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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF YOKK 
COIJNTY OF NEW YORK 

In lhe Mattci- of thc Application of 

WEST I-IAKLEM BUSlNESS GROUP, 

J’e t i ti oiler, 

X _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ _ _ _ _ _ _ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  
DECISION, ORDER 
& JUDGMENT 

Indcx No.: 11683!)/06 

For a Iiidgment Pursuant to Article 78 
of thc CPLK 

-against- 

EMPIRE STATE DEVELOPMENT 
C: 0 R P ORA110 N , 

Respondent. 
X _-------------______I___________________----------------------- 

KORNWICH, SHIRLEY WERNER,  .I. 

It1 this Articlc 78 proceeding, petilioner, West Harlem Business Group, cliallciigc 

respondent Et-upire Slatc Developiiient Corporation ’s deterniination after an administrative 

appeal, datcd August 3 1 ,  2006 (“Final Detenniiiation”) of a Frecdotii oi‘Information Law 

(“FOIL”)’ rcquest, daled Julie 16, 2006. The court directed an in cunzmz review of documents 

by intcritti decision and order, dated May 4, 2007. Familiarity with the court’s interim decision 

is assunled. Aftcr in cwncra rcview, the court dirccts that the documciits, or parts thereof, listccl 

on thc attached log (pages i to x)  must bc discloscd Tor the reasons that Ibllow. 

Petitioncr did not put all oftlic documents submitted to thc court for ill cnnicrcr rcview 011 

a privilcge log and they were subiiiittcd without bate stamps lo idciitify them. Sonic of the 

documciits submittcd were found during additioiial scal-ches conductcd while this procceding was 

Ncw York Statc Public Officers Law, 484 ct scq. (“POL”). I 
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pending. Accordingly, on the attached log, the court describes the documents by dale and olher 

identifying characteristics. 

Rcspondent asserted llial the inter or intra-agency excrmption, or [lie attorncy-cliciit 

privilege, applied to all of the docunients submitted. POL $87(2)(g) exempts “inter-agency or 

intra-agency niatcr-Ids” (“agcncy cxcriiptioii”). POT, $87(2)( a) exempts documents “specifically 

excmptcd from disclosure by statc or federal statutc,” which includes docunieiits protected by the  

attorney-client privilege (“privilcgc”) codi lied in C.P.L.R. $4503. 

The agency exemption does not include the following: 

1. statistical or factual tabulations or data; 

ii.  instructions to staff that affect the public; 

i i i .  final agcncy policy or deteniiiriations; 

iv. extennal audits, including but not limited to audits performed by Ihe 
complro 11 cr and the federal govenimen t . 

POL $87(2)(g). 

Further, thcre is a presumption in favor of disclosure under FOIL, and the burdcii of proof 

is oil the agency to demonstrate that tlic material falls squarely within an exemption. M. 

I;irrhninn K. Sons, In(-. 17. New York City Health & Hosptuls C’orp., 62 N.Y.2d 75 (1984); 

Speiico. v. Lotnhlrrd~, 267 A.D.2d 13 (1  ’‘ Dept. 1999). Bearing these principles in milid, thc 

attached log tiividcs the ciocuriients to be disclosed into five sectioiis, which will be explained 

bc I c) w . 

Seclion I, redact and rcleasc, includes docutiients that arc riot covered by thc agency or 

privilege exemptions, with rcdactions to protect portions that fall within hosc  exemptions 
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Section I include docuriicnts for which respondent incoi-rcctly asserted privilege with respect lo 

legal bills from its attorneys aiid relatcd payment vouchcrs. Legal bills are not privileged if they 

arc devoid of a ckscription of the services rendered. Eisic- Tmtling C’orp. v. S‘oni~~rset MLLY~IZC,  

2 12 A.D.2d 45 1 ( 1  ’‘ Dept. 1995)(fcc statements not privileged i 1  do not contain detailed accounts 

of services rciidcrcd). Accordingly, respondent initst disclose thc bills with dcsci-iptioiis of the 

services redactcd. 

Section 11 iiivolves docuiiicnts that are not intra or inter-agency and/or were disclosed to 

iinidciiti iied persons 01- non-agency individuals. A document that has been disclosed to a third 

party, outside of the agency or agencies, generally is not covered by the agency exemption. In 

this case, petitioner contends that respondent did not properly invoke tlic agency exemption for 

written coriiriiuiiicatioiis between respoiidciit and a consultant, Allee King Rosen & Flcniing, lnc. 

(“AK.R.F”), prior to its retention by respondent on November 1 1, 2006. 

Pctitioiicr and rcspondent agree that AKRt’ was also a coiisultarit for Columbia 

Univcrsity (“Columbia”) ori the Manliattaiiville redevelopment, tlic project which is the target of 

this FOlL request. Respondent asserts, however, that it hired AlSRF with the uiidcrstaiiding that 

there would be a “Chinese wall” separating the consultant’s work for Columbia and respondent. 

Rcsporident also allcges that tlic date on which AKRF began working as its consultant was in 

March 2006, before it  was loniially retained. In response, petitioner claims that tlierc is no 

“Chinese wall” exemption under FOIL, and, thcrcfore, the agency exemption sliould not be 

applied to documents that rcflcct communications with AKRF. 

h i - i n g  irr ~ Y I I I Z E Y C I  review, the court found only one document, dated 4/3/06, that 

constituted a commuiiication with AJSIU?. TINIS, the court had to decide whether thc document 
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that AKKF sent to rcspondent falls within the agency exemption. Tlic court iiiids that the 

documelit should bc disclosed and it is listed in  Sectioii IT or the attached log. 

