1/J,<tJ4;;{ ,:tr,\ Cc v;J,(J& tr{ /lu r ('()re. t/1-; ()., V
r . 

The one year period for the assessment of interest and the 

two year period for the payoff in full shall begin to run one 

ye a r from ,Ju 1 y 1 , 2 0 1 9 o~m._tb.e.....da.t-@...-th.c-a.t....Husb.a.nd_c;_!}_r es t. ~--_,) 

d~f aul t of the ID.QJ:.t.gage .. _Q.J . , wh ic.:.h§.'Lfa.t:. .. is later..--· --------'"··--- ·-········•-·•··-··· 

ARTICLE V. FINAL DISPOSITION OF EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION 

9 
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A. This Agreement constitutes an agreement pursuant to 

Domestic Relations Law Section 236(B). The provisions of this 

agreement settle the respective rights of the parties pursuarit 

to all aspects of Domestic Relations Law Section 236(8). 

Accordingly, except to the extent provided in this Agreement, 

the parties will not assert ~ny other claims and mutually 

waive their rights and release each other from any claims for 

maintenance, distribution of marital property, distributive 

awards, special relief or claims regarding separate property or 

the increase in the value thereof. 

B. The division of property, as provided in this 

Agreement, shall be final and irrevocable, unless otherwise set 

aside by a court of law, upon the failure of either party to 

comply with the terms set forth herein or otherwise modified in 

writing by either or both parties. 

C. The parties acknowledge that they have been advised 

by their respective attorneys of their right to seek discovery 

and inspection of the other party's financial books and records 

and of their right to have accountants, appraisers or others 

investigate, appraise or value the other party's property. The 

parties acknowledge that they have been afforded the 

opportunity to pursue such discovery, inspection, 

• ) 
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investigation, appraisal and valuation. The parties acknowledge 

that, other the steps already taken, they have decided not to 

take any further steps, themselves or through others, in 

connection with such discovery, inspection, investigation, 

appraisal and valuation and that they have directed their 

attorneys not to take such further steps. 

D. The parties agree that the provisions of this 

Agreement are based on their desire to settle their claims, 

after being fully advised of their prospective rights and 

possible outcome of a trial of this action. 

ARTICLE VI. RETENTION OF' SEPARATE: PROPERTY 

A. Except as otherwise provided by the terms of this 

Agreement, the Husbahd and Wife shall hereafter retain as 

his/her sole and separate property, free from any claim of the 

other, all property owned by him or her, either legally or 

beneficially. 

A. The parties have been advised of the guidelines 

for an ~ward of maintenance pursuant to New York Domestic 

Relations Law Section 236-B as amended effective October 12, 

2010. 

I I 
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B. There is a current order of spousal maintenance 

wherein the Husband was ordered to pay $950 in spousal 

maintenance to the Wife. Wife agrees to waive claims to any 

past or future spousal maintenance, other than any payments 

already received. 

C. The Wife's waiver of claims of outstanding past and 

future spousal maintenance was deemed a credit towards the 

buy-out of Husband's interest in . 

D. 'l'he Husband represents that he was employed, during thE', 

marriage is currently employed and will not assert any claims 

for spousal maintenance now or in the future. 

ARTICLE VIII. SPOUSAL HEALTH INSURANCE AND EXPENSES 

A. Husband and Wife maintain health insurance with 

their respective employers, neither is covered by the other's 

health insurance. 

B. In compliance with Domestic Relations Law §255, the 

parties acknowledge that each party is aware that he or she 

will no longer be covered by the other party's health 

insurance plan, that each party will be responsible for his or 

her own health insurance coverage, and that each party may be 
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entitled to purchase health insurance on his or her own 

through a COBRA option, if available. 

D  lJ  

C. The parties agree that each of them shall be solely 

responsible for maintaining and paying for his or her own 

health insurance coverage and that he or she shall indemnify 

and hold the other of them harmless therefrom. 

D. The parties agree that each of them shall be solely 

responsible for paying all of his/her own unreimbursed health 

expenses (past, present and future) and that each of them shall 

indemnify and hold the other of them harmless therefrom. 

ARTICLE IX. DEBT 

A. With the exception of the two mortgages on the 

marital properties, the Husband and Wife do not have any other 

joint debts. The fuortgage on the marital properties shall be 

disposed of in the manner specified herein. Any individual 

debts shall be the sole responsibility of each party. 

I ~') 
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B. Except as otherwise provided in this Agreement, 

neither party may nor or any time in the future incur or 

contract any debt, charge or liability whatsoever for which the 

other or his legal representatives or his property or estate is 

now or may become liable, and each party further covenants at 

all times to keep the other free, harmless and indemnified of 

and from any and all debts, charges, liabilities heretofore or 

hereafter contracted by her. 

ARTICLE X. MATRIMONIAL DECREE 

Nothing contained herein shall be construed to bar or 

prevent either party from suing for absolute divorce in any 

competent jurisdiction. This Agreement shall be offered in 

evidence in such action, and if acceptable to the Court, shall 

be incorporated by reference or otherwise in the-decree that may 

be granted therein. Notwithstanding such incorporation, this 

Agreement shall not be merged in the decree, but it shall 

survive same and be binding and conclusive on the parties at all 

times. Neither party shall request any relief in said action 

which is contrary to the terms of this Agreement. 

ARTICLE XI. LEGAL REPRESENTATION 

; 1;-
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A. The parties acknowledge that the Defendant wife is 

represented by an. attorney of her choice, BACHU LAW FIRM, PLLC, 

123-10 Metropolitan Avenue, Kew Gardens, New York 11415 as her 

attorneys in this matter. 

B. The parties acknowledge that the Husband is 

represented by an attorney of his choice, Joseph F. Kasper, 

Esq. 

