
From: 	 Neil Flynn <neil@ajlounyinjurylaw.com> 
Sent: 	 Thursday, February 11, 2016 5:24 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 expansion of efiling 

Expand, expand, expand, expand! Great system. Keep it up. Spread it around. 

Regards, 
Neil Flynn 
Ajlouny Injury Law 
1-800-535-5029 

The information contained in this communication is PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION Intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering it to the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication or its contents is 

strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone, and return the 
original message to us at the above address via the U.S. Postal Service. We will reimburse you for all expenses incurred. Thank you. 
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From: 	 Bryce Jones <bryce@sagacitylaw.com> 
Sent: 	 Friday, February 12, 2016 2:47 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 EFiling Support 

I am a newly admitted attorney in New York and am shocked to find that in 2016 some courts in New York 
actually require paper filing. I would encourage every decision maker involved to help expand ECF to all state 
courts as soon as possible. 

Regards, 

T. Bryce Jones 

Atty Reg # 5364013 
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From: 	 Michael B. Oliver <oliver1465@gmail.com> 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, February 24, 2016 12:48 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Clinton County 

I currently have five cases (pro se) and over a dozen respondents. The paperwork and process serving is 
overwelming. How to I request efiling for my cases in Clinton county. 



ROBERT S. LEVY 
TIMOTHY WAN 

PRAGNA PARIKH 
JANEEN M HOWARTH 

Of Counsel: 
DONALD VICTOR 
NANCY WASSERSTEIN 
JAY I. WALDHAUSER 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Smith Carroad 
Levy & Wan, P.C. JULIUS S. SMITH (1894-1966) 

Senior of Counsel: 	 ALEXANDER CARROAO (19050951) 
GERARD 0. DE SANTIS 

P.O. BOX 49, COM MACK, NY '11725 	TELEPHONE (631) 499-5400 	FACSIMILE (631) 493-0189 

March 9, 2016 
Jeffrey Carucci 
Statewide Coordinator for Electronic Filing 
60 Centre Street, Room 119M 
New York, NY 10007 

RE: 	NYS E-Filing Program Comments 

Dear Mr. Carucci: 

I hope you are well, and perhaps you might remember me from past dealings. 

As you may or may not know, I am the managing partner of Smith Carroad Levy & Wan. I 
am also the President of the Commercial Lawyers Conference of New York, NYS Creditor's Bar 
Association, since January 2011, and the immediate Past Chair of the Eastern Region of the 
Commercial Law League of America, a Past Chair of the CLLA Young Member's Section, and 
currently serves on the Board of Governors, as well as the Chair of the National Education 

Committee. 

It is the overwhelming opinion of myself, my firm, and those that practice in this field, that 
New York's E-Filing system is efficient, timely, user-friendly, and excellent. We believe whole-
heartedly that it should be implemented for all courts, statewide. 

The only flaw is that once a matter reaches individually assigned Justices, the rules change. 
Different Justices require different things. Some want a "working copy" filed with the motion 
support office. Others want them walked in on the return date. The rules are often difficult to 
anticipate, and the lack of uniformity is difficult to navigate. Moreover, we find it puzzling that the 
failure to provide the "working copy" in hard copy format, somehow then derails the matter. 

If this could be addressed, the system could be near flawless. 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Very truly yours, 

Smith Carroad Levy & Wan, P.C. 

TIMOTHY WAN, ESQ. 

5036 JERICHO TURNPIKE, SUITE 201, COMMACK, NEW YORK 11725 
www.smIthcarroad.com  



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Adam Paul <buymyapartment@yahoo.com> 
Thursday, March 10, 2016 1:35 AM 
eFiling Comments 
NYSCEF comment 

The E-filing system is extraordinarily convenient in many, many ways. But it is extraordinarily 
inconvenient, and, indeed, downright prejudicial, to non-attorneys. 

Under the E-Courts / E-Track / E-Civil Supreme system, anyone (attorney or 'civilian') can create an 
account and automatically 'track' developments in cases. The system then emails the user anytime 
something new has transpired in the case. For non-attorneys who are parties to multiple lawsuits, this 
feature is an enormously convenient way to keep track of all of one's cases, without having to rely on 
updates from one's attorney. 

