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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK of Brookiyn, City of New York, on 2.3 j
COUNTY OF KINGS _
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3363-2013
Plaintiff,
Order to Show Cause e
-against- MS-2 oA
Oral Argument Requested -
Michael T. Yonker Court Reporter Requested
Defendant CPLR 2201 Stay Requested

0

2@ Upon the annexed affidavits of Brett Wynkoop dated 2019-12-22, Memorandums OF Law dated 2012-

Vbl r

12-22 and exhibits;

Let Defendant, Michael T. Yonker, show cause beforfct\his court at the courthouse thereof locared a1 3870
Adams Street — Part 52, Brooklyn, NY onthe 32— day of AN\ T TE 23
forenoon or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, why an order should not be mads and

DOY bC Made and coler

1. Recusing Judge Francois Rivera from the instant matrer for self described Hizs

3S 3Cz1n

CU Uia> gy aliy

and personal knowledge of the facts alleged in the instant matter. (Chief Adm
Rules Section 100)

2. Returning the case to the clerk for random judicial assignment.

3. Other such relief as the court may deem just and proper. O
SUFFICIENT CAUSE BEING ALLEGED THEREON , IT IS:

Ordered that pending a hearing ss
instant action are stayed;

rof on this motion that all other proceedings in the

(% . .
service of this order to show cause and the Papers upon which 1t is made on Detondan: ™y
l/personal delivery Purstante-CRER2 03¢5 office delivery pursuant to CPLR 21038 3

by electronic mail pursuant to CPLR 308(5)

overnight deliveny pursuant to CPLR 2103 R

on or before Xkﬁ:‘, &, 2019 shall be deemed sufficient service thercot

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

5019 Justice Kings (‘lmmy Supreme Courg -
TN WVSS‘}AX )
JANVY
ON. W¢

;fwynkoop-v-yonker—ms-Z-recuse- ; Court Reporter Requested Daon 3 ot 5
Josc.odt | Oral Argument Requested S
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff,
Order to Show Cause
-against- MS-2
Oral Argument Requested
Michael T. Yonker Court Reporter Requested
Defendant CPLR 2201 Stay Requested

Upon the annexed affidavits of Brett Wynkoop dated 2019-12-22, Memorandums Of Law dated 2019-
12-22 and exhibits;

Let Defendant, Michael T. Yonker, show cause before this court at the courthouse thereof located at 360
Adams Street — Part 52, Brooklyn, NY on the day of at 9:30 in the
forenoon or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, why an order should not be made and entered:

1. Recusing Judge Francois Rivera from the instant matter for self described bias against Plaintiff
and personal knowledge of the facts alleged in the instant matter. (Chief Administrative Judges
Rules Section 100)

2. Returning the case to the clerk for random judicial assignment.
3. Other such relief as the court may deem just and proper.
SUFFICIENT CAUSE BEING ALLEGED THEREON, IT IS;

Ordered that pending a hearing and determination on this motion that all other proceedings in the
instant action are stayed;

Ordered that service of this order to show cause and the papers upon which it is made on Defendant by

personal delivery pursuant to CPLR 2103(b)(1) office delivery pursuant to CPLR 2103(b)(3)

by electronic mail pursuant to CPLR 308(5) ovemight delivery pursuant to CPLR 2103(b)(6)

on or before , 2019 shall be deemed sufficient service thereof,

Dated: Brooklyn, New York Justice Kings County Supreme Court
, 2019
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff, No Previous Request
-against-

Michael T. Yonker
Defendant

Plaintiff has not made any previous request for the relief sought in this motion.

622A President Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215
wvnkoop@tekhg.com
917-642-6925

R

\ wynkoop-wyoiﬂ ker—no-prev_-- :

\ relief.odt

Cm]ft Reporter ReQuested
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff,
Memorandum of Law in Support of a Stay
-against- MS-2
Oral Argument Requested
Michael T. Yonker Court Reporter Requested
Defendant CPLR 2201 Stay Requested
No Waiver of Rights
1. Plaintiff reserves all rights with respect to the rejection of Defendant’s NON-Verified response

to Plaintiff’s summons and verified complaint in the instant matter. This motion to recuse does not

waive the verification requirements of CPLR 3020 and the common law.

Law

NY CPLR 2201

Stay. Except where otherwise preScﬂbéd: bylawthe (éourt.in which an action is pending
may grant a stay of proceedings in a proper case, upon such terms as may be just.

2. The black letter law above makes a stay at the total discretion of the court. Research shows
there is as much case law for as against a stay so quoting case law is of very little value here.
3. A stay of the instant action will prejudice neither litigant, but decisions from a self admitted
biased judge could prejudice both litigants and lead to otherwise needless appellate practice.

4. The balance of equities favors a stay pending hearing and decision on Judge Rivera’s Recusal.'

1 Recusal is the disqualification of a judge for bias or prejudice or, in federal court and in some state courts, for the mere
appearance of partiality. See, e.g., Potashnick v. Port City Constr. Co., 609 F.2d 1101 (5th Cir. 1980), cert. denied, 449
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Pertinent Facts
5. Judge Rivera has himself stated on the record that he can not be an impartial jurist where
Plaintiff is involved. (Wynkoop Affidavit Paragraph 6)
6. Upon information and belief Judge Rivera appears troubled by litigants who refuse to allow him
to trample on their constitutional rights.
7. An allegation of bias on the part judge must be addressed before any other matter in an action
where the bias has been alleged, because due process for all litigants requires an unbiased jurist. A
litigant’s right to an unbiased judge flows out of the due process clauses of the Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the United States Constitution. The rules of the Chief Administrative Judge codify that
even the appearance of bias is reason for recusal.
8. Judge Rivera has on at least two occasions granted relief to Plaintiff’s opponents on motions
that were not properly before the court. To be properly before the court a motion must include an
affidavit from a person with personal knowledge of the facts.
9. In one instance Judge Rivera granted a search warrant for Plaintiff’s home in direct
contradiction to the 4" amendment of the United States Constitution, thereby also violating the 14"
amendment and the similar provision of the New York State Constitution.
10.  Inthe other instance Judge Rivera granted a motion to try Plaintiff for Contempt of Court when
the motion was not supported by an affidavit as required under CPLR 2214. This denied Plaintiff equal

treatment under the law.