A. In the event that either party defaults with 

respect to any payment or other obligation under this Agreement 

and said default is not cured within thi.rty (30) days after the 

sending of a written notice by certified mail, return receipt 

requested to the defaulting party specifying the default, then 

the defaulting party agrees to inderrmify and hold the 

non-defaulting party harmless from and reimburse him/her for 

any and all reasonable counsel fees, costs and disbursements 

resulting from or made necessary by the bringing of any action 

' 
or proceeding to enforce any of the terms or conditions of this 

Agreement to be performed or otherwise complied with by the 

defaulting party, provided such action or proceeding results in 

a judgment, decree or order in favor of the non-defaulting 

party. 
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B. For purposes of this Agreement, it is understood and 

agreed that, in the event either party shall institute an 

action or other proceeding against the other party to enforce 

any of the terms, covenants or conditions of this Agreement, 

and after the institution of such action or proceeding and 

before judgment is or can be entered, the defaulting party 

shall comply with such term, covenant or condition of this 

Agreement, then and in that event, the action or proceeding 

shall be deemed to have resulted in a judgment, decree or order 

in favor of the non-defaulting party. 

c. Each party shall indemnify and hold the other party 

harmle~s of and against any and all losses and/or damages, 

including reasonable counsel and/or expert tees, costs and 

disbursements arising from his or her breach of the 

representations contained in this Agreement and/or his or her 

failure to comply with the obligations contained in this 

Agreement. 

ARTICLE XIII. RELEASES 

A. Neither party upon entry of divorce, shall be entitled 

to any share of the other's estate, as in intestacy, including, 

without limiting the foregoing any right of election pursuant 

I 6 
17 of 22 



!FILED: QUEENS COUNTY CLERK 04/17/2023 02: 47 PM) 
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 5 

INDEX NO.  

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 04/17/2023 

to the provisions of Section 5.1 .1 (a) of the Estates, Powers 

and Trusts Law of the State of New York. 

B. Upon execution of this agreement, Any gift, legacy or 

bequest provided by the Last Will and Testament of the other 

party executed before the date of this Agreement, is not valid, 

and shall be renounced by the other party. 

C. Upon execution of this agreement, neither party shall 

be responsible for any rlebts, contracts or other reckonings of 

the other stemming from their marr:i.age. 

D. Drafting. This Agreement. shall not be con:3tru,ed more 

strictly against one party than the other party by virtue of the 

fact that it has been drafted by counsel for one of the parties, 

it being recognized that both parties and their respective 

counsel had a full and fair opportunity to negotiate, review and 

revise the terms and provisions of this Agreement prior to the 

execution of same. 

E. Implementation. Each of the parties hereto, without 

cost to the other party, shall at any time and from time to time 

hereafter execute and deliver any and all further instruments 

and assurances and perform any acts that the other party may 

reasonably request for the purpose of giving full force and 

effect to the provisions of this Agreement. 

I r7 
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F Voluntary Act. The parties acknowledge that they are 

entering into this Agreement freely and voluntarily; that they 

have ascertained and weighed all the facts and circumstances 

likely to influence their judgment herein; that they have been 

given the opportunity to seek and obtain legal advice 

independently of each other; that they understand their 

respective legal rights and all provisions hereof; that they 

have given due consideration to such rights and provisions; and 

that they clearly assent to all the provisions thereof. 

G. No Further Representations. No representations or 

warranties, general or specific, have been made by either party 

to the other party, or by anyone else, except as expressly set 

forth in this Agreement, and this Agreement is not being 

executed in reliance upon any representation or warranty, 

general or specific, not expressly set forth herein. 

H. Possible Invalidity. In the event that any term, 

provision, paragraph or Article of this Agreement is or is 

declared illegal, void or unenforceable, same shall not affect 

or impair the other terms, provisions, paragraphs or Articles of 

this Agreement. The doctrine of severability shall be applied. 

The parties do not intend by this statement to imply the 
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illegality, voidness or unenforceability of any term, provision, 

paragraph or Article of this Agreement. 

I. Waiver. The failure of either party to insist in any 

one or more instances upon the strict performance of any of the 

terms of this Agreement on the other party's part to be 

performed, or to exercise any option to make any election herein 

contained or provided for, shall not be construed as a waiver or 

relinquishment for the future of any such term, option or 

election, and same shall continue in full force and effect. No 

waiver or relinqui_shment shall be de<.:imEd to have been made by 

either party unless in writing duly signed and acknowledged by 

such party. 

J. Counterparts. This Agreement has been executed in 

original and four (4) duplicate original counterparts, each of 

which is deemed by the parties to be an original. 

K. Paragraph Headings. The descriptive Article headings 

contained herein are for convenience only and are not intended 

to include or conclusively define all of the subject matter in 

the Articles accompanying such headings and, accordingly, such 

headings should not be resorted to for interpretation of this 

Agreement. 
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L. Independent Covenants. Each of the respective rights 

and obligations of the partJ.es hereunder shall be deemed 

independent and may be enforced independently irrespective of 

any of the other rights and obligations set forth herein. 

M. Addresses. Each party shall notify the other party 

within three (3) days of any changes in his/her mailing address, 

telephone number and/or email address if either or both of have 

any outstanding obligations under this Agreement. 

N. Notices. All notices pursuant to this Agreement shall 

be sufficient if sent to a party by personal deJ.iv(.::,ry, or to 

that party at his or her last known residence address by 

overnight mail using a recognized courier (e.g. UPS or Fedex), 

by certified mail, return receipt requested, or by both email 

and first class mail. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto, after having the 

opportunity for consultation with counsel of their own choosing 

relative to the matters herein set forth and agreed upon, and 

having had the opportunity to be advised fully and fairly as to 

all of the facts and circumstances herein set forth, have 

hereunto set their hands and seals. 

