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Supreme Court of the State of Netw Pork
Appellate Division, First Judicial Department

Present — Hon. Anil C. Singh, Justice Presiding,
Tanya R. Kennedy
Saliann Scarpulla
Martin Shulman

Julio Rodriguez III, Justices.
In the Matter of a Family Offense Confidential
Proceeding, Motion Nos. 2022-02881
2022-02882
Nadine C., Docket No. 0-06638-20
Petitioner-Respondent, Case No. 2021-03912
-against-

Keith S.,
Respondent-Appellant.

An order of this Court having been entered on November 23, 2021 (M-2021-
3626), inter alia, granting respondent-appellant leave to prosecute, as a poor person, the
appeal taken to this Court from an order of the Family Court, New York County, entered
on or about September 23, 2021, and assigning Salilah R. Denman, Esq., as counsel to
prosecute the appeal,

And Salilah R. Denman, Esq., having moved to be relieved as counsel for
respondent-appellant, to continue the previously granted poor person relief, and to
substitute other counsel (M-2022-02881),

And petitioner-respondent having cross-moved to dismiss the aforesaid appeal,
(M-2022-02882),

Now, upon reading and filing the papers with respect to the motion and cross
motion, and due deliberation having been had thereon,



Case No. 2021-03912, -2- Motion Nos. 2022-02881
2022-02882

It is ordered that assigned counsel’s motion is granted to the extent of striking the
designation of Salilah R. Denman, Esq. as counsel to prosecute the appeal, and
substituting, pursuant to Section 722 of the County Law, Leslie S. Lowenstein, Esq., 567
Sunset Drive, Woodmere, New York, 11598, Telephone No. 516-374-1962, as such
counsel. The poor person relief previously granted is continued, and appellant’s time in
which to perfect the appeal is extended until 60 days from the date of this order or the
receipt of the complete record, whichever is later, (M-2022-02881); and

It is further ordered that petitioner-respondent’s cross motion to dismiss the

appeal is denied (M-2022-02882).

Susanna Molina Rojas
Clerk of the Court
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