‘The cxcniption lor consultants hired by an agency to assist i t  i n  its dclibcrativc 

governmental functions is ;i jiidgc-madc extension of the text o r  the agency exemption 

Tlic agciicy exemption protects the deliberative process and rests iipon: 

the obvious realization that officials will not communicatc candidly among 
llieiiiselvcs if each rcmark is a potential item of discovcry and front pagc news, 
and its object is to enhance “the quality of agency decision,” by protecting open 
arid frank discussion anioiig those who make them within the Govcnimciit. I d .  
(cittrtroris omitted) 

The corisultaiit cxccptioii recognizes that where a government agcncy Iiircs a consultanl lo 

scck ai1 objective opinion from an outside expert, tlic consultant’s rcport plays “essentially the 

same part in  an agciicy’s process of deliberation” as “docitrnents prepared by agency personnel 

might have doiic.” Id. at 10. However, in ordcr for a consultant lo fill under the agency 

exemption, tlic consultaiit must “not represent an interest of its own, or the interest 01 any othcr 

client, whcii it advises the agency ....” Id, at 1 1 .  For the consultant’s documents to fall under the 

agency exemption, its only obligations must be “to truth and its sense o f  what good judgment 

calls ror, and in those respccts the consultant fuiictioiis just as ai eiiiployee would hc cxpcctcd to 

do.” Id. The rationalc for the consultant exception falls apart where the corisultaiit acts “in their 

own interest or on bclialfol any pcrsoii or group whose interest might be affected by the 

Government action addrcsscd by tlic consultanl.” Id .  at 12. 

Casc law interpreting the federal Freedoin o f  Tiifonmation Act is instructivc i i i  
I 

iiiteipreting FOIL. Mtiltcr qfFifzk  17, I,c~fiowiz, 47 N.Y.2cl 567 (1 979). 
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111 this case, as AKRF is a consultant for ChIiriiibIa arid is acling in the interest o r  an 

entity whosc action might be affected by respondcnt. Morcovcr-, while acting for Columbia, 

AKIIP lias an interest of its ow11 in the outcomc of rcspondcnt’s action, as AKRF, prcsumably, 

seeks to succeed in sccur-ing an outcomc that its client, Columbia, would hvor.  ‘l’he position of 

AKIW, hiis, lacks sulIicient neutrality Cor tlic court to find that AKRF does not represent “an 

interesl of its own, 01-  the interest o r  any otlicr client, when it advises” rcspondent. The letter 

agreement, dated as of July 30, 2004, bctweeii Colirmbia and respondent, relating lo the 

developmenl of Manliattanville, provides thal Columbia will pay respondent for certain costs 

associated with Columbia’s proposal to rezonc and develop properlies, involving, among other 

things, the condcmnation o f  certain properties by respondent under the power of eminent domairi 

- propertics owned by members of the public, including petitioncr’s members. Moreover, the 

siiigle document that constitutes a corninunicatioii bctwcen respondeiit and AKRF predates 

AKRF’s formal rctention by respondent in November 2006. 

The “Chinese wall” exception that respondent would like the court to recognize is not 

sanctioncd by any judicial precedent, and it docs not climinatc AKRF’s rcprcscntation of 

potentially rival interests. Kcspondent’s reliance lipon AKRF may iniluence a decision that 

a fkc t s  members of the public, such as petitioner, whose interest in respondent’s action are 

advcrsc to those of Columbia. As there is a presumption iii favor of disclosure under FOlL, and 

tlie 13111-clen is on tlie agciicy to dcmonstrate that the material fills squarcly within tlic cxciiiptioii, 

any doubts about the neutrality of AKRF must be resolved in favor. of disclosure. M. Fd7wia t i  & 

Sorrs, Itic. 11. NCW York C’ify IIwllh cB H o q d u l s  C‘orp., 02 N.Y.2d 75 ( I  984); S1ieric.w v. 

Lonibcrrcli, 207 A.D.2d 13 (1”  Dcpt. 1999). Accordingly, the AKRF coiiimunicatioii listed in 
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Section I1 must be disclosed to petitioner, 

Section 111 of h e  log 1 ists dociiments that constitute “inslructions to staff that affcct the 

public, which is xi exception to the agency exemption, pursuant to POL $87(2)(g)(ii); BufErfo 

Hrondctistirig C;.)., Inc. v ,  Ciry of Hilffirlo, 126 AD2cl 983 (Jrd Dept. 1!~87)(instriictions to police 

orficers about nicdia ~ C C C S S  to crime sccric). T ~ L I S ,  tlie documents in Section IT1 mist bc 

disclosed. 

Seclion IV rcfcrs to an attaclinicnt that has not bccn providcd to the court. As respondent 

has not met its burden o~clemonstratill~ that tlie attaclinicnt i s  sub-jcct to an exemption, it must be 

disclosed. 