Dated: J/;;.. 1,-f) 
-----

D  U  
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STATE OF NEW YORK) 

COUNTY C Ql./!Fi13Y/J7 
) 

On thisc1-S"ctay of fil!!Y2c;( 2019, before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared 

B  U  personally known to me, or proved to me on the 

basis of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name 

is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me 

that he executed the same in his capacity, and that by his 

signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon 

b~half of which the individual acted, executed the instrument. 
7C:~-t'j )() N f<,{C;l,f; f)IJ:,2 
)jd 7 llt/J,.; /f1uf:h11 c 

I 
Yr/f7 ;~'" N"" /vf:t,J yt}1/( 

-:f/: tJ :; J-,:-11 r+-<?·3 !;--r; C ) 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNTY OF QUEENS 

On this,M-day of ~Lb19, before me, the undersigned, a 

Notary Public in and for said State, personally appeared, 

D  U , personally known to me, or proved to me on the 

basis_ of satisfactory evidence to be the individual whose name 

is subscribed to the within instrument, and acknowledged to me 

that she executed the same in her capacity, and that by her 

signature on the instrument, the individual, or the person upon 

behalf of which the individual acted, executed the instrument. 

Public 

J._ I 
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Control# Motion# 

Credit Card Service Fee;• 

Total Fee 
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Generated Receipt #: 
Payment Type: 

Date Paid: 

0004362518 
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04/17/2023 

Filing Fee: $35.00 (Authorization Code: 017503) 
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• Credit Card Service Fee: This fee Is In addition to the amount paid to the biller and will appear as a separate charge on your credit 
or debit card statement. This service fee is non-refundable. 
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NYSCEF Resource Center - nyscef@nycourts.gov 
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Mf..Cooper 
P:O. BOX .619097 
PALLAS, TX 75261 

Atth; Susan Stanko 

Attorney, qtLqw 
105-30 CROSS BAYBOULEVARD 

Ozon~ PMk, New York 11417 

Tel. '8122 -JfllX(   .. 5314 
Ce.II:   ... 3_49 2 

,FEBRUARY 26, 2Q22 

Re:· /.-B.H  U  
/ D  U  

 . 

Prqperty:Address 
 

 

Research Reference 
 

KINGS COUNTY 
SUPREME COURT 

INDEX NO.  

Dear Ms. Stanko: 

This office represents B  U , the titled owner of the above 
Referenced .Premises, whose wife D  IJ , is obligor on the above refete11ced 
loan, Even though both of them were·in title at the timetheutiortgage was originated. By 
letter Dated January 27; 2022., ''Mi·. Qoop~r" approved a '~FLEX MODIFICATION'' and Mr. 
U  has timely"ovemlghted;' his first trial plan paym~nt of$2,275.32. 

Mr. B  U , as per the modification package, is the husband who has the 
finances to pay the mortgage payment on an ongoing basis. Also, as per the modification 

U , B  - LETTERTO MR. COOPER -(02-26-2022) Pagel 
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package, Mr. B  U  is now the SOLE TITLED OWNER of THE 
SUBJECT PREMISES, pursuant to a deed dated March Jl, 2021, A COPY OF vVHICH 
WAS INCLUDED IN THE MODIFICATION PACKAGE SUBMITTED IN JANUARY 
2022, and enclosed herewith. He was deeded.his wife D  U 's half interest in 
the st1bject premises pursuant to the Matrimonial Agreement entered into in the Queens 

Supreme Court settling their DIVORCE case, A Copy of Which Was Included In The 
MODIFICATION PACKAGE WHICH WAS SUBMITTED and we are awaiting 
submission/ signing of the Judgment of Divorce, Said Matrimonial Agreement also 
provided for the transfer of the mortgage obligation to be solely the husband, 
B  U 'S OBLIGATION, WHICH WEARE REQUESTING BE SO 
PROVIDED FOR IN THE MODIFICATION PAPERS to be drafted .• 

This office is in receipt of your letter dated February, 16 2022, which stated 
that you "received notific::ationon February 10, 2022, that you represent D  U ." 
This office represents B  U , the HUSBAND, not D  U , but 
she is in support of his MODIFYING THE MORTGAGE AND THAT THE OBLIGATION 
BE IN HIS NAME SOLELY. PLEASE CONTINUE TO COMMUNICATE WITH THIS 
OFFICE REGARDING THE MODIFICATION OF THIS MORTGAGE. 

C.: ROBERT TREMAROLI, Esq. 
FRANI<EL, LAMBERT 
53 Gibson Street 
BA YSHORE, N.Y. 11706 

Enc.: 

U , B  - LETTER TO MR. COOPER - (02-26-2022) 

Very truly yours, 

~r---· 
\!.~ICEB~ 

• For the OFFICE OF 
JOSEPH F. KASPER 

-2179 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF KINGS

______________________________________________________________________Ç

Index No.:

Nationstar Mortgage LLC,

Plaintiff, STIPULATION TO
ADJOURN MOTION

- against -

Dil Ud Bh Ud

Defendants.

______________________________________________________________________Ç

IT IS HEREBY AGREED AND STIPULATED by and between the

undersigned attorneys that the above motion is hereby adjourned until March 31, 2023.

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that a facsimile

copy of this stipulation may be entered to this Court, as if it were an original without further

notice to any party.

Dated: Ozone Park, New York

January 29, 2023

Frenkel, Lambert, Weiss, Weisman & Gordon, LLP Mossa & Associates

by: /s/ Keith L. Abramson by. ¿¿//

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant

53 Gibson Street Bh Ud

Shore, New York 11706 105-30 Crossbay Boulevard

Ozone Park, New York 11417

2179

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF KINGS 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------X 
Index No.: 

Nationstar Mo1igage LLC, 

Plaintiff, 

- against -

STIPULATION TO 
ADJOURN MOTION 

D U  B U  

Defendants . 