Unfortunately, no such option exists for non-attorneys on NYSCEF. Unlike E-courts, which allows 
anyone to open a *single* account and receive updates on as many cases as one chooses, NYSCEF 
requires a non-attorney to open a separate account for each case. There is thus no easy way to log 
into the system and see all of the cases that one is involved in. The registration process is 
cumbersome and time-consuming, requiring the user to fill out of separate form for each account, 
which then has to be faxed or mailed into court. I've given up on trying to figure out a way to get 
automatic updates on cases emailed to me from NYSCEF, the way I get from E-Courts. 

There is no justification for the disparity in the way attorneys and non-attorneys are treated. A non-
attorney should be able to open a single NYSCEF account, gather all of the cases he wants to be 
updated on in one place, and receive such updates in his inbox -- exactly as attorneys can, and 
exactly as anyone can do on E-Courts. Because E-courts does not send out updates on E-filed 
cases, and because every court is shifting to e-filing now, non-lawyers' inability to get updates on their 
cases is unfair and prejudicial. 

Please fix the system. 

--Adam 
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From: 	 eFiling Comments 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 11, 2016 7:30 AM 
To: 	 eFilingComments-DG 
Subject: 	 FW: E-FILING COMMENT 

From: Desi Parasol 
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 7:29:37 AM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
To: eFiling Comments 
Subject: E-FILING COMMENT 

Dear Hon. Justice McConnell: 
There is that cliché behind every good man is a good woman. In this instance, a slight modification — behind every good 
attorney there is a fabulous beyond measure secretary. 
As such, I make the suggestion below on behalf of those secretaries* who end up doing most of the e-filing. 
Please, please, stop that stupid pop-up EVERY TIME an exhibit is attached indicating it must be described. 
Alternative: 
Reject the filing without naming it. The latter would make the e-filer as well reload the document, sufficient punishment, 
or incentive, depending on how you look at it, to make an e-filer not forget to name their exhibit, and accomplishing the 
goal of having it named with the maddening pop-up. 
When there are a lot of exhibits its very, very irritating. 
Thanks for your consideration of my suggestion! 
*I do understand that sole-practitioners often do their own e-fling. I am sure they hate the pop-up as well. 
-Desi Parasol 
Asst. to the Managing Partner, 
Jonathan Wilkofsky 
WILKOFSKY, FRIEDMAN, KAREL & CUMMINS 
299 Broadway, Suite 1700 
•New York, NY 10007 
Phone: 212-285-0510 
Fax: 212-285-0531 



From: 	 eFiling Comments 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 11, 2016 3:02 PM 
To: 	 eFilingComments-DG 
Subject: 	 FW: Efiling Suggestions for Improvement 

From: Avram Frisch 
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 3:02:10 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
To: eFiling Comments 
Subject: Efiling Suggestions for Improvement 

I have two minor complaints about the efiling system which should be rectified. One, the system should allow you to 
save a filing and continue working at a later time. Second, the case management database for appearances should be 
integrated so that you get all the notices from the efiling system. 
Avram Frisch 

e THE LAW OFFICE OF 

, AVRAM E. FRISCH LLC 

Avram E. Frisch, Esq. 
Frischa@avifrischlaw.com   

Please note our new Suite Number 
1 University Plaza, Suite 119 Hackensack, NJ 07601 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 435 Teaneck, NJ 07666 
201-289-5352 
Fax: 866-883-9690  



From: 	 eFiling Comments 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 11, 2016 7:43 PM 
To: 	 eFilingComments-DG 
Subject: 	 FW: efiling public comment 

From: Richard Boatti 
Sent: Friday, March 11, 2016 7:43:16 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
To: eFiling Comments 
Subject: efiling public comment 

Dear Mr. McConnell, 

I think e-filing could be improved if it were possible to download multiple documents as one PDF- if NYSCEF 
could make it possible to select multiple documents and then download them as one PDF, it would make things 
like printing courtesy copies much easier and less time-consuming. 

Thanks, 

Rich 

Richard Stephen Boatti, Esq. 
Boatti PLLC 
44 Wall St, 12th Floor 
New York, NY 10005 
Phone: 646.481.4796 x 101 
Fax: 646.650.2288 

IRS Circular 230 Legend: Any advice contained herein was not intended or written to be used, and cannot be 
used, for the purpose of avoiding U.S. federal, state, or local tax penalties. Unless otherwise specifically 
indicated above, you should assume that any statement in this email relating to any U.S. federal, state, or local 
tax matter was written in connection with the promotion or marketing by other parties of the transaction(s) or 
matter(s) addressed in this email. Each taxpayer should seek advice based on the taxpayer's particular 
circumstances from an independent tax advisor. 