U.S. 820 (19580). A viable mechanism for determining the necessity of recusal "stems from the recognized need for an
unimpeachahle judiciel system in which the public has unwavering confidence....Any question of & judge's impartiality
threatens the purity of the judicial process and its institutions.” Id. at 1111.
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11.  Inboth instances noted above counsel for Plaintiff informed Judge Rivera the motions were
facially and jurisdictionally defective, and violated Plaintiff’s Constitutional Rights. Judge Rivera
granted them nonetheless.

12.  Due process can only be had by litigants if the Jurist involved is disinterested and has no bias.?
Judge Rivera has already stated his bias on the record, therefore his sitting on the instant case is a
violation of Plaintiff’s Constitutional Rights and section 100 of the Chief Administrative Judge’s Rules.
13, Logic, Judicial Economy, and the Principles of Due Process all dictate that a stay must issue
until a hearing and determination on the motion for Judge Rivera’s recusal.

14, Under the rules of the Chief Administrative Judge it is mandatory for Judge Rivera to recuse.
15.  CPLR 2201 leaves the granting of a stay up to the sound judgement of the court. As Judge
Rivera is fond of pointing out Plaintiff knows his way to Monroe Place. It would be a waste of both
state and litigant resources if Plaintiff had to “go to Monroe Place” to prevent Judge Rivera acting in
excess of his authority.

16.  Upon information and belief Defendant listed Kings County Supreme Court cases 6548-2012
and 507156-2013 as related to this action on the RJI (Exhibit-A) to judge shop and avoid random
assignment. Neither case is related to the instant action. For cases to be related they must spring from
the same fact pattern. The instant matter does not spring from the same fact pattern as either case listed
by Defendant’s counsel on the RJI. Defendant’s bad actions took place during the pendency of 6548-
2012, but the fact pattern of that case of course predates the case.

17. Defendant can not in any way be harmed by a stay of the instant action while Judge Rivera rules

on the recusal motion. Both litigants could be harmed by a biased judge presiding over the case. Harm

2 The United States Supreme Court has recognized that the lack of an impartial judge is violative of the due process
clause of the 14" amendment. See, e.g., Aetna Line Ins. Co. v. Lavoie, 475 U.S. 813 (1986); Ward v. Village of
Monroeville, 409 U. S. 57 (1972); In re Murchison, 349 U.S.133 (1955); Tumey v. Ohio, 273 US 510 (1927).
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could come in the form of resources expended in appellate practice that might otherwise be avoided. It
is also possible that Judge Rivera could rule to the detriment of a litigant because of his bias. A further
danger is a man who has stated on the public record that he is biased could without even thinking about
it rule to benefit the party he formerly said he was biased against in an attempt to compensate for his
previous bias. Either situation leads to a court which can not meet it’s duty to the public and the
litigants at bar.

18.  Given the foregoing a stay until the motion for recusal is decided is in the best interest of the

state and all litigants.

AFFIDAVIT OF VERIFICATION
STATE OF NEW YORK:

SS.
COUNTY OF K/V64

Brett Wynkoop being duly sworn deposes and says that he is the Plaintiff in this proceeding; that he has
written this memorandum in support and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true to the
knowledge of deponent except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged upon information and
belief, and as to those matters he believes them to be true.

Swomm before me on the 7
Idayof _Dec 2019, e, %"~ W,
Brett Wynkoop 7 /7
4:/(%’_\ 622A President Street

; =" Brooklyn, NY 11215
NotaryPublic 917-642-6925 - wynkoop@tekhq.com

TEMA R SILINSKY BAGDADI
Notary Public - State of New York
NO. 01516372331
Qualified in Kings County
{ MvCommission Expires Mar 19, 2022
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF KINGS

Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff, Memorandum of Law
Motion to Recuse
-against- MS-2
Oral Argument Requested
Michael T. Yonker Court Reporter Requested
Defendant CPLR 2201 Stay Requested
No Waiver of Rights
L Plaintiff reserves all rights with respect to the rejection of Defendant’s NON-Verified response

to Plaintiff’s summons and verified complaint in the instant matter. This motion to recuse does not
waive the verification requirements of CPLR 3020 and the common law.

Judicial Notice
2. Pursuant to NY CPLR 4511 the court must take judicial notice of the common law, statutes, and
constitutions of the United States of America, and the several states of the Republic.

3. The court’s attention is called in particular to 28 USC 455 which says in pertinent part:

28 USC 455

(a)Any Justtce judge, or maglstrate judge of the Umted States shall dlsquahfy h:mself in
any proceeding in which his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.

(b)He shall also disqualify himself'in the following carcumstances

(1)Where he has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party, or personal
knowledge of disputed ev:dentlary facts concemmg the proceeding;

Standards for New York State Judges
4. New York State Judges are expected to at all times comport with part 100 of the rules of the

Chief Administrative Judge. Of particular note is:

— S —— _—
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|
Section 100.2 A Judge shall avoid lmproprlety and the appearance of 1mpropriety \
in all of the judge's activities.

(A) A judge shall respect and comply with the law and shall act at all times in a manner
that promotes public conﬁdence in the mtegnty and 1mpama]1ty of the Judlclary

5. New York State Judges take an oath upon entering office to support the Constitution of the

United States of America and the Constitution of the State of New York.

and the constitution of tEe State of New Yoik and that [ will faithﬁjlly discharge ihe

6. Upon information and belief all sitting Supreme Court Justices in Kings County must be New
York Licensed attorneys. All attorneys admitted to practice in the state of New York must take the oath

below:

I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the constitution of the United States,
and the constitution of the State of New York, and that I will fmthf‘ully discharge the
duties of the office of [attorney and counselor-at—law], accordmg to the best of my
ability.

Judge Rivera By His Own Admission Is Biased

7. Judge Rivera revealed his bias against against Plaintiff on the record on 27 June 2017.

“So, | guess ‘what I'm doing is: I'm v writing an order that says that I'm recusmg myself...”
& can‘t deal with him [Wynkoop] anymore in what | consider a fair way...”
“I'm done because | have a lot of work to do.

And, I've already wasted so much time on thes case based on ]ust a fear of my actuai
safety. | think this gentleman — I don't know what he's capable of. But, what I've seen
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already, is enough to dlsturb me.

8. The court is directed to take judicial notice of NYSCEF Document 1122 in Kings County
Supreme Court Case 507156/2013, which is included here in total by reference.