----------------------------------------------------------------------X 

IT IS HEREBY AGREED AND STIPULATED by and between the 
under igned attorneys that the above motion is h reby adj outned until March 31, 2023. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER STIPULATED AND AGREED that a fac imile 
copy of this stipulation may b entered to this Court as if it were an original without further 
notice to any party. 

Dated: Ozone Park, New York 
January 29, 2023 

Frenkel, Lambert, Weiss, Weisman & Gordon, LLP 
by: / s/ Ke ith L . Abramson 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
53 Gibson Street 
Bay Shore, New York 11706 

Mossa ~Associates 
by : '6; /4,u/tu..~ 
Attorney for Defendant 
B U
10 ss bay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
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D

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF KINGS

X
NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, L.L.C. Index No.

Plaintiff,

AFFIRMATION IN
- against - OPPOSITION

DI U and B U et al

Defendants.

X

Michael Mossa an attorney duly admitted to the practice of law in New

York State under penalty of perjury affirms:

I was substituted for Joseph F. Kasper, attorney of record for Defendant,

Bh Ud following his election as a Judge of the Civil Court of the

City of New York and am working to wind up his cases, and this one particularly.

I am fully familiar with the facts and circumstances, except those I am not

personally familiar with, which I state upon information and belief. I make this

Affirmation in Opposition to Plaintiff's motion for leave to schedule a sale,

which should not be granted for the following reasons:

FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 08/04/2023 02:08 PM INDEX NO. 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE ST ATE O NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF KINGS 

X ------------------
NATIONSTA MORTGAG , .L.C. 

Plaintiff, 

against -

D U and B U , et al 

Defi ndants. 

Index No. 

AFFIRMATION IN 
OPPOSITION 

Micha 1 Mo a an attorney duly admitted to the practic of law in ew 

ork State under penalty of perjury affirms: 

I was substituted for Joseph F. Ka per, attorney of record for Defendant, 

B U , following his lection as a Judge of the Civil Court of the 

City ofNew York and am working to wind up his cases, and this one particularly. 

I am fully familiar with the facts and circum tances, except those I am not 

personally familiar with, which I state upon information and belief. I make thi 

Affirmation in Oppo ition to Plaintiff motion for leave to schedule a sale, 

which should not be granted for the following reasons: 
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WHY NOTICE OF MOTION FOR "AN ORDER DIRECTING

REFEREE TO CONDUCT SALE..." SHOULD BE DENIED

DEFENDANT HOMEOWNER B U

ALREADY PAYING MORTGAGE PAYMENTS FOR OVER

A YEAR AS OF MARCH 2023, ON MONTHLY BASIS

PURSUANT TO TRIAL MODIFICATION GRANTED BY BANK IN

JANUARY 2022, (TIME LINE IN OUTLINE FORM)

2. Mr. B U fell behind on the mortgage at

in the area, because he was in the midst of a
'

Divorce from his wife, D U who abandoned him, and she was residing

at their other family property at and their tenants at

took advantage of the divorce and subsequent foreclosure, and stopped paying.

During the divorce, which proceeded in Queens (where the
parties'

attorneys have offices)

Mr. Ud was also obligated to pay carrying charges for the residence,

spousal maintenance, and counsel fees for both of the lawyers, and other obligations.

SETTLEMENT OF DIVORCE ACTION

3. On March 26, 2019, Mr. and Mrs. Ud settled their Divorce Action.

The Court and their Divorce Agreement obligated each to transfer their interests

in the respective properties to each other, and be solely responsible for the respective

mortgages. Mr. Ud was to get full ownership of the subject property

FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 08/04/2023 02:08 PM INDEX NO. 

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 94 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 08/04/2023

2 of 6

WHY NOTICE OF MOTION FOR "AN ORDER DIRECTING 

REFEREE TO CONDUCT SALE ... " SHOULD BE DENIED 

DEFENDANT HOMEOWNER B  U

ALREADY PAYING MORTGAGE PAYMENTS FOR OVER 

A YEAR AS OF MARCH 2023, ON MONTHLY BASIS 

PURSUANT TO TRIAL MODIFICATION GRANTED BY BANK IN 

JANUARY 2022, (TIME LINE I OUTLINE FORM) 

2. Mr. B  U fell behind on the mortgage at , 

 in the area, becau e he was in the midst of a • 

Divorce from his wife U , who abandoned him and she was residing 

at their other family property at , and their tenants at 

, took advantage of the divorce and subsequent foreclosure, and stopped paying. 

During the divorce which proceeded in Queen (where the parties ' attorneys have offices) 

Mr. U  wa also obligated to pay carrying charges for the residence, 

spou al maintenance, and counsel fees for both of the lawyers, and other obligations. 

SETTLEMENT OF DIVORCE ACTION 

3. On March 26, 2019, Mr. and Mrs. U ettled their Divorce Action. 

The Court and their Divorce Agreement obligated each to tran fer their interests 

in the respective properties to each other, and be solely responsible for the respective 

mortgage . Mr. U was to get full ownership of the subject  property 



and be solely responsible for the mortgage, both parties were to cooperate in

resolving the respective foreclosures. Copies of the Divorce Stipulation transcript and

proposed Judgment were provided to the attorney for Plaintiff.

DEFENDANT HUSBAND B U

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE STAYING FORECLOSURE

4. On February 18, 2020, the Honorable Noach Dear signed Mr. Ud

Order to Show Cause staying the foreclosure and seeking vacatur of the Judgment.

Mr. U stated his intention to the Court and Plaintiff counsel, that now relieved

of personal burdens related to the Divorce, he would gladly pay his mortgage and

deal with his deadbeat tenants. The April 24, 2020, return date was cancelled by

the Pandemic and Justice Dear's tragic demise. Eviction of deadbeat tenants

were also delayed by the Pandemic. A copy of the Order to Show Cause is attached

as Exhibit A.