Section V is a list of documents that are intra or inter-agency, but not dclibcrative. Not 

evciy document that travels within or between agencies is exempt from disclosure uiidcr FOIL. 

hi order to qualify for the exemption, thc docurnciit must hc “predccisional,” which means it  

mist  be prepared to assist the policy inakcr in making a decision arid it must be “deliberative,” 

which iiicaiis actiially relaled to the process by which policy is fomiulated. f10pkin.r v. IJnitcd 

States Lkp‘l o/’Hozrsirig CEr lJrhan DEV., 929 F.2d 81, 84-85 (2d Cir. 1991); fi.13. v. N .  Y,  Citv Rcl. 

o f E h r . ,  233 F,K.L). 289, 292 (E.D.N.Y. 2005). The documents in Section V, do not contain 

deliberations about policy and, thererorc, they are outside the agency exemption. Most of thciii 

are cmails discussing the availability of staff for the purpose of scheduling mectings. 

Accordingly, i t  is 

ORDERED, AD.llJDCED and DECREED that the petition is granted to the extent that 
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the documents listcd on the attached 102, must bo 2 isclosed by rcspondcnt within seven clays. 

Dated: .lune 27, 2007 
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Log of I)ocrrments to he Disclosed 

I. Redact & Release: 

12/12/05 Scope of work (already released) with T. Liinke on bottom ld‘t  coi-iicr - redact 
han dw r i t t CII t i  o t es 

2/1/06 e-niail chain Hulka to Cassidy 8.1 Chan with cc to Shatz - redact all but iiicnio to “Dan,” 
who is not identilied, beginning with “Update” 

ESDC‘ Payment Authorization Form - Voucher 23864, with attached bills from respondent’s 
attorricys ( 1  h pages) - Redact clcscription of services aiid rclcasc rcniainder 

Task Slicct distributcd by Columbia University at 4/5/06 Iiiccting. Redact email horn Char1 to 
Hulk, Cassidy, l,arcnioiit, Shatz with name Piciedjian, Antovk on top, subject: FW: task sheel 
C/U. Redact identical email with name Cassidy, Maria on top. 

ESDC Payment Authorization Fonn - Voucher 272 10, with attaclicd bills from respondent’s 
attorneys (1 4 pages) - Redact description of scrvices and release the rest. 

Respoiisive email 4/3/06 rrom Shatz to Cassidy, subject: FW: blight study outline. Disclosed to 
AKRF. This document is attached to Email 4/3/06 (original message) (two pages) from 
Britt Pageidakrl-.corn to Shatz with copy to 1,iiih L)o(idakrf.com, Dennis MiiiccIi(@akrf.com 
with iiaiiic Cassidy, Maria on top, subject: blight study outlinc, listcd in Section I1 below. 

II. Release as itof intra or inter-agency nnd/or disclosed to unidentified noiz-agency 
individual: 

Undated two page handwritten documenl with first page bearing letterhead of Karen Backus Rcal 
Estate, Inc. 

Undated notes with author not apparciit, 3 handwritten pages, attaclicd to 1 page e-mail from 
Hulka to Corbett with copy to Stephen IIochscliild (unidentified person) 

Undated notes with no apparciit author two pages 11a11dwrittc11 stating at tlic top “Why can’l city 
do this” aiid containing a list numbcrcd 1 to 18 

Email chain originating fi-om M icliacl-Freedman Schnapp o r  New York Industrial Rctciitioii 
Network dated 11/28/ 2005 with attachmcnt, plus responsive e-mail of sanie date from Lunke 
and e-mails (2) re: saiiic dated 1/17/06 between Glasscr and L,unkc (3 pages) 

Eiiiail 4/3/06 (original incssage) (two pages) from Britt I-’a~?c(i~a,nkr-f.com to Shatz with copy to 
1,inli Doi&tkrf.com, Dennis Mincelii~~akr-f.coiii with name Cassidy, Maria 011 top, subject: 
blight study outline. Rcdact responsive e n d  4/3/06 from SliatL to Cassidy, subjcct: FW: blight 
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study outline. L)isclmcd to AKRF. 

Email c h i n  (2 pagcs) origiiiating h i i  Roger Fortune dated 5/2/06 to Yanira Cantrcs (Office 
Manager at EVP Goveniment & Coimiiimity Alhirs at Columbia University) with name 
PidecI.iian, Antovk on top, subject: Proposcd Manhattanville Mecting. Rcsponsivc cmail dated 
5/3/00 fi-om Cadres to Fortune with copy lo Victoria Mason-Ailey. Responsive ernail dated 
5/4/06 h i i  Fortunc to C h i  w/ cc to Clobb Konon aiid Wanibua. Responsive ciiiail dated 5/4/06 
froni C11iar1 to H u h ,  Larcmont, (Ilassidy, and Shatz. 