NOTE: The information in this email is confidential and may be legally privileged. If you are not the intended 
recipient, you must not read, use or disseminate the information; please advise the sender immediately by reply 
email and delete this message and any attachments without retaining a copy. Although this email and any 
attachments are believed to be free of any virus or other defect that may affect any computer system into which 
it is received and opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that it is virus free and no 
responsibility is accepted by Richard Boatti, Esq. or Boatti PLLC for any loss or damage arising in any way 

from its use. 
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YOUNG LAW GROUP. PILO 
A PPOUSSIOPUlt COMPANY 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Justin F. Pane <jpane@younglawgroup.org> 
Saturday, March 12, 2016 2:26 AM 
eFiling Comments 
Commentary on the Unified Court System's e-filing system 

Green category 

  

Dear Honorable Chief Judge Janet DiFiore: 

First, allow me to congratulate you on your recent confirmation by the New York State Senate. I pray that your 
hard work and brilliant legal mind work in concert towards the betterment of the New York State Judiciary. If I 
may, one area in which the New York State Judiciary has absolutely excelled in is the technological arena—
more particularly, the advent, implementation, and utilization of the New York State Courts Electronic Filing 
System ("NYSCEF"). 

By way of background, my employer is Young Law Group, PLLC, a boutique law firm providing foreclosure 
defense representation to approximately 500 clients spanning throughout nearly all 62 counties of the State of 
New York. In my opinion, NYSCEF is "hands down" the best thing to happen to the prosecution and defense 
of foreclosure actions. Rather than specifically go into all those reasons why NYSCEF is preferred and how 
the system has simplified the nuances of New York's Civil Practice Law & Rules ("CPLR"); I will limit my 
commentary to one specific statement--*PLEASE MAKE ELECTRONIC FILING MANDATORY FOR EVERY 
FORECLOSURE ACTION (RESIDENTIAL & COMMERCIAL) COMMENCED IN NASSAU COUNTY.* 

More than astonishing, it is terribly troublesome that Nassau County is the ONLY county in the southern and 
eastern areas of New York which does NOT mandate electronic filing in foreclosure actions (i.e., Suffolk, 
Kings, Queens, Bronx, New York, Richmond, and Westchester county ALL mandate electronic filing in 
foreclosure actions). I thank you in advance for any consideration you may give to my commentary. 

Justin F. Pane 
Chief Paralegal 

Young Law Group, PLLC 
80 Orville Drive, Suite 100 
Bohemia, New York 11716-2505 

Tel: 	(631) 244 1433 
Direct: 	(631) 244 1497 
Fax: 	(631) 589 0949 
Email: jpaneayounglaworoup.orq 

www.younglawgroup.orq 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this transmission may be privileged and confidential, and is intended only for the use of the 
individual or entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or 
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please immediately reply to the sender that you have 
received this communication in error and then delete it. Thank you. 

CIRCULAR 230 NOTICE: To comply with U.S. Treasury Department and IRS regulations, we are required to advise you that, unless expressly stated 
otherwise, any U.S. federal tax advice contained in this transmittal, is not intended or written to be used, and cannot be used, by any person for the purpose 
of (i) avoiding penalties under the U.S. Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to another party any transaction or matter 
addressed in this e-mail or attachment. 
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From: 	 kemmaesq63@aol.com  
Sent: 	 Monday, March 14, 2016 2:57 PM 
To: 	 Jeffrey Carucci 
Subject: 	 E Filing 

Dear Mr. Carucci, 

The E-Filing System offers many conveniences, such as having all documents filed in the case in one location. It also 
makes it easy to decipher which motion is before the Court on a particular day. 

I have one suggestion. When filing the Note of Issue, is it possible to be able to file the Note of Issue and Jury Demand at 
one time with the $95.00 fee? I had a problem filing a Note of Issue in Suffolk County because I didn't realize you needed 
to file the document twice and pay the $65 and $30 fee separately. I think one filing would be simpler. 

Thank you. 

Karen M. Emma, Esq. 
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From: 
	

Robert Sternbach <ras©sternbach.com> 
Sent: 
	 Monday, March 14, 2016 3:43 PM 

To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 
	 NYSCEF - request for public comment 

Categories: 
	

Green category 

I think this is an excellent system — very well designed. 