SUBMISSION OF MR U FULL MODIFICATION

PACKAGE

5. On or about December 31, 2021, following Mr. Ud

attorney, Joseph F Kasper, November 2021, election to the Queens Civil Court,

as he was winding up his practice, and following many communications with

Plaintiff's counsel Frankel and Lambert, and their attorney Joseph Tremoroli, a

FULL MODIFICATION PACKAGE with all necessary tax returns, Bank statements,

and copies of Divorce related papers were emailed to Plaintiff's counsel at

"lostmitigation@flwlaw.com.
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and be solely responsible for the mortgage, both parties were to cooperate in 

resolving the respective foreclosures. Copies of the Divorce Stipulation transcript and 

proposed Judgment were provided to the attorney for Plaintiff. 

DEFENDANT HUSBAND B U S 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE STAYING FORECLOSURE 

4. On February 18 2020, the Honorable Noach Dear signed Mr. U 's 

Ord r to Show Cau e staying the foreclosure and eek.ing vacatur of the Judgment. 

Mr. U tated his intention to the Court and Plaintiff counsel, that now relieved 

of personal burdens related to the i orce, he would gladly pay hi mortgage and 

deal with his deadbeat tenants. The April 24, 2020, return date was cancelled by 

the andemic and Ju tice Dear' tragic demise. Eviction of deadbeat tenants 

were also delayed by the Pandemic. A copy of the Order to Show Cause is attached 

as Exhibit . 

SUBMISSION OF MR U S FULL MODIFICATION 

PACKAGE 

5. On or about December 31 , 2021 following Mr. U s 

attorney, Jo ph F Ka per, November 2021 , election to the Queen Civil Court, 

a he was winding up his practice, and following many communications with 

Plaintiffs counsel Frankel and Lambert, and their attorney Joseph Tremoroli, a 

FULL MODIFICATION PACKAGE with all nece sary ta returns, Bank statements, 

and copie of Di orce r lated paper were emailed to Plaintiffs counsel at 

"lostmitigation@  



TRIAL MODIFICATION GRANTED. MR

U MAKING TIMELY PAYMENTS FOR A \

YEAR, ESTOPPEL ISSUES

A copy of Mr. Ud cover letter emailed with the Modification Package on or

about December 31, 2022, is attached as Exhibit B. Said letter CLEARLY REFERENCES

the March 31, 2021, deed to Mr. U of his wife, Dil half of the

property at was submitted with the package.

6. On January 28, 2022, notice was emailed by Ashley Zydor at Frankel

Lambert that "borrower has been approved for a modification trial payment plan

and that his monthly payments would be $2275.32 per month". See copy as

Exhibit C. On February 10, 2022, Keith Abramson partner, managing attorney

of Frankel Lambert emailed :

"The APPROVED MODIFICATION PACKAGE"
to this

office, acknowledging that they were still incorrectly servicing mail to the

Street address (where Mr. Ud did not reside) and that's why they were sending

it to Mr. Ud attorney's office. (see February 10, 2022, email of "Approved Plan",

attached as Exhibit D)

7. MR. U MADE EACH AND EVERY PAYMENT of $2275.62

he was directed to pay pursuant to the
"plan"

and continued to pay it for the months

of March 2022, through March 2023, paying more nearly $30,000. ($29, 579.16).

Copies of statements so reflecting are attached as Exhibit E, and his most recent
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TRIAL MODIFICATION GRANTED. MR 

U MAKING TIMELY PAYMENTS FOR A \ 

YEAR, ESTOPPEL ISSUES 

A copy of Mr. U s cover letter mailed with the Modification Package on or 

about December 31, 2022, is attached as Exhibit B. Said letter CLEARLY REFERENCES 

th March 31 , 2021, deed to Mr. U of his wife, D ' half of th 

property at as submitted with the package. 

6. On January 28, 2022, notice wa emailed by Ashley Zydor at Frankel 

Lambert that "borrower has been approved for a modification trial payment plan 

and that his monthly payments would be 2275.32 per month". See copy as 

Exhibit C. On February 10, 2022, Keith Abramson partner, managing attorney 

of "rank 1 amb rt mail d: 

'The APPROVED MODIFICATION PACKAGE" to this 

office, acknowledging that they were still incorrectly servicing mail to the

Street address (where Mr. U did not reside) and that's why they were sending 

it to Mr. U s attorney 's office. (s February 10, 2022, email of "Approv d Ian", 

attached as Exhibit D) 

7. MR. MADEEACHANDEVERYPAYMENTof 2275.62 

he was directed to pay pursuant to the "plan' and continued to pay it for the months 

of March 2022, through March 2023, paying more nearly $30,000. ($29,579.16). 

Copies of statement so reflecting are attach d as xhibit E, and his most recent 



statement is attached as Exhibit F.

NOTICE MR U ATTORNEY NEVER

REPRESENTED THE WIFE, D U AND

THAT THE MORTGAGE WAS TO BE IN

MR. B U NAME,

PURSUANT TO THE DIVORCE

8. On February 26, 2022, this office wrote to the Bank's mortgage

servicer "Mr. Cooper", with copy to attorney Tremaroli at Frenkel Lambert that

Mt U was accepting the plan, had sent his payment, but this office did not represent

Mrs. D Ud and that the modified note and mortgage was to be in husband's

name, B U NAME. See copy attached as Exhibit G.

APRIL 26, 2022, CONFERENCE WITH JUSTICE EDWARDS

9. On April 26, 2022, the matter was conferenced by Justice Edwards,

where this office reiterated the modification had to be in Mr. Ud name. The

attomey for Frenkel Lambert stated they had no problem with Mr. Ud they

knew he wanted a permanent modification, was paying and wanted to pay, and

"needed more time to do the
paperwork"

Defendant's Order to Show Cause, with

STAY CONTINUED was adjourned to August 16, 2022. Continuous communications

continued in anticipation of the August 16, 2022, conference, where the Plaintiff's

attorneys stated more paperwork work was necessary, and the Order to Show Cause

was adjourned to October 13, 2022, on which date the Order to Show Cause was

marked off. If there was any failure to appear by this office, it was an inadvertent
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statement is attached as Exhibit F. 