9. In Judge Rivera’s own words he can not be unbiased with respect to Plaintiff, because the
Plaintiff disturbs him.

10. It would seem that Rivera is disturbed by a litigant who stands up for his civil rights and takes
his battle to a higher court when Rivera attempts to run rough shod over the Constitution and a
litigant’s civil rights.

Judge Rivera By His Actions Demonstrates Bias & Violates the Law

11. On 23 and 27 June 2017 Rivera issued a search warrant for Plaintiff’s home in direct violation

of the New York State and United States Constitutions.

United States Constitution - Amendment IV

The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but
upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and. parucu!ariy descnbmg the

place to be searched: and the persons or thm" s to be selzed
New York State Cons i utlon Artlcle 1 Sectlon 2

The right of the peop]e to be secure in their persons houses, papers and effects, agamst
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, but
upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and parncularlv describing the
place to be searched and the persons or thmgs to be seized.

12. This is an action on Rivera’s part which shows both bias and a disregard for the Constitution of
the United States and the Constitution of New York. At no time prior to 27 June 2017 was there any
Oath or Affirmation before the court in support of the search of Plaintiff’s home, and in fact Rivera

himself described the search with the very definition of a fishing expedition.

1 The court is referred to NYSCEF Document 1122 in Kings County Supreme Court Case 507156/2013 for an
Uncertified copy of the transcript of 27 June 2017 hearing from which these excerpts are taken. That ranscript was
submitted by Yonker’s former clients during 507156/2013. It is also an exhibit in Defendant’s papers for MS-1 motion
to dismiss.

wynkoop-v-yonker-ms-2-recuse- Court Reporter Requested ! Page 3 of 8|
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Excerpt of 23 June 2017 Transcript

THE COURT: I ‘know enough about this case, to know it's
relevant. ‘

MR. HILTON: Well —

THE COURT: Or, could lead to relevant evidence.

13. “[CJould lead to relevant evidence " is the very definition of a fishing expedition especially
when there is no sworn statement supporting a warrant” request. Further the record of KSC
507156/2013, where this illegal search was ordered, shows no Oath, Affidavit, Affirmation from
anyone with recent personal knowledge in support of the application for a court order (warrant) to
search Plaintiff’s home. (Generally Wynkoop Affidavit)
14.  Granting a search of Plaintiff’s home in violation of his constitutional rights based upon the
unsupported request of an opposing litigant shows bias against Plaintiff and also presents the
appearance of bias to the public.

Judge Rivera Knows Too Much
15.  CPLR 4511 is designed to both harmonize the laws of the State of New York with the other
states and commonwealths in The Republic, as well as with Federal Laws, and to provide a path of
Judicial Guidance when New York Law is lacking.
16. In the instant matter it is clear that under Federal Standards Judge Rivera would recuse for he
has first hand knowledge of facts and events in KSC 6548-2012 and may be called as a material
witness at trial, or for deposition. Under these circumstances it is totally inappropriate for him to

preside over the instant matter.

2 Search Warrant - A court order authorizing the search of a home and/or other privacy-protected place(s), notably to
seek unlawful possessions, evidence etc. as part of a judicial inquiry
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17.  Under the Section 100.2 (A) of the New York Judicial Conduct rules under the circumstances
the reasonable man would perceive impropriety in Judge Rivera acting in his official capacity in the
instant matter for the same reason.

18.  Section 100.3 (E) of the New York Judicial Conduct is controlling here.

Section 100.3 (E) Disqualification.

(1) A judge shall disqualify himself or herself in a proceeding in which the judge's
impartiality might reasonably be questioned, including but not limited to instances
where:
(a) (i) the judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party; or

(ii) the judge has personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts conceming the
proceeding; i s

19.  Inthe instant action Judge Rivera meets both of the above tests. He was the sitting judge on
KSC-6548-2012 where the actions complained of by Plaintiff took place and he has expressed in open
court on the record his bias with respect to the Plaintiff. (Wynkoop Affidavit)(Exhibit B)

Judge Rivera Has Violated Judiciary Law 487
20.  Itis impossible for there to even be the appearance of Judge Rivera being unbiased with respect
to a case that is brought to punish a lawyer for violating Judiciary Law 487. Judge Rivera on the record
in open court on 27 June 2017 mislead the court and all parties to KSC 507156/2013.
21.  Inexplaining his recusal from KSC 507156/2013 rather than just saying he felt he could no
longer be impartial he took the opportunity to use his bully pulpit in a wholly inappropriate way to
defame Plaintiff citing to his own opinion of Plaintiff’s mental health. Upon information and belief
Rivera holds a Doctor of Law degree, not a Doctor of Medicine degree.
22.  FALSE STATEMENTS about Plaintiff’s mental health were only part of the FALSE RECORD

Rivera created. Additionally Rivera made a false record about the manner in which he was served with

wynkoop-v-yonker-ms-2-recuse- Court Reporter Requested Page 5of 8
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an Article 78 petition to compel him to rule on a summary judgement motion in KSC 6548/2012. He
claimed he was served in the driveway of his home, and that somehow service of papers caused him, an
experienced lawyer, to fear for his person.’ The papers Rivera speaks of on the record on 27 June 2017
were in fact served on only the Attorney General of the State of New York. (Exhibit C)

23.  This totally inappropriate tirade from the bench was made in response to Plaintiff bringing an
Article 78 proceeding against Rivera in an attempt to fight for Plaintiff’s civil rights. Plaintiff
eventually withdrew his Article 78 proceeding as moot because Judge Rivera self corrected and then
recused making Plaintiff’s action moot, but also confirming the need for the Article 78 proceeding.

24, Given the foregoing an adversarial situation exists for Plaintiff has a valid cause of action under
Judiciary Law 487 against Judge Rivera. Judicial immunity does not apply to violations of the law.
25. Plaintiff’s opponents in various actions, including the instant action, have been using Rivera’s
PUBLIC FALSE STATEMENT to impugn Plaintiff’s reputation and integrity.

26.  Not only did Rivera attempt to mislead the court’, he appears to have succeeded as the record of
KSC 507156-2013 clearly shows that the next several judges assigned after his recusal also recused
themselves(Exhibit-D). These recusals stem from Plaintiff being an advocate for himself, and using the
tools provided for him under the Constitution and Laws of the United States of America and the state of
New York to defend his Constitutional Rights. To the reasonable man it appears that Rivera was trying

a gaslight’ campaign directed at the judiciary with respect to Plaintiff.