Robert A. Sternbach 
Sternbach, Lawlor & Pella LLP 
274 Madison Avenue, Suite 1303 
New York, New York 10016 
Tel: 212.661.4040 
Fax: 212.202.4430 
ras@sternbach.com   
www.sternbach.com  

, 
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From: 	 sceffler@optonline.net  
Sent: 	 Monday, March 14, 2016 5:30 PM 
To: 	 Jeffrey Carucci 
Subject: 	 E-file 

Categories: 	 Green category 

Dear Mr. Carucci, 

I think that the e-file system is tremendously convenient. I have filed pleadings at all times of day and on 
weekends. 

When I have had an issue, the people at the help number were fast and helpful. 

It is actually easier to re-read a pleading in a bulky file on the e-file system than in the paper file. 

Eliminating the need for a separate service is also very good. 

Stephen Corry Effler 
Rye Brook, NY 
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From: 	 Gregory Antol lino <gantollino@nyc.rr.com> 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, March 15.2016 8:59 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 E-filing should be mandatory and judges should not ask for "working" copies 

Categories: 	 Green category 

E-filing is a dream for a solo practitioner. The process of putting together motion papers is now simple and direct, and I 
don't have to deal with clerks who exert authority that they don't have (sometimes). 

Additionally, I believe judges should not expect "working copies," but read them online and print (themselves) what they 
deem necessary. Many litigants attach repetitive nonsense to their briefs, and working copies defeat the goal of saving 
paper. 

Gregory Antollino, Esq. 
275 Seventh Avenue, Suite 705 
New York, NY 10001 
(212) 334-7397 
www.antollino.com   
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From: 	 Brett Kimmel <bk@brettkimmel.com> 

Sent: 	 Tuesday, March 15, 2016 10:49 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 

Categories: 	 Green category 

Love, love, love efiling. It would be great if divorce filing was expanded to all counties. 
One problem, however, is the almost uniform policy of individual judges requiring additional filing of hard copies. Sort 
of defeats the purpose and creates a lot of otherwise unnecessary busy work for law offices. 

Brett Kimmel, Esq. 
Brett Kimmel, P.C. 
275 Madison Avenue - Suite 1711 
New York, NY 10016 
T: 212.867.3141 
F: 212.370.4996 
www.brettkinunel.com  

This message and any attachments may contain information that is privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure 
under applicable law. If you have received this message in error, please send a reply message immediately and delete 
the message and any attachments without opening the attachment. Any further dissemination of this communication is 

strictly prohibited. 
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From: 	 Michael A. Markowitz <attorney@mampc.net > 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, March 15, 2016 5:03 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Comments concerning use of NYSCEF 

Categories: 	 Green category 

Mr. McConnell, 

For years I have been using the efiling system. Generally, the system performs well and gives attorneys and litigants 
transparency and greater access to the courts. 

I have a problem concerning meaningful dialogue between the attorney and clerk. In particular, the system does not allow 
email communication when there is a question concerning a filed document. The system "hides" the identity of the clerk 
as "Court User". 

For example, I filed an undertaking pursuant to CPLR 2501. The law allows the surety to be a natural person (CPLR 
2502). The clerk rejected my undertaking (even though I used the McKinney's form), claiming that an undertaking may 
only be filed by an insurance company. I was unable to explain compliance with the law. The identity of the clerk was 
hidden by the system. The clerk then deleted my filing. I have since re-filed. The clerk has taken no position and the 
document has been marked "pending" for the past 2 weeks. For your review, Nassau County Supreme Court index 
number 605437/2015, Document number 44 (deleted) and document number 45. See, 
https://iapps.courts.state.ny.us/nyscef/DocumentList?docketld=iohred3Lq1PLFf  PLUS G6j6ckg,==&display=all  

I do not think a clerk should have the right to delete any document. Instead, the document should be marked "rejected" 
with the identity and contact information of the clerk who rejected the filing. This will allow me to explain to the clerk 
why the document was properly filed, or obtain additional information to correct a misfiled document, or to appeal the 
clerk's decision to a supervisor. 

Michael A. Markowitz, Esq. 
Michael A. Markowitz, P.C. 
1553 Broadway 
Hewlett, NY 11557 
Tel: (516) 295-9061 
Fax: (516) 740-2880 
attornev@mampc.net   

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE: The information contained in this electronic transmission and the documents accompanying 

this electronic transmission contain confidential and/or legally privileged information from the law firm of MICHAEL A. 

