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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE Of  NEW YORK - NEW YORK COUNTY 

Justice 
-- . . -. 

Index Number : 60377612003 
ALLSTATE INSURANCE 

BUZIASHVILI, ALEX 
Sequence Number : 007 

vs 

- DISMISS 

T 

INDEX NO. 

MOTION DATE -. 

MOTION SEQ. NO,  

MOTION CAL. NO, 

mot ion t o/f or 

Notice of Motion/ Order to  Show Cause - Affidavits - Exhibits ... 
Answering Affidavits - Exhibits 

Replying Affidavits _ _  

-- 

Cross-Motion: 1-! Yes 1-7 No 

PAPERS NUMBEREJ 

Upon the foregoing papers, it is ordered that  this motion 

J, s. c. 
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Index No. G03776/03 

priiicip;iIs, ;inti tlicir altoi-iicys, who allc!pily conspi id  to commit iio-LitiIl iiistii-;iiice li-uud with 

i-cspcc t to t I I c 17 1-0 v i si o I I o I' m ed i cal :11 1c1 1 I cal t 11 care- I-c 1 :it ccl scrv i ccs . 

Dcf'cndants I ,koycI rki-ns, Esq., Bci-lis & C a s h ,  Esqs. ;11icl Bcrns 'SL Associates (the 

Rcl-iis deli.ndants) move for ai1 oi-del-: ( a )  piirstiant lo  C:'PLIC 32 1 1 (a) (7)  and 30 I6 (b), dismissing 

thc complaint, dated Dccciiil)cr 3. 3003 (the C'coiiiplaiiit) as ag;iiiist tliciii; ;iiicl ( I ) )  ptirstiant to 22 

NYC'RR 130- I .  I ,  ii~iposing sanctioiis :igaiiist plaiiili fTs. 

'I'hc 13ci-iis dcfcnclants rely on tlic dccisioii and order of tlic court, datctl .I tiiic 33, 

2005 (filed .ILiiic 78, 7005) (the Fiild Dccisioii), which gantcd tlie tilotioil by dcfciidants Moslic 

Ftild, b k l .  :incl Moslic rl. F111c1, P.C'.  (tlic Ftild clcr'ciidatits) to clisiiiiss tlic C'oiiiplaiiit ;is agaiiist 

t l ic i i i .  Tlic Beins defindants contend that they ii1-e in the siiiiie positions ;is WVI-c' tlic Fuld 

dc f'cndan t s, and t hat t he C'om p I ;I i 11 1 as agai lis t them m ti s t  be d i sm i ssed . 

For t h u  iusoiis discussed hclow, the niotion to clisiiiiss is y~i i i tcd.  
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’ NtIioiigIi pIaiiitil’Is bi-iiig tn tlic court’s attciitioii n ci-iiiiiiia~ p~c:i aiid older of ciisbai-meiit 
of I,loyd Rci-lis :ind h i g e n e  C‘xt ro ,  plaintiIff’s fail to submit m y  evidence showing that tl-ic (acts 
which supportccl said plea arc rclatcd to tlic coiidiict coiiiplaiiicd o1‘by tlic Bcrns defendants in 
tlic C‘omplaint. 
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are i 11 s ti ffi c i en t to sal i s fy I h c “pa 1-1 i c i p ;I I i o 11’’ req 11 ii-em en t (see e ,  q ,  Hi c) fL.cd trac, 1 I I c . v I< o 1 i ii or  

Optical Enters. C‘ (I’onsultants, S.R.L. ,  S32 F Stipp 5 8 5 ,  siii.~i-a). ‘ ihe llcls i i i  this case I x n r  iio 
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Dcfcnclants' i-ccl~icst for the imposition of  sanctions pui-suaiit to 23 N Y C R R  130- 

1 .  I is denicd heca~ise plaintiffs in  opposing this motioii to dismiss liavi: i1ot ciisagcd i n  tlic iypc 
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Llaled : M:iy 4, 2007 EN '1 'Eli : 

I-lclcri E. I~l-Kccdman, .I .S.C' .  

F I L E D  

NEW YORK 
WUNW CLERKS OFFlW 
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