3 The court is referred to NYSCEF Document 1122 in Kings County Supreme Court Case 507156/2013 for an
Uncertified copy of the transcript of 27 June 2017 hearing from which these excerpts are taken. That transcript was
submitted by Yonker’s former clients in during KSC 507156/2013. It is also an exhibit in Defendant’s papers for MS-1
motion to dismiss.

4 To be clear Judge Rivera is not the court. The court is the institution. Francois Rivera is simply the court’s avatar on
the bench in the courtroom. )

5 The term "gaslighting" has been used colloquially since the 1960s to describe efforts to manipulate somcone's perception

of reality. - Oxford English Dictionary (3rd ed.). Oxford University Press. September 2005
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Judge Rivera Does Not Want To Work That Hard
27.  This desire to not work too hard was exhibited by his letting the summary judgement motions in
KSC 6548/2012 languish so long that Plaintiff was compelled to bring an article 78 proceeding just to
obtain a ruling. That article 78 was not born of impatience, but rather because Yonker’s clients were
using the proceedings as an excuse to not pay their COOP fees and as such left Wynkoop in the
position where he could lose his home or lose heat, water, and electricity for 622A President Street

Owners Corporation’s lack funds to pay its’ bills. Yonker’s clients had long before moved out of the

building.

Bxcerpt oftrehscnpt dated 2014-01-17 from KSC 65482012

Courc You want me to do the work. I would rather not.

28.  An aversion to looking at evidence is a fatal defect in a judge and with respect to the instant
action could leave both litigants cheated of a fair ruling on the facts and the law.

Judge Francois Rivera Failed His Duty
29.  The rules of the Chief Administrative Judge are clear on their face and leave no room for a

judge to ignore attorney violations of the law or code of professional conduct.

100.3 (D) Disciplinary responsibilities

(1) A judge who receives information indicating a substantial likelihood that another judge has
conumttcd a substantial wo]at:on of this Part shall take appropriate action.

) A judge who receives mformatlon mdlcatmg a substantmi hkehhood that a lawyer has
committed a substantial vmlatmn of the Code of Professional Responsnblhty shall take
appropriate action.

(3) Acts of a judge in the discharge of disciplinary responsibilities”are part of a judge's
Jjudicial duties.

(emphasis added)
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30.  Judge Rivera turning a blind eye to violations of the Code of Professional Responsibility with
respect to Plaintiff’s opponent in, 6548/2012, Kyle Taylor Esquire, and his counsel in that litigation
means that he has failed in his duty as a judge. See generally Wynkoop Affidavit.

Request for Relief
31.  This motion challenges Judge Rivera’s jurisdiction to hear the instant matter Plaintiff Requests
a stay on all other proceedings in this matter until hearing and decision on this motion is made and
entered.
32.  Given the foregoing, and supported by affidavit, exhibits and pleadings submitted by Plaintiff,
as well as those things judicially noticed Plaintiff requests an order of recusal and other relief as the

court deems just and proper.

AFFIDAVIT OF VERIFICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK:
:ss.

COUNTY OF &5 .

Brett Wynkoop being duly sworn deposes and says that he is the Plaintiff in this proceeding; that he has
written this memorandum of law and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true to the knowledge
of deponent except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged upon information and belief, and as to
those matters he believes them to be true.

Swom before e on the
'ﬁ"g;y of Qgc , 2019. W
@ Brett Wynkoop

622A President Street

. Brooklyn, NY 11215
Notary Public 917-642-6925 - wynkoop@tekhq.com

¢ AR SILINSKY BAGDAD!
+ oy vabtic - State of New York
- 111516372331

- ‘n Kings County
Cxpires Mar 19, 2022
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff,
-against- Affidavit of Brett Wynkoop
Michael T. Yonker in support of
Defendant MS-2 — Motion to Recuse
STATE OF NEW YORK:

.SS.

COUNTY OF &//@

Brett Wynkoop being duly sworn under penalty of perjury declares the contents of this affidavit to be
true to affiant’s own knowledge, except those things stated upon information and belief which are
believed to be true based upon personal investigation.

CASE FOR JUDICIAL RECUSAL
1. [ am a free man of lawful age.
2. I'am an honorably discharged United States Naval Officer who took an oath to support and
defend the Constitution of The United States of America from all enemies, both JSoreign and domestic,
in September of 1977. That oath was renewed on 22 June 1981 when I graduated from the academy
and was commissioned an ensign.
3. My oath has no expiration date.
4. All litigants in the United States and the State of New York have a right to judicial review by an
unbiased judge and equal treatment under the law.
5. Affiant has received neither.
6. Subsequent to attempts of Affiant to enforce his United States Constitutional and the New York
State Constitutional rights, Judge Rivera recused from 507156/2013 stating, specifically:

“I no longer feel I can be fair”

7. This alone should lead to the immediate recusal of Judge Rivera.
8. But, beyond Judge Rivera’s own admission of bias and recusal in that case, Judge Rivera
delivered unequal justice under he law in the same case wherein he disregarded my attorney’s motion

opposition papers because they did not include a sworn affidavit, which is not required under the
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CPLR, while, granting the motion those papers addressed, also without a sworn affidavit as required

by cplr 2214.

9. Judge Rivera ordered the invasion and search of affiant’s home without a sworn affidavit in
support of the search. This is a violation of both the United States Constitution and the New York State
Constitution. This makes Judge Rivera a domestic enemy of The Constitution and additionally shows

his bias.

10.  For Judge Rivera’s admitted presence of bias, his prior unequal treatment under the law and his
allowing an illegal invasion and search of affiant’s home, Judge Rivera should immediately recuse
himself, in the name of due process, equal treatment under the law, the appearance of an unbiased court

and judicial economy.

11.  Judge Rivera has violated my rights to due process and equal protection under the law. He
acted against the Constitution of the United States of America, which means he has violated his oath of
office. In particular Judge Rivera acted counter to the 4™ and 14™ amendments to the United States

Constitution.