MARKOWITZ, P.C. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver this electronic 

transmission and attachment to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, 
distribution, dissemination or the taking of any action in reliance upon the contents and documents of this electronic 
transmission is strictly prohibited. You must notify this office immediately by telephone and you must destroy the 

electronic transmission received in error. 
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NESPER, FERBER, DIGIACOMO, 
JOHNSON & GRIMM, LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

501 JOHN JAMES AUDUBON PARKWAY 
SUITE 300 
AMHERST, NEW YORK 14228 
T: (716) 688-3800 
F: (716) 688-3891 
WIA,W.NFDLAW.COM  
WRITER'S EMAIL: CFERTIER@Ii  ELM AN' .COM 

 

PAUL T. NESPER° 
GABRIEL J. FERBER" 

RICHARD F. DIGIACOMO 
WILLIAM P. JOHNSON 

ROBERT W. GRIMM, JR. 
JULIA C. MOMBREA 
KRISTEN L. SCHAUB 

*Also Member of the New Hampshire Bar 
**Also Member of the Florida Bar 

March 15, 2016 

John W. McConnell, Esq. 
- Counsel; Office of Court Administration 
25 Beaver Street, 111h Floor 
New York, New York 10004 

Re: 	Comment on NYSCEF 

Dear Mr. O'Connell: 

Overall, I am very pleased with the operation of NYSCEF. The process of e-filing 
is easy. The support staff, available by telephone, has been great. I especially 
appreciate the fact that persons are available until 6;00 p.m. 

On occasion, large pdf documents do not load or take a long time to do so. 
However, other than that I am very favorably impressed with the system. 



From: 	 Robert J. Miletsky <RJMiletsky@RJMiletskylaw.com> 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, March 16, 2016 11:53 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Comments on E-filing 

Good Morning: 

The system has gotten much better. The categories and types of documents are much clearer. Its better than the 
Federal system. There seems to be better coordination on the system between the Courts and the County 
Clerk. Two suggestions: 

I. Prior to filing a document, I would like to see exactly what I am filing, to ensure the correct document is 
being filed. As the system now stands, in order to check the document being filed, I have to upload the 
document, click what I uploaded, download it as a pdf and then open it. That is cumbersome and time 
consuming, especially if there are numerous documents, as with a motion for summary judgment. I would like 
to be able to see what I uploaded without the need to click it from the e-system site, download it, click again and 
see the actual pdf. 

2. Our Judges need to stop asking for hard-copies. It's "challenging" setting the filing up to file on the e-
system, only to have to make a hardcopy from scratch. I thought the whole idea was to make this system more 
fluid and save on paper. If we have to make a hardcopy, it only makes the process longer and more involved 
(annoying?) 

Thank you 

Robert J. Miletsky, Esq. 
Fmr Editor and Writer: 
Contractors Business Management Report 

Law Office of Robert J. Miletsky 
[Affiliated: Miletsky & Miller, P.C.'] 
53 Legend Circle, Suite 2 
White Plains, New York 10603 
914.946.7000 
[*Merrick, Long Island] 

This message is to be read only by the individual or entity to whom it is intended (notwithstanding the name of 
the addressee). If you are not the intended recipient, you are on notice that any review, disclosure, copying, 
distribution or use of the contents of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify the sender immediately and delete or destroy any copy of this message. 



From: 	 Toby M Cohen <tcohen@lotmc.com> 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, March 16, 2016 12:38 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Efiling Comments 

Categories: 	 Orange category 

NYSECF is excellent. One of my few suggestions is that a text search for party names at the top of the "my cases" screen 
would be incredibly helpful and save a lot of time. The ability to locate the case I'm looking for in a few seconds, rather 
than having to scroll through the multiple screens where they're listed, would save a lot of time. 

Alternatively, a choice of how many cases to list per page (25, 50, 100, etc) would be useful. 

Toby M Cohen 
Principal, Law Offices of Toby M Cohen 
300 Cadman Plaza West, 12th Floor 
Brooklyn, New York 11201 
Tel. (347) 688-9940 
Fax. (646) 4 10-2439 
tcohen@lotmc.com  

The information contained in this email message may be privileged, confidential, and/or protected from disclosure. Any 
unauthorized use, printing, copying, disclosure, or dissemination of, or reliance upon, this communication by persons 
other than the intended recipient(s) may be subject to legal restriction or sanction. If you think that you have received this 
email message in error, please reply to the sender and delete this email promptly. 
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From: 	 eFiling Comments 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, March 16, 2016 3:35 PM 
To: 	 eFilingComments-DG 
Subject: 	 FW: Comments on efiling 

From: Marianne N 
Sent: Wednesday, March 16, 2016 3:35:02 PM (UTC-05:00) Eastern Time (US & Canada) 
To: eFiling Comments 
Subject: Comments on efiling 

I am finding efiling a total waste of energy and time. It is far more work than before. It has not 
alleviated any work at all. You must still send hard copies of everything out in the mail and in addition 
take the time to efile most documents. Summary judgment motions are a total disaster. Due to the 
redaction rules that now apply it is more difficult than ever to efile stuff at times. You have to be a 
computer genius at times when it comes to this stuff regarding sizing, redading, etc. 