News article from Ncw Yvrk weekend 5/57/06, “Morningsidc Fights” attached to fax cover 
sheet with lctterhead Cater Lcdyard & Milbuni LLP C‘nziri.selo~;\. rrt T~rw dated 5/5/06 Crom Ryan 
to Chan, Cassidy 

Email 5/18/06 (two pagcs) fi-om Richard G.  Leland (attorney at Kramer Levin) lo Cassidy w/ 
iiaiiie Pidedjian, Antovk on top, sul?jcct: FW: Manhattanville - GPP.  Redact responsive email 
511 9/06 fi-om Cassidy to Larenionl, Hulka, chan. Shatz, subject: FW: Mardiattanville - GPP 

News article (3 pages) from The New York Times. “With $4 Billion, Columbia Raised Fund- 
Drive Ante,” 5/2 1 /06 

News article (6 pages) froni The New York Times attached to email 5/22/06 (oiic page) from 
Ryan to Chan, Cassidy, ShatL, J-Tulka w/ name Pidcdjian, Antovk on top, subjcct: Geiieral article 
on Columbia fi-om NY times. “‘l’he Mardialtanville Projcct,” 5/21/06 

Eiiiail chain (2 pages) originating from Katc Bickncll (Project Managcr, Coiiiiiicrcial 
Developnicnt at Forest City Ralner Companies) dated 5/24/06 to Hulka, Stevcii Matlin w/ nanic 
Pidecljian, Antovk on top, subject: GPP Meeting 5/30. Rcspoiisive einail dated 5/24/06 horn 
Hulka to Bickriell with copy to Matlin, Chan, subject: RE: GPP meeting 5/30. Respoiisivc m a i l  
dated 5/24/06 froin Chan to Hulka  (see VI below for description of responsive mail). 

Two-page haiidwrittcn notes dated 6/1/06, author not apparciit 

Thrcc-page handwritten notcs dated 6/1/06 and labeled “Prentiss Hall MTG,” author not 
apparent. 

III. Iiistructions to Staff that Affect the Public 

Eiiiail 3/1/06 from Cassidy to Chan w/ cc to Hulka, Laremont, Shatz, Subject: Tiiquiry from 
Alcxis Giiisberg OH Columbia Uiiivcrsity Expansion with iianic Pidecijian, Antovk on top - 
Redact original nicssage from Chan to Hulka R: Cassidy 

Same as imnicdiately preceding w/o name Pidedjian, Antovk on top and with handwritten notes, 
Redact oi-iginal iiiessagc 1‘roni Clim to TTulka & handwritten notes 
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Email 3/1/06 froiii Hullca to Chan with copy to Cassidy, Subject: Inquiry from Alexis Giiisberg 
on Columbia University Expansion with tiaiiic Pidedjian, Antovk oii lop - Rcdact origirial 
message from Chan to Hulka tk Cassidy 

I K Attncltnierzt not provided to coiirt 

Einail 5/12/00 (in response to original mcssagc) (two pages) froiii Joseph Pctillo to Rachel Shat7 
will1 name Pidcdjian, Aiitovk on top, subject: RE: Columbia University - proposed campus 
cxpansion: blight study solicitation. Rcdact original message 5/12/06 from ShalL to C'assldy, 
Larernont, Hulka, Chan, Ryan with copy to Pelillo. Redact original message 5/12/06 from 
Cassidy to Larcmont, Shatz, Hulka, Chan, Ryan with copy lo Petillo, Nasroodin, Poole. 

V.  Not deliberative 

11/16\05 c-mail chain rrom C'assidy to Laremont, H u h ,  Chan with copy to Sullivan with naiiie 
Clian, Joseph on top, subject: Coliinibia IJnivcl-sity - FOIL rcqucst. Atlachniciit: Norman Siegcl 
rcyuest Nov. I ,  2005 

Email dated 2/8/07 from Yce to Hulka, Chan 6r. Cassidy - releasc last page altachcd to other 
eniails tolaling 6 pages dated 2/7/06 

Eiiiails 2/8/06 from Cassidy to Ycc, Hulka & Chan arid reply lrom Cassidy 

EniaiIs 2/8/06 from Cassidy to Ycc, H u h  & Chan and replies from Cassidy and Clian 

Emails 2/15/06 h m  Yce lo Hulka & Chan w/ cc to mniooncyl~~sbs.nyc.fiov, reply from Chan to 
Yce & Hulka, re-rcply from Ycc to Chan, non-delibcrative emails are middle 4 pages out of h 
attaclicd to email of2/7/06 & 2/15/06 betwccn Legal1 to Hulka with naiiic Blaskovic, Suzaima on 
top 

Eniails 2/21 /06 (one page) froni Higgiiis to Hulka and rcply from Hulka to Chan, Cassidy, Shatz, 
Lareniont with name Pidedjian, Antovk on top 

Eniails 2/21/06 (two pagcs, one with just a phoiic number), from Higgins to Hulka, rcply li-om 
Hulka to Chaii, Cassidy, Shatz, Larenioiit, and reply from Chari to Hulka, with namc Pidedjian, 
Antovk on top 

Ernails 2/24/00 (one page) Lrom Mooiiey to Hulka, Chan, Laremonl, C'sssicly w/ cc to Rrana, 
Rlaskovic and reply honi Cassidy to Mooney, Hulka, Clian, Larenionl, Sliatz w/ cc to Brana, 
Blaskovic with riaiiic Pidedjian, Antovk on top 

Email 2/24/06 (one page) from Mooriey to Hulka, Clian, Txeniont, Cassidy w/ cc lo Brana, 
Rlaskovic with naine Yidcdjian, Anlovk on top 

111 

[* 11 ]



Eniail 2/24/06 (one page) from Moorlcy to Hulka, C'han, Laremonl, Cassidy w/ cc to Brana, 
Blaskovic and reply from Brana to MOOII~Y, Tlullia, Chaii, I,areiiioiit, Cassidy, Shatz w/ cc to 
Blaskovic with name Pidcdjiaii, Antovk 011 top 