12.  The Supreme Court of The United States teaches us in United States v Lee 106 U.S. 196
(1882) “[n]o man in this country is so high that he is above the law. No officer of the law may set that
law at defiance with impunity. All the officers of the government, from the highest to the lowest, are
creatures of the law and are bound to obey it. It is the only supreme power in our system of
government, and every man who by accepting office participates in its functions is only the more
strongly bound to submit to that supremacy and to observe the limitations which it imposes upon the

exercise of the authority which it gives.”
13.  On 23 June 2017 a motion by KSC-507156/2013 Defendants, to gain access to Plaintiffs'
apartment for the purposes of inspecting it where there were no facts in dispute, where the Defendants

had no claims under the law', and where no probable cause had been shown by affidavit or other means

1 Confirmed by the Second Department 27 February 2019 in the dismissal of all of claims in relation to 622A President
Street unit 1.
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whereby a search would be warranted, Judge Rivera responded on the record “It’s happening. I'm
ordering it [the inspection]”. Later on the record Judge Rivera says “...[it] could lead to relevant
evidence”. The written order was issued on 27 June 2017 Exhibit E. This order is the very definition
of a fishing expedition.

* 507156/2013 Defendants had no claims under the law as confirmed by the Second Department.

* 507156/2013 Defendants cited no laws that were broken in their counterclaim only making the
vague allegation that the cellar spiral staircase was illegal.

* 507156/2013 Defendants made vague allegation that the cellar was illegal to occupy, again
citing no law.

* Plaintiff and 507156/2013 Defendants both agreed that Plaintiff made use of the cellar as part of
the unit 1 apartment and that there was a spiral stair case. QED:. No facts in controversy.

e 507156/2013 Defendants’ motion for a search warrant contained no sworn oath or affirmation in
support of the search, making granting it a violation of Plaintiff’s civil rights.

14. THERE WAS NO DISPUTE BEFORE THE COURT, and we are taught by Ex parte
McCardle, 74 U.S. 506 (1869) that when there is no dispute before the court, the court can do nothing
but acknowledge lack of jurisdiction and dismiss. Instead of doing that Judge Rivera issued a warrant
to search 622A President Street Apartment 1 with no supporting affidavit presented as required by the
4™ Amendment to the United States Constitution and also required by CPLR 2214. Upon information
and belief this was in the hope that Plaintiff’s opponents would find something they could use.

15. The issue of a warrant in conflict with the Constitution of the United States, and the
Constitution of New York State, which includes the same wording as the 4" amendment to the United
States Constitution, shows not only a bias against Plaintiff, but also that Rivera violated his oath and
therefore is a domestic enemy as described in the oath of office taken by every soldier, sailor, marine

and airman in the forces of the United States of America.

wynkoop-v-yonkef-ﬁlsz-recuse—aff- | | B 7 Page 3 of 6.
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16. Not only was the search an unconstitutional fishing expedition, it also appears to be a
manifestation of bias by Judge Rivera.

17.  I'was present at the first hearing in KSC 6548-2012 on 2012-12-14. At oral argument Judge
Rivera asked Yonker what time he arrived for the hearing. Yonker claimed to have arrived at 10:30 and
when Counsel for 622A President Street Owners Corporation pointed out Yonker’s attempt to mislead
the court Rivera threatened her with sanctions.

18.  She and I were seated next to each other for Second Call when Yonker and his clients walked in
after 11:15.

19.  To the reasonable man this shows a distinct bias by Judge Rivera against any accusations of
attorney’s lying to the court. Judge Rivera having displayed this bias in front of a packed courtroom on
motion day has set the stage for his not being qualified to sit on any case where the defendant stands
accused of being a lying attorney.

20.  I'was present in the court room on multiple occasions where counsel attempted to tell Judge
Rivera that opposing counsel had made misrepresentations to the court. I observed this not only in my
cases before Rivera, but with other cases as well. Rivera’s stock response was to admonish the attorney
trying to point out the malfeasance, even if the attorney had documentary evidence. The instance noted
above was not the only threat of sanctions I observed Rivera make when attorneys brought misconduct
or downright lying to the Judge’s attention.

21. A further show of bias, or gross disregard for the duties of his office, is shown by Judge
Rivera’s granting a motion presented to him in KSC-507156-2013 by Defendants in that action where
no affidavit attesting to any facts was presented by the moving party. This motion had the effect of

giving perpetual control of 622A President Street Owners Corporation to the MINORITY shareholders

wyhkoop-v-yonker-msZ-recuse-aff— ; o ' Page4orf76‘
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and cut Plaintiff totally out of governance of the Corporation. The motion was jurisdictionally
defective for lack of an affidavit per CPLR 2214, yet Rivera granted the motion to the prejudice of
Plaintiff even after Plaintiff’s attorney brought the defect to Rivera’s attention.

22.  Atrue copy of the relevant portion of the transcript from that day is below:

MR. HILTON: This is a technical matter. It's more you have to look to the statute

THE COURT: I'm sorry, not giving sworn allegations of fact to support the factual claims you
are relying upon is technical?

MR. HILTON: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay, then you have your record.

23.  Judge Rivera went on to direct Mr. Hilton (Plaintiff’s attorney in that action) to “Monroe
Place”.

24.  Further bias by Judge Rivera against Plaintiff was displayed on 2015-11-17 when on motion by
507156-2013 Defendants again not properly supported by an affidavit as required by cplr 2214
Judge Rivera caused Plaintiff to stand trial for Contempt of Court.?

25.  Atrue excerpt from the relevant portion of the record is below:

'THE COURT: You are gomg to obJect to the heanng or to the fact that [ ordered a
heanng‘?

MK CAVALIERE: No, your Honor. I'm objecting to the papers, because it's come to our
‘attention there is no affidavit of anybody with personal knowledge annexed to his
.contempt papers.

. THE COURT: Isn't that water under the bridge because I ah'eady‘ ordered a hearing?
: MR CAVALIERE: I understand, your Honor. But it's Junsdmtlonal

2 To protect his rights Wynkoop took an appeal on this ruling, but AD2 took so long to hear the appeal that the appeal
became moot and was withdrawn. Wynkoop was found not guilty of contempt at trial.
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26.  After that exchange Judge Rivera caused Plaintiff to stand trial for contempt of court after
exhibiting that he had denied Plaintiff equal treatment under the law by allowing a facially and
jurisdictionally defective motion to initiate the proceedings. Upon information and belief other
litigants in New York are subject to trial only with jurisdiction.

27. I was called to the witness stand by opposing counsel during the contempt hearing and Judge
Rivera threatened to hold me in contempt of court for using college level vocabulary when he asked me
questions. In particular he made a great deal out of my use of the word edifice’.

28.  Judge Rivera also threatened to hold me in contempt for answering opposing counsel’s
questions in an accurate manner, rather than as opposing counsel desired.