What is the benefit of efiling?? 

1. 



From: 	 jack@mevorach.com  
Sent: 	 Wednesday, March 16, 2016 3:38 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 comments - NYSCEF - Jack Mevorach, Esq. 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

The system is great. Extremely well organized. A pleasure! 

Two comments: 

(1) A very useful feature enables the filer to further describe 
the document being uploaded. Keep this feature. I'm a 
Defendant in a case with multiple Defendants. I uploaded an 
Answer. There will be many Answers uploaded. Using the feature 
for additional description of the document, I added: "Answer of 
Jack Mevorach." If the other Defendants follow suit (pardon the 
pun), all the Answers will be easily identified in the list. 

Similarly, many affidavits of service are being uploaded. If 
that filer would have used the feature and added "Affidavit of 
Service of Summons and Complaint upon ?" (perhaps abbreviated 
for space limitation), each particular affidavit is more easily 
identified in the list. 

(2) The NYSUCS needs to be able to function in the event a 
cyberattack takes the system down. We should ALWAYS have in 
place - and be ready to use - a filing system that requires NO 
ELECTRICITY and NO ELECTRONICS. If and when necessary, we 
should be able to function using paper alone. 

Jack Mevorach, Esq. 



From: 	 Nealon, Elizabeth A. <ENealon@woodsoviatt.com> 

Sent: 	 Thursday, March 17, 2016 10:15 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 In regards to RJI filing 

Categories: 	 Orange category 

Good Morning, 

It has been my experience the new R.I1 filing system has been fraught with problems. There is no longer an option to 
upload our own 11.11s until after tediously entering the information that we have already entered on our own RJI. The R.11 
template on the NYSCEF website is not as accurate as using our own form and takes up valuable time every time we 
need to upload. 
It would be beneficial to add an option to skip entering all :he information if we are uploading our own R.11. 

Thank you. 

Elizabeth A. Nealon 
Clerk 

• Direct Dial: 585-445-2749 
Direct Fax: 585-445-2649 

 

  

WOODS 
OVIATT 
GILMAN 

 

    

 

enealonPwoodsoviatt,com —ATTORNEYS — 
The art of repretentIng peopfr 

 

Firm Phone: 585-987-2800 
Firm Fax 585-454-3968 
woodsoviatt.com   

 

       

700 Crossroads Building 2 State Street Rochester, New York 14614 

A Member of MERITAS  Firms Worldwide. 

Woods Oviatt Gilman LIP and the attorneys whom it employs are debt collectors who are attempting to collect a debt. Any information obtained by them will be 
used for that purpose. 

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS COMMUNICATION IS CONFIDENTIAL, MAY BE SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE, AND IS 
INTENDED ONLY FOR REVIEW AND USE BY THE ADDRESSEE. UNAUTHORIZED USE, DISCLOSURE OR COPYING OF THIS COMMUNICATION OR ANY 
PART THEREOF IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED AND MAY BE UNLAWFUL. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR. PLEASE DESTROY 
THIS COMMUNICATION, INCLUDING ALL ATTACHMENTS. PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY RETURN E-MAIL OR CALL 585-987-2800. 
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From: 	 Jerald Stein <jmsteinlaw@gmail.com> 
Sent: 	 Thursday, March 17, 2016 5:29 PM 
To: 	 Jeffrey Carucci 
Cc: 	 Larisa Obolensky 
Subject: 	 comments on efiling 

Dear Mr. Carucci, 

I understand you are soliciting comments about the NYS efiling system. I have used Eliling since its inception 
in federal courts around the country as well as in Supreme Court in NYC. I am now practicing upstate in 
Delaware County, NY and eagerly await the day when the courts here adopt Ening, for at least the following 
reasons: 
I. Delaware County is roughly the size of the state of Rhode Island -- personally, I am 30-40 minutes away 
from Delhi, the County seat; other towns are an hour or more away. Being able to file electronically is a HUGE 
convenience; 

2. In complex, multi-party cases, the ability to simply upload one PDF in lieu of printing, collating, stapling, 
addressing and mailing numerous copies is more accurate, more convenient, and more reliable. Similarly, proof 
of service is a certainty -- no more "I never received it" type of excuses permissible. 