NOTICE MR U S ATTORNEY NEVER 

REPRESENTED THE WIFE, D U , AND 

THAT THE MORTGAGE WAS TO BE IN 

MR. B U S NAME, 

PURSUANT TO THE DIVORCE 

8. On ebruary 26, 2022, this office wrote to the Bank's mortgage 

servicer "Mr. Cooper", with copy to attorney Tremaroli at Frenkel Lambert that 

Mt U  was accepting the plan, had sent his payment, but this office did not represent 

Mrs.  U , and that the modified note and mortgage as to be in husband 's 

name, B U 'S AME. See copy attached a xhibit G. 

APRIL 26, 2022, CONFERENCE WITH JUSTICE EDWARDS 

9. On April 26, 2022, the matter wa conferenced by Justice Edwards, 

where thi offic reiterated the modification had to be in Mr. U ' s name. The 

attorney for -- renkel Lambert stated they had no problem with Mr. U . they 

knew he wanted a permanent modification, was paying and wanted to pay, and 

"needed more time to do the paperwork" Defendant's Order to Show Cau , with 

STAY CONTINUED wa adjourned to ugust 16, 2022. Continuous communication 

continued in anticipation of the August 16, 2022, conference, where the Plaintiffs 

attorneys stated more paperwork work was necessary, and the Order to Show Cause 

was adjourned to October 13, 2022, on which date th Ord r to Show Cause was 

marked off. If there was any failure to appear by this office, it was an inadvertent 



law office failure, because Mr. U ontinued to pay; we thought this was

settled and we were just awaiting more paperwork dealing with Mr. Ud full acceptance of

the mortgage obligation.

LEAVE TO ORDER SALE

SHOULD BE DENIED

10. To this office's great surprise, Plaintiff sought to move this matter to

auction, and Plaintiff's motion to do so is pending amid some confusion as to

Mr. U paperwork and why this need for him to do a whole new package.

This Court should direct the parties to continue to conference and deny any sale

antimotivations, Mr. Ud wants desperately to keep his home a y his mo e.

!

os

Attorney for Defendant

105-30 Cross Bay Boulevard

Ozone Park, N.Y. 11417

79

ozlegalwiz@gmail.com

Duly affirmed: March 20, 2023

Ozone Park, New York
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law office failure, because Mr. U continued to pay; we thought this was 

settled and we were just awaiting more paperwork dealing with Mr. U 's fu ll acceptance of 

the mortgage obligation. 

LEA VE TO ORDER SALE 

SHOULD BE DENIED 

10. To this office's great surpri e, Plaintiff sought to move this matter to 

auction, and Plaintiffs motion to do o is pending amid some confusion as to 

Mr. U 's paperwork and why this need for him to do a whole new package. 

his Court should direct the parties to continue to conference and deny any sale 

antimotivations, Mr. U wants desperately to keep his home a~~ts mo~e. 

«ififae osfa(~~ 

Duly affirmed: March 20, 2023 
Ozone Park, New ork 

Attorney for Defendant 
105-30 Cros Bay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, .Y. 11417 

2179 
ozlegalwiz@



---------- Forwarded ,~~ssage .•. • • .· • • , 

From:) kasper <thelklawoffice@ . 
Date: r,y:ig(l, Sep 11;2Qi3 •. at 9:7,6)~tl; •• • • , .·· . , 
Subj¢ttJ:}H ,l,J  KlNGS.Sl,JpREME COURT INDEX NO  .. · . •• , . 
. To: w~~shy.t'.H'~.;~ @wbas~~;~rg>, Keith Abramson ~KAbramson~f >, ~RTrematoli~ , 
Cc: <:s•abidlsl®  .; '. " • • •  • 

Counselors: 

Good morning, please see attached letter. 

Thank you, 
Michael Mossa 

Attorneys at Law 

10.5-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 

2179 
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MICHAEL MOSSA and ASSOCIATES, LLC 

105-30 CROSS BAY BOULEVARD 

OZONE PARK, New York 11417 

179 

e-mail - attorneymossa@

ozlegalwiz@

September 06, 2023 

KEITH ABRAMSON, Esq. - VIA - e-mail - kabramson@

ROBERTTREMAROLI, Esq. -VIA- e-mail- rcrernaro!iL
DOMINIC FAMULARI, Esq. [Referee] 

Re: B
Loan No. 
Premises -

INDEX No. 

Dear Sirs: 

DEMAND TO STAY 

09-28-2023 FORECLOSURE 

SALE AND REINSTATE 

MODIFICATION AGREEMENT 

This office represents the above referenced Homeowner, Mr. B

U regarding the above referenced loan as to which a MODIFICATION was 

granted, pursuant to which Mr. U faithfully made the payments for some 

U ,B -LETTER Page 1 
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fifteen months until the servicer improperly stopped cashing his checks, and the 

purpose of this letter is to demand that you stay the foreclosure sale and 

reinstate his modification agreement before further legal action becomes 

necessary. 

I took over this matter from Joseph F. Kasper, former attorney of record for 

Defendant, U , following his election as a Judge of the Civil Court of 

the City of New York and was working to wind up his cases and this one 

particularly. 

Mr. U fell behind on the mortgage at  

 in the  area, because he w-a'.S in the midst of a 

Divorce from his wife, D U  who abandoned him and she was residing 

at their other family property at , and their tenants at

 took advantage of the divorce and subsequent foreclosure and 

stopped paying. During the divorce which proceeded in Queens (where the 

parties' attorneys have offices) Mr. was also obligated to pay carrying 

charges for th Street residence, spousal maintenance and counsel fees 

for both of the lawyers and other obligations. 