29.  In summary Judge Rivera stated his bias against Plaintiff on the record in open court. He stated
on the record in open court a bias against holding lying attorneys, Mr. Yonker in particular,
accountable. He demonstrated that bias by failing to address in any proper way accusations of attorney
malfeasance in previous cases. The records of 507156/2013 and 6548/2012 are replete with examples

of bias generally revolving around violations of Plaintiff’s Constitutional Rights.

Sworn before e on the
$35dayof . e 201, y %/4/%%17/

R Brett Wynkoop / 4
622A President Street
— Brooklyn, NY 11215
Notary Puftic 917-642-6925 - wynkoop@tekhq.com

TEMA R SILINSKY BAGDADI
ary Public - State of New York
' '1"‘ 01516372331
. ) fipe, n Kfngs County

: " Lapires Mar 19, 2022 j

Net

3 edifice n. A building, especially one of imposing appearance or size.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS
Brett Wynkoop, Index Number: 3863-2019
Plaintiff, Affidavit of Brett Wynkoop
. Concerning
-against- MS-2 Exhibits
Michael T. Yonker
Defendant
STATE OF NEW YORK:
sS.

COUNTY OF ks :

Brett Wynkoop being duly sworn under penalty of perjury declares the contents of this affidavit to be
personally known to be true to him, except those things stated upon information and belief which are
believed to be true based upon personal investigation.

Exhibits Associated With This Motion
1. Exhibit A is a true copy of the RJI for this case filed with the Clerk.
2. Exhibit B is a true copy of NYSCEF document 1115 from Kings County Supreme Court Case
507156/2013, Judge Rivera’s order of Recusal.
3. Exhibit C is a true copy of Order to Show Cause from Appellate Division 2 Docket Number
2013-9629 showing acceptance of service by the Office of the Attorney General on behalf of Judge
Rivera.
4, Exhibit D are true copies of orders of recusal in 507156/2013 written by Judges Edwards,
Jimenez Salta, Silber.
5. Exhibit E is a true copy of NYSCEF document 1114 from Kings County Supreme Court Case
507156/2013, Judge Rivera’s order to search Plaintiff’s home.

Sw%m before me on the W
> day of Cc 2019. _
e m e ______________-—-)
- Brett Wynkoop

622A President Street

Sp— - Brooklyn, NY 11215
TE0T Ko shuin o pounend - D17-642-6925 - wynkoop@tekhg.com

Notary Public

LEEZLEIISIO 'ON
YJ0A MBN 3O 3335 - J)iqnd AsejoN
1aVaovE ANSNITIS ¥ Ywal

SN W s,

wynkoop-v-yonker-ms2-recuse-
aff-exhibits.odt
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EXHIBIT A
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REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL INTERVENTION el

{rev. 07/29/2019)
SUPREME  COURT, COUNTYOF KINGS

Index No: ___3863/2019 Date Index Issued: ___11/13/2018

BRETT WYNKOOP

Plaintiff(s)/Petitioner(s) |5 ©

-against-

MICHAEL T, YONKER

MATRIMONIAL '

(@] ausiness rnmy (mduds-s rorporatxons, pannersh!ps, LLCs, !.LPs et} QO Contested

O contract NOTE: If there artd children under the age of 18, complete and attach the

O Insurance {where insurance company is a party, except arbiiration) MATRIMONIAL RJI ADDENDUM (UCS-840M).

O UCC (includes sales and negotiable instruments) For Uncontested Matrmonfal acﬂons, use me Untmtesred Dwon:e R.ﬂ {UD~I3J
O Other Commercial {specify): TORTS TERE R

NOTE: For Mortgage Foreclosure octions involving a one to four-family,
owner-occupied residential property or owner-occupied condomintum,
complete and attach the FORECLOSURE RJi ADDENDUM (UCS-BAOF).

Cther Negligence (specify):
Other Professicnal Malpraclice (specify):
Other Tort (spec,fy] Judlciarv Law 487, Fraud Upon the Court

NQTE: For Commercial Division ossignment requests pursuant to 22 NYCRR 202.70{d), Q  Asbeslos
complete and attach the COMMERCIAL DIVISION RJI ADDENDUM (UCS-840C). O Child Victims Act
REAL PROPERTY* *Specify how many properties theapplication includes: QO Environmental (specify):
O Condemnation Q Medical, Dental or Pediatric Malpractice
O Mortgage Foreclosure (specify): O Residential O Commercial QO Motor Vehicie
Property Address: O Products Liability {specify):
o}
0
®

O Tax Ceniorari SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS; : 1 13l
O Tax Foreclosure O CPR Amicle 75 (A:butratlon} [see Noft' 1n CDMMERC!AL secln:ml
O Other Real Property (spctlfy) O CPLR Article 78 (Body or Officer}
OTHERMATTERS.S % PSR e e M RO Election Law

O  Certificate of lncmpnrarimlunssolution [see NOTE in COMMERCIAL section}  |(O Extremie Risk Protection Qrder

QO Emergency Medical Treatment O MHL Article 9.60 (Kendra’s Law)

O Habeas Corpus O MHL Article 10 {Sex Offender Canfinement-Initial)
Q  Local Court Appeal O  MHL Article 10 {Sex Offender Confinement-Review)
QO Mechanic’s Lien O MHL Article 81 [Guardianship)

‘O Name Change O Other Mental Hygiene {specify):

Q  Fistcl Permit Revocation Hearing Q  Other Speciai Proceeding (specify):

O sale or Finance of Religious/Not-for-Profit Property

O Other (specify):

STATUS.OF ACTION GR' PROCEEDING! fswer YES of ND for every question and enter aoditional information where indicated

YES NO

‘Has a summons and complzint or summons with notice been filed? ® O  Ifyes, cate filed: 11/13/2019

Has a summons and complaint or summons with notice been served? @ O ifyes, caw served: 11/25/2019
Is this action/proceeding being filed post-judgment? (@] ®  ifyes, judgment date: _

NATUREQF {tLDI_CtAEfMEﬂWW " Check-one.box orily'and e‘memgditiunai‘iﬁ{éér‘rfaﬂhn—‘a}he:a-lndlcat“;ﬁ? 2
1O Infant's Compromise