Eiriail 2/24/06 (oi:c pagc) from Mooney to Hulka, Chan, T,arciiiont, Cassidy w/ cc to Braiia, 
Blaskovic aiid reply fr-om C h i  to Mooiicy with iiaiii1: Pidedjian, Anlovk on top 

Email 7/O/CM from Mooncy lo Hulka, Chan, Larciiiont, Shatz, Cassidy w/ cc Brana, Rlaskovic, 
Chin (iinidenlified person), with Pidedjian, Antovk on top 

Err:,, , tentalive appointmcnt 3/8/06 3:30  lo 5:00, with iiaiiic Pidccijjaan, Aiitovk on lop re: updated 
~~~aiiliattanville Slalus lJpdate (several copies) 

Email 3/9/0(7 (one page) from Mooney to Tlulka, Chan, Laremonl, Cassiciy, Shatr, w/ cc Brana, 
Blaskovic, subject: Mardiallanville mtg -new dates 

Same as imnicdiatcly prccediiig with rcply froiii Larernont to all (one page) 

Same as imiiiediatcly preceding with rcply froni Shatz lo all (one page) 

Same as immediatcly prcccding with reply from Cassidy to all (one page) 

Samc as immediately preceding with reply li-om Chan to all (two pages) 

Same as ininiediatcly preceding with reply from Mooiiey to all (two pagcs) 

Email 3/8/06 (one page) from Wasscriiian to Cobb Konon, Hulka, Gaslil, Karnovsky, 
Wasseniian, Ford, Aschcr, Wambua, Chan with Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subject: RE: Updated: 
Manhattanville Slaliis Update 

Eiiiail 3/1 0/06 (om page) from Mooiicy to Hulka, Chan, Cassidy, Laremont, Anita, Shatz w/ cc 
to Braiia, Rlaskovic, with Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subjcct: Manhattanville mlg - 
COWTRMATION 

Eriiail 3/10/06 (one page) from Cobb Konon to Clian with Pidedjian, Antovlc OII top, subject: R.F: 
accepted: Updaled: Manhattanville/ EDC slatus update w/ Ami H u h  

Same as immediately prcccding with reply from Chari to Cobb Konoii (one pagc) 

Saiiic as iiiiiiiedjately preceding with reply from Cobb Konon to Cliaii (two p a p )  

Email tenlative appoiiitiiicrit 3/20/06 9:30 to 1O:OO wilh ~ iame Pidedjian, h i l o v k  on top, subject, 
LJpdatcd: Manhattanville/ EDC Status Update w/ A m  Hulka 
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Eiiiail 3/28/06 (one page) from C'han to Hulka, Sliatz, Ryan, Larcmont with Pidedjian, Antovk otl 
top. Subject: RE: C'olumhia Univcrsity Mapping Mceting 4-5-06. Rcdact original message from 
C'assidy to ('lian w/ cc to Hulka, Stiat7, Ryan, Laremont. Redact original message from Chan to 
Cassidy w/ cc to HuIka, Sliat7 

Email 3/28/06 (Iwo pascs) from Ryan to Cassidy, Chan w/ cc to H u h ,  Shatz, Larernonl with 
Pided-jian, Anlovk 011 lop, subjccl: RE: Colunibia University Mapping Meeting 4-5-06. Redact 
original mcssagc iiiom Cassidy to Chan w/ cc to HuIka, Shatz, Ryan, Laremotit. Redact original 
message Irom C'han to Cassidy W/ cc to Hulka, Slintz. 

. .  

Same as iiiiniediately preceding with reply from Chan to Ryan (two pages). Redact origi~ial 
niessage from C'assidy to Cliaii w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Ryan Laremont. Redacl original message 
(ioiii C'lian to Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz 

Eiiiail 4/4/06 (llu-ee pages) from Chaii to Jcaniiic h e r  with Pldedjian, Antovk on top, subject: 
FW: Columbia Univcrsity niappiiig meeting 4-5-06, Redact original mcssagc 4/3/06 from Chan 
to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc to Hiilka, Shatz, Larenionl. Redact original message 3/28/06 froin Ryan 
to Cassrdy, chan w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, T,arcinoiit. Redact original message 3/28/06 lrom Chan 
to Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Sliatz 

Same as immediately preceding (three pagcs) with reply from Baer to Chan. Redact origiiial 
nicssage 4/3/06 from Chan to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Laremont. Redact original 
message 3/28/06 from Ryan to Cassidy, Cliaii w/ cc lo Hulka, ShatL, La-ernont. Redact origiiial 
nicssagc 3/28/06 from Chan to Cassidy w/ cc to TTulka, Shatz. 

Same as irnmediately preceding (three pagcs) with reply from Chan to Baer. Redact original 
message 4/3/06 froiii Clinn to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Laremont. Redact original 
mcssagc 3/28/06 froin Ryan to Cassidy, Chan w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Laremont. Redact original 
message 3/28/06 from Chan to Cassrdy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz. 