3. The calendaring system that goes along with efiling (e-courts, etrack, etc.) provide an additional backup 
calendaring system -- especially helpful for small firms and solo practitioners like me. It virtually eliminates 
any excuses for missing court appearances. 

4. Also acts as insurance against lost files -- and allows secure access to key documents when one is out of the 
office. 

In short, I cannot overstate how vastly superior life is with E-filing. 

I hope these comments are useful for you. 

Regards, 

Jerald M. Stein, Esq. 

AA A•••••,,,,AAAAA.,,,AAAAAAAAAISA 

1.01 Office ofJcnild M. Stein 
Akerly House 
835 Main Street 
PO Box 1011 
Margaretville, NY 12455-1011 
Tel. 845-586-6111 
Fax: 844-380-9475 
JMSteinLaw@gmail.com  

1 



From: 	 jberg@jaffeandasher.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 10:41 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject 	 Comments on NYSCEF 

My suggestion to improve NYSCEF is to have eTrack features merged into NYSCEF. When a case is filed on 
NYSCEF, attorneys and participants should be able to receive eTrack notices of hearings, without having to 
separately add the case to eTrack. 

Jonathan D. Berg, Esq. 
Senior Counsel 
Jaffe & Asher LLP 
600 Third Avenue, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 
(212) 687-3000 ext. 2543 
(646) 313-2543 (direct dial) 
(212) 687-9639 (fax) 

This communication is from an attorney debt collector. 

THIS ELECTRONIC MAIL MAY BE SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE OR THE ATTORNEY WORK 
PRODUCT PRIVILEGE OR OTHERWISE CONFIDENTIAL. ANY DISSEMINATION, COPYING OR USE OF THIS E-MAIL 
BY OR TO ANYONE OTHER THAN THE DESIGNATED AND INTENDED RECIPIENT(S) IS UNAUTHORIZED. IF YOU 
HAVE RECEIVED THIS MESSAGE IN ERROR, PLEASE DELETE IT FROM YOUR SYSTEM IMMEDIATELY. 



From: 	 KENNEDEl@nationwide.com  
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 11:38 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Request for Public Comment 

Categories: 	 Orange category 

I have the task of filing Petitions to Stay UM/SUM Arbitrations (article 75) and usually get the assignment the last 
minute...the ability to efile the Petition (even sometimes in the 11th hour) has taken a great deal of stress and anxiety out 
of my job Now please get Supreme Court, Suffolk County on board. Why do they not accept efiled Petitions on Article 
75 matters? Yikes.. 

I have yet to convince attorneys that once all parties have consented to efile in a matter that paper copies need not served 
on adverse parties... old dogs sometimes do not want to learn new tricks:) 

But in my humble opinion as non-attorney user, I fully support e-filing... Who knows how many trees will be saved in the 
future? 

Eileen Kennedy-Jebrane, Paralegal Specialist 
Nationwide Trial Division 
The Law Office of Gialleonardo, Fran kini & Harms 
330 Old Country Road, Suite 200 
Mineola, New York 11501 
(Work) 516-493-4496 
(Fax) 866-909-6658 
kennedel@Nationwide.com  
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From: 	 Molly O'Brien <mobrien@wongfleming.com> 

Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 11:52 AM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 public comment 

Categories: 	 Orange category 

Personally, I think this is the best e-filing system in the country considering state and district courts! We work in many 
courts across the nation. 

NYSCEF is by far the most user-friendly. I love the preview feature, the "My Cases" section, and the re-file feature. 

WO IFING 
T AW 

Molly O'Brien I Paralegal I Wong Fleming 

821 Alexander Rd Suite 200 I Princeton, NJ 08540 
Phone; 609.951.9520 I Fax: 609.951.0270 

www,wongfleming.com   

IRS Circular 230 disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. 
federal tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and 
cannot be used, for the purpose of (a) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (b) promoting, marketing 
or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein. 
THIS ELECTRONIC MAIL TRANSMISSION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS MAY CONTAIN PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, OR 
PROPRIETARY INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSON(S) NAMED. IF 'THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS 
NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OF THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE 
HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISTRIBUTION, COPYING, OR DISCLOSURE OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED 
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From: 	 Harper Law Office <jrharperlaw@verizon.net> 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 3:44 PM 
To: 	 Jeffrey Carucci 
Subject: 	 Re: EFiling Comments 

Hello Mr. Carucci, 
Actually, I sent the email (I hope that wasn't inappropriate). Jeff could certainly elaborate 
more eloquently than I did. 
Thank you for responding. 