QO Eextreme Risk Protection Order applicatian

O Note of Issug/Certificate of Readiness

O Notice of Medical, Dental or Podiatric Malpractice  Date Issue Joined: ——

@ Notice of Motion Relief Requested: Dismissat Return Date: ____01/10/2020
O  Notice of Petiticn Relief Requested; Return Date: ___

O Order to Show Cause Relief Requested: Return Date:

O Other Ex Parte Application Relief Requested:

O Poor Person Applization

O  Reguest for Preliminary Conference

O Residential Mortgage Foreclosure Settlement Conference

O Writ of Habeas Corpus

O Other (specify): I

Printea. 127202019



3863/201¢ Req. judical interven. d Pagelel2
& 2
-

Taylor, et al. v. Wynkoop, et al. | 6548/2012 Kings County Supreme | Rivera Underlying Action
Wynkoop v, 622A Prestdent streel Gwners corp, etal. | 507156/2013 Kings County Supreme | Knipel Underlying Action
|
i
p ?fsa mesfln same order.as isted in the
fcaption ar!dlnﬁ}r.are roles (.g;, plaintiff, ; dicate if ; dicate 1 ;
|defendant, 3 party plaintiff; etc.) o h : “{been Joi " |carrier, if-applicable:
Name:
_Breut Wynkoop 6224 President Street
E Role(s): Plaintiff Brookiyn, New York 11215 cwynkoop@tekhq.com> <917-642-6925> o YES O NO
Name: :
| * Michael T. Yonker Benjamin M. Osenburg, Esq., Ahmed Javaid, Esq., Furman Karnfeld & Brernan UP
D Role(s): DatERAERE 61 Broacway - 26th Floar - New York, New York 10008 <taxenburg@lkblaw.com> <212-867-4100> OYEs @NO
Name:
D Role(s): OYES QNO
Name:
[ {Rotets): OYEs ONO
Name:
D Role(s): OvYEs QONO
Name:
O Irolets: OVEs ONO
Name:
D Rolels): OYes ONO
Name:
[ [rotets): OYES ONO
Nama:
[ Igote(s): OVYes ONO
Name:
D Role(s): Ovyes QONO
Name:
0] [Rotets: OYes ONO
Name:
D Role{s). QVYES QO NO
Name: e
B Rate(s): OQVYEs OQNO
Name:
D Role(s): OYES ONO
Name:
[ {rotets): QvEs OnwNo

| AFFIRM UNDER THE PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT, UPON INFORMATION AND BELIEF, 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: 12/13/2019 /&ﬂ '(4. O/Fj
4

Signature
4809483 Benjamin M. Oxenburg
Attorney Registration Number Print Name

Printec. 1202010610
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FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 07/06/2017) : INDEX NO. 507156/2013

+ NYSCEF DOC. NO. 1115 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 07/13/2017

H

At an LAS. Trial Term, mﬁ@r the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held in and for the
Couanty of Kings, at the Courthouse, located at

Civic Center, Borough of Brookl ity and Sta
of New York, on theZ"‘ day om 20 Y/)

PH; QW ~ Justice
Grett U"QLG&()M tflie, llerke cire& 0BG 2]

£ 22 Prods Sina) Ourad, G
» I e Tanloy ! g Tzﬁhrm; 3

The\ following papers numbered 1' to resd on this motion Papers Numbered
Notice of Moticn - Order to Show Cause

and Affidavits (Affirmations) Annexed
Answering Affidavit (Affirnmation)
Reply Affidavit (Affirmation)
Affidsvit (Affirmation)

Pleadings - Exhibits
Stipulations - Minutes
- Filed Papers,

lof1l




EXHIBIT C



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION: SECOND JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

In the Matter of the Application of .
BRETT WYNKOOP, KATHLEEN KESKE, JAMES AD. k 2( ) %‘Q(CD—Q

BORLAND,

Petitioners
ORDER TO
For Judgment in the Nature of Mandamus SHOW CAUSE
Under Article 78 of the Civil Practice Laws and Rules

-against-

The Honorable FRANCOIS RIVERA.

Supreme Coun Justice of the State of New York, County of

Kings;

KYLE TAYLOR and RAJEEY SUBRAMANYAM, named as

Pl inti f lhc Kings Ceumy Civil Index No, 6548/2012,
Cusnts Q‘?«

zto.u\:' .,-P a» Respondents.
[4

Upon the annexed aflirmation of ANTONY HILTON, ESQ., dated October 21, 2013, the

annexed Verificd Petition and Memorandum of Law, and the annexed Affidavits of the board

dircetors of 622A President Street Owners Corp.. Brett Wynkoop dated October 21, 2013, and all
N A Lt ED EXNS TS

LET the respondents, HON. FRANCOIS RIVERA, Justice of the Supreme Court of the
State of New York, County of Kings, and KYLE TAYLOR and RAJEEV SUBRAMANYAM.
named Plaintifls under the Civil Index No. 6548/2012, SHOW CAUSE BEFORE THIS

-
COURT at the courthouse thercof. located at 45 Monroc Place, Brooklyn, NY, on the _‘f_ day of
NoAmBT—

=Betober, 2013. at 9:30 am o’clock in the forenoon, or as soon thercafier as counsel may be heard.

why an order should not be made and entered:

1. Dirccting, pursuant to CPLR Article 78, the lower court to enter an order of dismissal
of the derivative action brought by the Respondent-Plaintifts pursuant to CPLR
Article 78; and -

v

Upon directing the lower court to enter an order of dismissal of the derivative action.
ordering the Clerk of the Count, Kings County. to immediately rclease moneys held
by it under the Civil Index No. 6548/2012; and



3.

6.

-

7.

