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In an action, inter alia, for a judgment declaring that the plaintiffs have no liability
to the defendants based on arelease, the plaintiffs appeal, aslimited by their brief, from so much of
an order of the Supreme Court, Rockland County (Garvey, J.), dated December 1, 2009, as, upon
reargument and renewal, in effect, vacated so much of the original determination as denied those
branches of the defendants' motion which were pursuant to CPLR 3211(a)(5) to dismiss the first,
second, fouth, and fifth causes of action asbarred by arelease, and thereupon granted those branches
of the motion.

ORDERED that the appeal is dismissed, with costs.

“It is the obligation of the appellant to assemble a proper record on appeal, which
must contain al of the relevant papers that were before the Supreme Court” (Block 6222 Const.
Corp. v Sobhani, 84 AD3d 1292, quoting Wen Zong Yu v Hua Fan, 65 AD3d 1335; see CPLR 5526;
Matter of Remy v Mitchell, 60 AD3d 860). Here, athough the appellantsincluded in the record on
appeal acopy of the papersin support of and in opposition to the defendants’ motion to dismissthe
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complaint, the appel lantsfailed to include acopy of the motion papers pertaining to the defendants’
subsequent motion, the determination of which was the subject of the order appeaed from. Thus,
the record is inadequate to enable this Court to render an informed decision on the merits, and the
appeal must be dismissed (see Block 6222 Const. Corp. v Sobhani, 84 AD3d 1292; Emco Tech
Constr. Corp. v Pilavas, 68 AD3d 918, 918-919).

RIVERA, J.P., SKELOS, FLORIO and AUSTIN, JJ., concur.
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