Sandy 

HARPER LAW OFFICE 
Jeffrey R. Harper, Esq. 
Sandy Harper, secretary 
12066 E. Main Street 
P.O. Box 7 
Wolcott, NY 14590 
T: 315-594-9488 
F: 1468 

From: Jeffrey Carucci  
Sent: Friday, March 18, 2016 12:22 PM 
To: jrf. lav%tkieilz_or_,11 
Subject: EFiling.Comments 

Mr. Harper, 
Thank you for taking the time to comment on the NYSCEF System. 
We would appreciate any further information you could provide us about your comment so that we can properly 
address any concerns you have. 

Jeffrey Carucci 
Statewide Coordinator for E-Filing 
Office of Court Administration 
60 Centre Street 
NY NY 10007 
JCarucci@NYCourts.gov  
(212) 256-7778 

We are most definitely not fond of electronic filing! 

HARPER LAW OFFICE 
Jeffrey R. Harper, Esq. 
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From: 	 Maggie Leary <mleary@joneshacker.com> 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 2:56 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 E filing comments 

Categories: 	 Orange category 

Hi. Love NYS ECF. My only complaint, however, is that each individual exhibit must be filed separately. This becomes a 
problem when you have, say, 15 one page exhibits and you have 15 separate entries rather than Exhibits 1-15 as one 
document. 

Would also like to see more counties using it. 

Thank you. 

Maggie Leary 
Paralegal 
E. Stewart Jones Hacker Murphy, LLP 
28 Second Street 
Troy, NY 12180 
Direct Dial: (518) 213-0123 
Fax: (518) 274-5875 
www.joneshacker.corn  

j***PLEASE NOTE OUR OFFICE HAS MOVED. PLEASE FORWARD 
ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO OUR TROY OFFICE AT THE ADDRES§:, 

MSTED ABOVE.** 1  

IMPORTANT NOTICE: The preceding message may be confidential and/or protected by the attorney-client privilege. It is not intended for transmission 
to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If you believe that you have received this message in error, do not read it. Please notify the sender, then 
destroy it. Thank you. 



From: 	 Molly O'Brien <mobrien@wongfleming.com> 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 4:45 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 What could be even more intutive 

As f stated in my previous email, I think your system is the best. One suggestion I thought of was to link the specific 
Judge's rules (and any other local rules) to the specific case detail. I think that would make the NYSCEF online system 
even more intuitive. 

But again, I think your site is the best in the nation (speaking from 2 years of paralegal experience...) 

W 0 

Molly O'Brien I Paralegal I Wong Fleming 

821 Alexander Rd Suite 200 	Princeton, NJ 08540 
Phone: 609.951.9520 I Fax: 609.951.0270 

www.wongflemin_g.com 

IRS Circular 230 disclosure: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that any U.S. 
federal tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended or written to be used, and 
cannot be used, for the purpose of (a) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (b) promoting, marketing 
or recommending to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein. 
THIS ELECTRONIC MAIL TRANSMISSION AND ANY ATTACHMENTS MAY CONTAIN PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL, OR 
PROPRIETARY INFORMATION INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSON(S) NAMED. IF THE READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS 
NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE OF THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE 
HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISTRIBUTION, COPYING, OR DISCLOSURE OF THIS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY 
PROHIBITED 
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From: 	 Victor M. Serby <serbyv@optimum.net> 
Sent: 	 Friday, March 18, 2016 11:51 PM 
To: 	 eFiling Comments 
Subject: 	 Comments on NYSCEF 

Categories: 	 Green category 

Dear Mr. McConnell: 

OCA has done a crack-up job with its e-filing system. In my opinion, it is better than the federal ECF system. 

E-filing should be expanded to all courts in New York. It saves gas, time, and no one can claim that they didn't get the 
papers due to loss in the mail. 

A nice feature that isn't present would be to have the ability to download the whole case file at once. This would be 
useful for appellate printers (and the appellate courts) to get the whole record, instead of subpoenaing the record form 
the individual court/county clerks. The federal courts have a similar feature on their ECF system whereby the district 
court can upload the whole docket to the circuit court. 

Victor M. Serby, Esq. 
Patent Attorney 
Licensed Professional Engineer 
255 Hewlett Neck Road 
Woodmere, NY 11598 
Tel. 516 -374-2455 
Fax: 516-557-0088 
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