In the aliernative 10 the foregoing, pursuant to CPLR §5701(c). granting Petitioners
leave to appeal the oral determination of the lower court, made orally and recorded in
the attached transcripts of March 22, 2013, and July 16, 2013, which said order was
to deny dismissal, pursuant to CPLR §3211, of the complaunt under Civil Index
Number 6348,2012; and

Upon granting leave to appeal, ordering the following temporary relief?
a. staying the lower court proceedings pending appeal: and

b. ordering that the Clerk of the Court, Kings County. immudiately release to the
Petitioner, 622A President Street Owners Corp., all moneys held by it under the
Civil Index Number 6348/2012; and

¢. ordering Respondents named as PlaintifTs under the Civil Index No. 63482012, 10
pay their monthly payment obligations to the Petitioner, 622A Presidem Strect
Owners Corp.. as obligated under their proprictary lease agreement.

and

In the alicrative to the foregoing. pursuant to CPLR Anticle 78, directing that the
lower court exceute the attached transcripts of March 22, 2013, and July 16, 2013, so
ordering oral determinations recorded therein, so that Petitioner may pursue their
constitwtional right to appeal; and

Upon ordering the lower court, pursuant 1o CPLR Article 78, to exceute the attached
rranscripts ol March 22, 2013, and July 16, 2013, granting the same temporary reliel
sought under application 4(a-c), herein above, pending an appeal of the lower court’s
denial of the motion to dismiss pursuant to CPLR §3211; and

For such other further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

SUFFICENT CAUSE BEING ALLEGED THEREON; I'T 1§

ORDERED thaypending the bearing and dete r‘(mion of this petition pursuant to CPLR
d ‘/"

-



ORDERED that service of a copy of this Order to Show Cause, and the papers upon

which it is made, upon the Office ol the Attorney General, located at 120 Broadway, New York,
UPe~t 612 A PReaiaeT §ineeT ownesls cor P,

New York 10271, and upon Mendel Bhandari, 11 Broadway. Ste, 615, New York, NY 10004,

attorney for the Respondent-PlaintifYs in the civil matter under Index No. 6549/2012, ypemien
ParyvAv 7o cPuv La3EUY, B6XT) oa BH)E

N mmito-berecetred-vRespondema-by no later than _Nov | | 2013, be deemed

sufficiemt service thereof, and sufficicnt service of the attached petition pursuant to CPLR Article
A1 be madghy all Redpondept$ upon
s by'no later thdn L2013,

Associate Justice of the Appellate Division of
the Supremie Court of the State of New York
for the Second Judicial Department

78; and it is further

ORBERED ghat scpvice of 1dponsiv
ioners byfegulprmail, «fbe recej y

Dated:

QATCD . Basouwwn, N
0tTo8uw- 12 013

TO:  The New York State Attorney General’s Office Hon. Plummer E. Lott
Attn: Robert Kraﬁd‘ Associate Justice
120 Broadway, 24" Floor Appellate Division 2nd Dept.
New York. NY 10271
Rishi Bhandari
Mendel Bhandari
11 Broadway, Sic. 615
New York, NY 10004 Whved SePAVITE
. §eane
W
)43 YN {h‘ﬁm/ e RN ‘;if—‘«
QB T CPAFT i Pw LEALER en i
AT Se vl VPN asd
‘ 5 - .. e > N4
15 20t Tfike ORHCe OF T ATTIA
oo mbes 5 [ Cenerm 13 Suéhee VT e
Besprsi Secuict Seavite. o 0T MV
. .
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(FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 09/26/2017) INDEX NO. 507156/2013
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 1173 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 09/27/2017

AUIAS Pant 80 of the Supremo Court
of the State of New York, Kings County, on
the22ndday of September 2017

PRESENT: Hon, G€Nine Edwards LI8C
S ———————————
Brett Wynkoop & Kathleen Keske RECUSAL ORDER

Plaintiff{s) Index No._ 507156 ;2013

- agains( -
622A President Street Owners Corp., Kyle Taylor,
Hilary Taylor and Rajeev Subramanyam

Defendant(s)

This Coust recuses itsclf. The case is to be “overridden” to another Non-City Part, at random,

pursuant to Supreme Court administrative procedures.
NTER

v (%l{ine Edwards

JSC

wl 924357102

v
1t

Le:3

099508 - TTS
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'. INDER NO. S07156/2013
NYSCEF DOC. WO. 1526 RECEIVED WYSCEF: 02/12/2018

Atan LA.S, Trial Term, Parlbéf the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held in and for the
County of Kings, at the Courthouse, located at
Civic Center, Borough of Brooklyn, City and State

of New York, on theq dayofA‘on | 20 /f
PR ESENT

Hon._\J |[/MMENC2 gﬁbﬂﬂ
Justice

usti

be Velan/\
: papers Papers Numbered
Notice of Motion.- Order to Show Cause
and Affidavits (Affirmations) Annexed
Answering Affidavit (Affirmation)
Reply Affidavit (Affirmation)
Affidavit (Affirmation),
Pleadings - Exhibits.
Stipulations - Minutes
Filed Papers
“BLV\M/\ \}'Ob(ﬂ W ‘
2 Z
For Clerks use only = -
MG__ z
MD___ = T
Motion Seq. # =
E\N~-T E = T
@
o -
o

C.
EsVarev 1108 HON.!&"N J%WSALTA_.
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FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 07/20/2018 11:16 AM INDEX NO. 507156/2013

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 1501 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 07/20/2018

SUPREME COURT OF THE. STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF KINGS : PART 9
BRETT WYNKOOP, ET AL,
Index No. 507156/13
Plaintiffs,
-against- . o
RECUSAL ORDER

622A PRESIDENT STREET OWNERS CORP., ET AL,

Defendants.

HON. DEBRA SILBER, J.S.C.:
The court hereby recuses itself fram this action.and respectfully refers-all
p_e’nding motions. as well as the-action to the Administrative Judge, Hoh. Lawrence

Knipel, to be reassigned to another IAS Judge,
Dated: July .20, 2018

ENTER;

b

"Hon. Debra Silber, J.S.C;

an. Debra Silber
JUstce Supreme Court

l1o0of1
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FILED: KINGS COUNTY CLERK 07/07/2017 : INDEX NO. 507156/2013'.,
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 1114

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 07/12/2017

At an LAS. Trial Term, Partosf—the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, held in and for the

County of Kings, at the Courthouse, located at
Civic Center, Borough of Brooklyn, City and Shtel
w ")

of New York, on the )] day of 9:44'.2,
PRESTENT :

mon. FRONCHIZ R VERRY

Justice

BRETT WYNYOOP » KATHLEEN KESKE CaL. No.
Plaintiffis) miexNo. 5O F 156 (201}

- against -
622A PRESIDENT STREET OWNERS CoRY,
JILE TAY(oR, HILAY TAILR o3
AIAJEEY SOBRAMANYAM Defeadant(s)

The following papers nombered 1 to resd on this motion Papers Numbered
Notice of Motion - Order to Show Cause

Reply Affidavit (Affirmation)
Affidavit (Affirmation),

Pleadings - Exhibits,
Stipulations - Minutes

@ The common lew notice of lichs secved
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