Same as imiiiediatcly preceding (three pagcs) with reply from Ryan lo Chiin. Redacl original 
niessagc 4/3/06 from Chan to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc lo H U a ,  Shatz, Laremotit. Redact original 
message 3/28/06 froni Ryaii to Cassidy, Chan w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Laremonl. Redact original 
mcssagc 3/28/06 lrom Chan to Cassidy w/ cc lo Hulka, Sliatz. 

Same as irnmediately prcccdiiig (three pages) with reply from C'han to Ryan. Redact original 
message 4/3/06 from Cliaii to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Larciiioiit. Redact origiiial 
iiicssagc 3/28/06 from Ryan lo Cassidy, chan w/ cc to Hulka, ShatL, Larernont. Redact ongiiial 
inessage 3/28/06 froiii Chaii to Cassidy w/ cc to ITulka, Shatz. 

Same as imiiicdiatcly pr-cceding (four pages) with rcply from Ryan to Chan, Redact or-igirial 
message 4/3/06 from Chan to Ryan, Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Laremotit. Redact original 
inessage 3/28/06 from Ryan to C'assidy, chan w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz, Larciiiont. Rcdact original 
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rncssage 3/28/06 from Clian to Cassidy w/ cc to Hulka, Shatz. 

Email 411 3/06 (in respoiisc to redacled original message) (one page) from 1.ai-cmcmt to Chan, 
Hulka, Cassidy, Shatz w/ iiaime Pidcd-jiaii, Aiitovk o ~ i  top, siilJjcct: RE: Task Sheet C/U. Rcdact 
original nicssage 4/ 1 3/06 lrorn Chan to Hulka,  Cassidy, Lareiiiont, Shatz, subject: FW: 'I'ask 
Shcet c/u. 

Briiail 411 3/06 ( in  response lo redacled original iiicssage) (one page) from Cassidy to C - h n ,  
Hulka, Laremont, Shalz w/ iianic Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subject: RE: task slicct C/U. Redact 
origiiial message 4/13/06 rrom Chan to Hulka, Cassidy, Tamnorit, Sliatz, subject: FW:  Task 
sheet C/U. 

Same as iiiimediatcly preceding with rcply lroiii Chan to Cassidy, ITulka, Lareniont, Shatz. 
Redact original rnessagc 4/13/06 from Chan to I-iulka, Cassidy, Lareniont, S h a l ~ ,  subject: FW: 
Task sheet C/U. 

Same as immediately preceding with rcply from Cassidy to C'lian, Hulka, Larenioiit, Sliatz. 
Redact original message 4/13/06 from Chan to Hulka, Cassidy, Laremont, Shat7, subject: FW: 
Task sheet C/U. 

Same as inimcdiately prccediiig with reply from Sliatz to Chan w/ cc to Cassidy, Hulka, 
Laremont. Kedact oiiginal nicssagc 4/13/06 horn Chan lo Hulka, Cassidy, Larcmoiit, Shatz, 
subject: FW: Task sheet C/U. 

Sanic as immediately prcccdiiig with reply from Laremoiit to Chan, Cassidy, HiiIka, Shatz. 
Redacl original message 4/13/06 from Chan to Hulka, Cassidy, Laremont, Shatz, subject: FW: 
l a s k  sheet C/U. 

Email 4/19/00 (one page) from Chan to Hulka, Cassidy, Laremont, Shatz with name Pidecljiian, 
Antovk, suhject: Columbia University nicctiiig will be next week, Wedncsday, 4-26-06, at 3:OO 
PM. 

Email 4/25/06 (in response to redacted original message) (one page) from Cassidy to Chan with 
~ianic  Pidecljian, Arilovk on top, subject: RE: Columbia University meeting toriiorrow at 3:OO 
PM. Redact original inessagc 4/25/2006 rrom Chan to Hulka, Cassidy, Lareniont, SliatL, subject: 
Columbia TJnivcrsity iiiccting tomorrow at 3:00 PM. 

Sanic as imnicdiately preceding with reply from Chan lo Cassidy (one pagc). Redact original 
nicssage 4/25/2006 from Chaii to Hulka, Cassidy, Lareniont, Shatz, subject: C'olumbia University 
meeting tomorrow at 3 :00 PM. 

Sainc as immediately preceding with reply from C'assidy to Chan (two pages). Redact original 
iiicssage 4/25/2006 froni chan to H~ilka, Cassidy, Lareniont, Shatz, subject: Coliimbia LJniversity 
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mccting tomorrow at 3:OO PM. 

Same as iiiiiiiediately pi-eceding with reply fiom 1,arcmoIit to Clian (onc page). Redact original 
message 4/25/2006 from C'haii lo Hulka, Cassidy, Laremont, Sliatz, subject: Colunibia IJniversity 
iiieetiiig tornorrow at 3:00 PM. 

Same as immediately preceding with reply from Ryan to Chan (Iwo pages). Redact original 
iiicssagc 4/25/2000 ('rot11 cliaii to Hulka, Cassidy, Laremont, Shatz, subject: ColLiiiibia Uiiivcrsity 
meeting tomonow a1 3:OO PM. 

Eniail 4/27/06 (onc page) from Chan to Roger Forlime w/ name Pidedjian, Aiilovk oil top, 
suhjcct: tcntative: Maiihattanville nieeting 