SETTLEMENT OF DIVORCE ACTION 

On March 26, 2019, Mr. and Mrs. U settled their Divorce Action. 

The Court and their Divorce Agreement obligated each to transfer their interests 

in the respective properties to each other, and be solely responsible for the 

respective mortgages. Mr. U was to get full ownership of the subject  

U ,B -LETTER Page 2 



 property where he resided and be solely responsible for the 

mortgage and both parties were to cooperate in resolving the respective 

foreclosures. Copies of the Divorce Stipulation transcript and proposed Judgment 

were previously provided to your office. 

DEFENDANT HUSBAND B 'S 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE STAYING FORECLOSURE 

On February 18, 20201 the Honorable Noach Dear·signed Mr. 's Order 

to Show Cause staying the foreclosure and seeking vacatur of the Judgment. 

Mr. U  stated his intention to the Court and Plaintiff counsel that now relieved 

of personal burdens related to the Divorce, he would gladly pay his mortgage and 

deal with his deadbeat tenants. The April 24, 2020 return date wa_s cancelled by 

the Pandemic and Justice Dear's tragic demise. Evictions of deadbeat 

tenants were also delayed by the Pandemic. A copy of the Order to Show Cause is 

attached as (EXHIBIT A). It is my understanding that on said February18, 2020 date 

the attorney for FRANKEL LAMBERT named Seth informed the Court they 

welcomed Mr. U 's intentions to resume paying his mortgage and 
' ' 

modification should be 11NO PROBLEM" Attorney Kasper's office was shut for 

many months during the Pandemic, he contracted Covid and recovered. 

PACKAGE 

In late December of 2021, following Mr. s attorney Joseph F. Kasper, 

November 2021, election to the Queens Civil Court and following many 

U  B -LETTER Page 3 



communications with Plaintiffs counsel Frankel Lambert and their attorney 

Joseph Tremaroli, a FULL MODIFICATION PACKAGE with all necessary tax returns, 

Bank Statements, deed and copies of divorce related papers were-mailed to 

Plaintiff's counsel at lostmitigation@

TRIAL MODIFICATION GRANTED, Mr. U MAKING TIMELY PAYMENTS FOR 
OVER A YEAR - ESTOPPEL ISSUES 

A copy of Mr. U s cover letter we mailed with the Modification Package 

on or about December 31, 2021 is attached as (EXHIBIT BJ. said letter CLEARLY 
.,. 

REFERENCES That the March 31, 2021, deed to Mr, U of his wife D 's half 

of the property at was submitted with the package. 

On January 28, 2022, notice was e mailed by Ashly Zydor at Frankel 

Lambert that "borrower has been approved for a modification trial payment plan 

and that his monthly payment would be $2275.32 per month". See copy attached 

as (EXHIBIT c). On February 10, 2022, Keith Abramson, partner, managing 

attorney of Frankel Lambert emailed "The APPROVED MODIFICATION 

PACKAGE11 to this office, acknowledging that they were still incorrectly sending 

mail to the Street address (where Mr. U  did not reside) and that's 

why they were sending it to Mr. U s attorney's office. See February 10, 2022, 

email of "Approved Plan", attached as (EXHIBITD}. 

Mr. U  MADE EACH AND EVERY PAYMENT OF $2,275.62 he was directed to 

pay pursuant to the "plan" and continued to pay it for the months of March 2022 

through March 2023, paying nearly $30,000.00 ($29,579.16). Copies of 

U , B -LETTER Page 4 



statements so reflecting are attached as (EXHIBIT E), and recent statements are 

attached as (EXHIBIT F). 

NOTICE MR. U S ATTORNEY NEVER REPRESENTED THE WIFE, D

U  AND THAT THE MORTGAGE WAS TO BE IN MR. B S 

NAME, PURSUANTTOTHE DIVORCE. 

On February 26, 2022, this office wrote to the Bank's mortgage servicer" 

Mr. Cooper", with copy to attorney Tremaroli at Frankel Lambert that Mr. U

was accepting the plan, had sent his payment, but this office did not represent 

Mrs. U , and that the modified note and mortgage'was to be in 

husband B U 1S NAME. See copy attached as (EXHIBIT G). 

APRIL 26, 2022, CONFERFENCE WITH JUSTICE EDWARDS 

On April 26, 2022, the matter was conference in Justice Edward 1 s Part 

Where this office reiterated the modification had to be in Mr. U s name. The 

attorney for Frankel Lambertstated they had no problem with Mr. U  They he 

knew he wanted a permanent modification, was paying and wanted to pay, and 

"more time" was needed to do the paperwork". Defendant's Order to 

Show Cause, with STAY CONTINUED was adjourned to August 161 2022. 

Continuous communications continued in anticipation of the August 16, 2022 

conference, where the Plaintiffs attorneys stated more paperwork was necessary 

and the Order to Show Cause was adjourned to October 13, 2022, on which date 

... -· 
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the Order to Show Cause was marked off. If there was any failure to appear by 

this office, it was inadvertent law office failure, because Mr. U continued to 

pay, we thought this was settled and we were just awaiting more paperwork 

dealing with Mr. 's proforma acceptance of the mortgage obligation. 

To this office's great surprise, Plaintiff acted to move this matter to auction. 

Mr. U remains ready to honor this Modification Agreement and 

requests your Servicer cash the some four or five-months of payments they have 

not cashed, that he continued to pay. 