Email 4/27/06 (in response to redactcd original message) (one page) from Cassidy to Clian w/ cc 
to Hulka, Larcnioiit, Shatz w/ name Pidedjian, Antovk 011 top, subject: RE: Columbia Uiiivcrsity 
Plan LJpdate, May 11"' in them A M .  Redact oiiginal iriessage 4/27/06 I'rom C'lian to Hulka, 
I.mmotit,  Cassidy, Sliatz, suljeecl: Columbia University Plan Update, May 1 1 "' in them AM 

Email 5/4/06 (in response to disclosed original iiiessage [see III above]) (two pagcs) from Shalz 
to C h i ,  H~ilka, Larciiiont, Cassidy w/ iiaine Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subject: RE: Proposed 
Maiili at t anvi lle Meet iiig 

Same as immcdiately preceding with reply li-om Hulka to Chaii (two pagcs) 

Same as iiiiniediately preceding with rcply from Cassidy to Shatz, Chaii, Hulka, Laremont w/ cc 
to Ryaii (two pages) 

Samc as iinmediately preceding with reply from Chan to Sliatz, T-T~ilka, Larcmont, Cassidy (lwo 
pages) 

Saiiic as iimmcdiatcly preceding with reply from Ryan to Cassidy, Sliatz, Chan, H~ilka,  Laremonl 
(tllree pages). 

Same as iniiiiediately preceding with reply from Ryan to Chan (four pages) 

Same as inimediatcly prcccding with reply fkoiii Chan to Ryan (four pages) 

Same as imiiiediately preceding with rcply from Larernonl to Chan (two pages) 

Saiiic as immediately preceding dated 5/5/01; with reply rroin Cassidy to Cliaii, Sliatz, Tlulka, 
Larernont (two pages) 

Same as immediately prcccding dated 5/5/06 with reply from Cliaii to Cassidy (three pages) 
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Same as immediately prcceding dated 5/5/06 wilh reply from Chan to Fortune (two pages) 

Fax cover sheet with letterhead C‘atcr Ledyard & Milbum LLl’ Couiisclors L I ~  J , ILMI  dated 5/5/00 
from Ryan to Chaii, Cassidy with attachment: news article froin Ncw York weekend 5/57/06, 
“Moniingsidc Fights” (two pages) 

Email 5/9/06 (continiratioii of preceding cmails) (one page) from C‘lian to Hulka, Laremont, 
C‘assidy, Shalz w/ cc to Ryan w/ name Pidedjian, Riitovk on top, subject: Mcctiiig at Prciitiss 
ITall. 

Same as imiiiediately preceding with reply lroiii C‘assidy to Clian, Hulka, Laremonl, Sliatz w/ cc 
to Ryan (one pagc) 

Same as immediately prcccding with reply from HuIka to C h i  (one page) 

Same as imiiiediately preceding with reply 1‘roiii Shatz to Chaii (one page) 

Saiiie as imiiicdiately preceding with reply ii-om Lareiiiont lo Chan (one page) 

Same as imiiiediately prcccding with reply from Ryan to Chan, Hulka, Larernoiit, Cassidy, Shatz 
(two pages) 

Packet of staplcd cinails ( 5  pages) containing ciiiail from 4/9/06 and 4/10/06, printed out on 
2/14/07 w/ iiame Pidedjian, Antovk 011 top. First page: email 5/9/06 from Fortiine to Chan w/ 
name Pidcdjian, Antovk on top, subject: Proposed Prciitiss Hall Meeting. Second page: same as 
preccding page plus reply froiii Chan to Fortune with mine Pidedjian, Antovk on top. Third 
page: redact eiitirc cinail 5/10/06 froin FOI-~L~IK to Chan w/ namc Pidcdjian, Aiitovk on top, 
subject: D d t  GPP. Fourth page: email 5/10/06 (response to redacted origiiial message) from 
CImi to Fortune w/ naiiic Pidcdjian, Antovk on top, subject: RE: Draft GPP. Redact third 
paragraph of cmail. Redact entire original message cinail 5/10/06 liom Fortuiic to Chan, subject: 

Fifth pagc: ciiiail 5/10/06 (response to redacted original mcssage) li-om Fortuiic to Chan wl name 
Pidecijian, Antovk oii top, subjcct: RE Draft GPP. Rcdact all ofcniail after first sentence. 
Redact third paragraph of original message eniail 5/10/06 lrom Chan to Fortune, subject: RE: 
Draft GPP. Redact eiitirc oriSiiia1 message email 5/10/06 from Fortune to Chan, subject: Draft 
GPP. 

Dralt GPP. 

Eniail S I 1  O/Oh (in response to redacted original messagc) (two pages) from Chan to Hulka, 
I,arcmont, Cassidy, Shatz w/ cc to Ryan w/ name Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subject: FW: Draft 
GI’P. Iicdact origiiial message 5/10/06 Iroin Chan to Fortune, subject: RE: Draft GPP. Redact 
original messagc 5/10/06 liom Fortunc to C‘haii, subjcct: RE: Draft GPP. 

Same as iiiiriiedialely preccdiiig with reply from Ryan to Chan, Hulka, Larcmont, C’assidy, Shatz 
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(two pagcs) 

Email 5/10/0h (one page) froiii Ryan to C‘han w/ nmie Pidcdjian, Aiitovk 011 top, subjcct: Wherc 
in Prenticc orl’retisc Hall 011 the Colunlbia Campus‘! 

Same as irnmcdiately preceding with reply from Chan lo Ryan, plus resgonsc from liyan to Chan 
(two pagcs) 

Saiiic as immediately preccding with reply lrom C.’haii to Ryan (two pages) 

Email 5/12/06 (one pagc) rrom Cliari to Victoria McdLord w/ tiaim Pidccljian, Antovk oil lop, 
s ubj cc t : hcc  cp ted : c10 lu mb i a University i i i  cetiiig 

Email 5/12/06 (onc pagc) from Chan lo Hiilka, Larcniont, Cassidy w/ cc to Ryan w/ tiaine 
Pided.jiaii, Antovk on top, suhjcct: June 1 st  riicetiiig invitation at  Prciitiss Hall - Columbia 
University Project 

Same as immediately prcceding with reply from Ryan to Chan, Hulka, I,arernont, Cassidy, Shatz 
(two pages). 

Email acccpted appointment (one pagc) scnt 5/10/06 at 12: 15 PM by Chaii to Medford, subjject: 
Accep tcd: U pdatcd: CONFIRM ED : Co liimbi a U i i  iver sit y mecting 

Email 5/18/00 (one pagc) lrom Clian to Hulka, Lareinont, C‘assidy, Sliatz, w/ cc to Ryan w/ name 
Pidcdjian, Antovk on  top, subject: 6-1 -06 meeting at Prcntiss Hall w/ Columbia Uriivcrsity 
c o n h n c d .  Attacliment is irnrnediatcly preceding niessage. 

Email 5/18/06 (one pagc) h n i  Clian to Medford w/ nanic Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subjcct, 
Acccpted: Updaled: CONFIRMED: Columbia Univcrsity meeting 

Samc as iInmcdialely preceding with reply from Medford to Chat1 (two pages) 

Email 5/1 S/OG froim Clian to TTulka, Lareiii~mt, Cassidy, Shatz w/ cc lo Ryan w/ tiaiiie Pidedjiari, 
Antovk on top, subject: FW: Addrcss and Subway Directions for Prcntiss Hall 

Samc as imnieciialely preceding with reply Tram Ryan to Chan (two pagcs) 

Same as immcdiately preceding with reply from Medford to Chan (two pagcs) 

Same as immediately preceding with reply from Cassidy to Chan (two pages) 

Email 5/22/06 (one page) from Ryan to Clim w/ cc to Cassidy, Tlulka, Shatz., Rachel w/ name 
Pidcdjian, Atitovk on top, subjecl: NY Times and Columbia University’s aiiriouncerncnt 
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Eiiiajl 5/22/06 (one page pliis attacluncnt) from Ryan to Chan, Cassjdy, Shatz, Hulka w/ name 
Pidedjian, Aiitovk (311 top, suhjcct: General article oii Columbia from NY times. Attachment: 
news articlc (6 pages) horn Tlic Ncw York Times. “The Manliattanville Project,” 5/2 1/06 

Eiiiail 5/24/00 (in response to einail chain) from C‘han to IIulka w/ nanic Pidedjian, Antovk on 
top, sul3jcct: Re GPP Meeting 5/30 in response to email chain originating from Kate Bickncll 
(Project Managcr, C’oninicrcial Developinent at Forest city ratner Companies) dated 5/24/06 to 
Hulka, Sleven Mallin, subject: GPP Mccting 5/30. Responsive eiiiail datcd 5/24/06 from Hulka 
to Rickiicll w/ cc to M a t h ,  C‘lian, suhject: RE: GIT  mccting 5/70. 

Same as  immcdiatcly prcccding with reply h i i i  I Iulka to Chan (two pages) 

Email 5/25/06 ( i n  rcsponsc to redacted original nicssage) (one page) h m  Fortune to C‘lian w/ 
name Pidedjian, Antovk on lop, subject: Re: Columbia IJniversity. Redact original niessage 
email 5/25/06 horn Chan to Fortuiic, subject: Coliimbia Univcrsity. 

Same as immediately preceding with reply from Chan to Fortuiie (one pagc). Rcdact original 
message einail 5/25/06 froni C‘han lo Fortune, subjcct: Columbia University. 

Eriiail tentative appointment 5/26/06 9:00 to 1O:OO w/ name Pidedjian, Antovk on top, sLibject: 
Manhat t anvi 11 e M ee 1 i ii g 

Ernail 5/30/06 (response to disclosed original message) (one page) from Sliatz to Chan, Hiilka, 
Larernonl, Cassidy w/ naiiic Pidedjian, Antovk on top, subject: RE: Address and Subway 
Dircctions Cor Prentiss Hall 

Sanic as iiiimediatcly preceding with reply from Cassidy to Shatz, Chan, Ilulka, Larernont (one 
page) 

Einail 5 / 3  1/06 (one page with 32 page attachnicnt) from Chan to Hulka, Laremont, Cassidy, 
Shatz w/ cc to Ryan w/ naiiic Chan, Joseph OII the top, sulject: FW: Addrcss and Subway 
Directions for Preiitiss Hall. Redact attachincnt 

Eiiiail 5/3  1/06 (one page with 32 page attachinciit) from Chaii to Kazanas w/ name Pidedjian, 
Aritovk on top, subjcct: FW: Address and Subway Dircctions Por Prciitiss Hall. Rcdact second 
sciitcncc (You. ..October). Redact attaclinient. 
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