Mr. U is a hard wo'rking W-2 Wage earner and wants to pay his 

mortgage unlike many who scheme to avoid it and is horribfv' emotionally upset at 

your client's actions and is waking up screaming in the middle of the night "why 

are you doing this to him? Arguably your client's actions in accepting payments 

for over a year pursuant to the MODIFICATION AGREEMENT constitute an 

estoppel and your client's actions may be sanctionable and legal fees awarded 

should further action be necessary, as well as reference to the N.Y.S Attorney 

General's office. This office is prepared to retain Biolsi and Associates who may 

act to set aside the mortgage based on your client's bad faith, which a Kings 

County Supreme and or federal Bankruptcy Judge may well be in concurrence 

with. All Mr. U wants to do is pay his mortgage and have you reinstate his 

MODIFICATION AGREEMENT. Your prompt attention to this matter is 

respectfully requested. It also violates at least the spirit if not the letter of the 

FAPA act. Kindly indicate your client's intention to stay the sale immediately 

otherwise further action will become necessary. 

 B -LETT~ 
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1015123, 3:28 PM Law Firm Mail - S v. S ( )(Uncontested Matrimonial) 

M Gmail Usman Ahmed <usman.ahmed@ > 

S v. S  ( )(Uncontested Matrimonial) 

J kasper <thejklawoffice@ > 
To: Usman Ahmed <usman.ahmed@ > 

Good afternoon, Usman, 

I spoke with my client. 

Attached please find the executed 
Affidavit of Defendant. 

Kindly keep my office updated of the 
progress of this matter. 

Thanking you in advance. 

Best regards, 
Janice Bar for 

J OSEPH F. KASPER 

105-30 Crossbay Boulevard 
Ozone Park, New York 11417 
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NEW YORK STATE 
ETHI<;S COMMISSION 

FOR THE 
UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM 

25 Beaver Street, 8th Floor, New York, NY 10004 

Phone: (212) 428-2899 • Fax (212) 4~8-28!16 
E-mail: EthlcsComm@nycourts.gov • Website: www.nycourts.gov/lp/ethlcs 

Hon. Robert J. Miller, Chair 

Members 
Hon. Teresa D. Johnson 
Rosem11ry Garland•Scott, Esq. 
Hon. Bar.hara Zambelli (Rot.) 

Acting Executive Director 
Elizabeth A. Hooks 

Joseph Kasper 
Civil Court Judge 

  
 

February 9, 2023 

NOTICE TO CURE 
Pursuant to 22 NYCRR 40.l(k) 

YOUR SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT OF FlNANCIAL DISCLOSURE MUST BE FILED 
• WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF THE DATE OF THIS NOTICE 

Our records indicate t~at you did not submit your supplementary statement due October 27, 2022, 
for calendar year 2021. • 

Please note the Ethics Commission does not accept fax or email your response must be mailed. 

If you fail to file your supplementary statement within fifteen (15) days of the date 
of this Notice, then, pursuant to 22 NYCRR 40.1 (k), the Commission will be required to 
send you a Notice of Delinquency, with a copy to: the. State Commission on Judicial 
Conduct if you are a judge or justice; or the Chi~f Administrator of the Courts if yot1 are 
a nonjudicial officer or employee of the Unified Court System. Pursuant to 22 NYCRR 
40.1 (m), a copy of any notice of delinquency sent pursuant to section 40.1 (k) will be 
available for public inspection. Furthermore, under section 40.1 (I), if you knowingly an~ 
willingly fail to file your supplementary statement of financial disclosure, you will be 
subject to disciplinary action: as otherwise permitted by law or rule if you are a judge or 
justice; or as otherwise permitt~d by law, rule, or collective bargaining agreement if you 
are a nonjudicial officer or employee oft.he Unified Court System. 

If the Commission is required to send a Notice of Delinquency to a filer, his 
or her name will be posted ori our website; 
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Hon. Robert J. Miller, Chair 

Members 
Hon. Teresa D. Johnson 
Rosemary Garland-Scott, Esq. 
Hon. Barbara Zambelli (Ret.) 

Acting Executive Director 
Elizabeth A. Hooks 

March 29, 2023 

Hon. Joseph Kasper 
Civil Court Judge 

  

NEW YORK STATE 
Em1cs COMMISSION • 

, FOR THE • 

UNIFl.l!:D COURT SYSTEM 
15 Beaver Street, 8th Floor, New York, NY 10004 

Phone: (212) 41~~2899 • Fax (212) 428-2896 . . ( 

E-mail: EthicsComm@nycourts.gov • Website: www.nycourts.gov/lp/ethlcs . 

Notice of Delinquency 

 

Our ~cords indicate that you have not filed a complete Financial Disclosure Statement for the 
Reporting Year 2021. Pursuant to the Rules of the Chief Judge, 22 NYCRR·Part 40, as a Judge, 
you are required to file a Financial Disclosure Statement annually. 

You filed a NOTICE QF AUTOMATIC EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE TAX RETURN, which 
required you to submit a supplementary statement on or before October 22, 2022. You called the 
office and stated that you needed more time and would mail the supplementary statement on 
October 28~ 2022. On February 6, 2023, the Ethics Commission sent you a Notice to Cure, and, as 
of March 29, 2023, your completed financial disclosure statement remains outstanding. 

As stated in the Rules, the Ethics Commission is required to send a copy of this delinquency notice 
to the New York State Commission on Judicial' Conduct and make a copy of this notice available 
for public inspection. Y~ur name will also be listed on the Ethics Committee's webpage for 
delinquent filers. 
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Description: 

Reporting Year: 

Date Received: 

Status: 

Comm Mode: 

Decision Date: 

Attachment: 

Due Date:. 

Decision Mailed: 

Questions: . 

Partial Complete: 

Automatic Extension 

2021 

5/20/2022 · 

Grant~d 

Mail 

10/22/2022 

13: 

@ 

Supplementary Filled • . 

Comments: ,. 

As of 10/27/22,Judge Kasper's supplement has not been filed. Sent an email and 
left a vm on .10/27/22, On 10/28/22 Judge Kasper called and said he needed a 
further extension and would send it out on 10/28/22 we have not received the 
extension as of yet.. A NTC was sent on 2/9/2S, 




