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appeal to the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit from the order

Imposing Unlawful Filing Injunction and Deprivation of Rights "retroactlive” (describe the order)

cntered on September 16, 2025 (state the date that the order was entered).

Plaintiff respectfully appeals from the Order in its entirety and from each part thereof.

Signature /S/ Lidia M. Orrego

Name Lidia M. Orrego
Prison I

Address 9508 Queens Blvd., Apt. 3E

Rego Park, NY 11374

Phane {(3471453-2234

Email liorregofgmail.com

{Nute to inmate filers: If you are un inmate confined in an institnfion and you seek (he timing benelit of Fed. R. App. P (4)(c)(1),
compiete Form 7 (Declaration of Inmate Filing) and fife that declaration with this Notice of Appeal.}
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
.................... ORI, '

LIDIA M, ORREGQ,
PlaintifT,

v,

STEVE SAVITSKY ET AL,

Defendants.

S, '

Case No, 24-cv-7247-8IB-AYS

INFORMATIONAL STATEMENT REGARDING INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL

This statement provides background for Plaintiff Lidia M. Orrego’s interlocutory appeal to
the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit from the pre-filing injunction order
entered on September 16, 2025, by Honorable Sanket J. Bulsara, United States District Judge.,

The filing injunction ¢ntered on September 16, 2025, was issued sua sponte, without a
motion, hearing, or factual findings, thereby violating established procedural and constitutional
safeguards. Specifically, it violates Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 653({b). Constitutionally, the
injunction infringes on the First Amendment right to petition the Court, the Fifth Amendment
guarantee of due process, and the Fourteenth Amendment right lo equal protection. It also raises
serious concerns under 28 U.S.C. §8§ 455(a) {judicial impartiality) and 453 (judicial oath of office).
See annexed Exhibit 1,

Representative Dan Goldman publicly addressed a eomparable situation in a letter and
social media post dated September 26, 2025 (s¢e Exhibit 2), where he described the deprivation
of rights as “a blatant violation.” This case presents similarly serious concerns, especially given
the impact on a self-represented litigant attempting to compty with active Court directives. See

annexed Exhibit 2.
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The Plaintiff is unlawlully barred from fiting papers electronically via the Pro Se Portal.
This total denial of access to the Court constitutes a blatant violation of her Coenstitutional rights.
‘[he restriction is not grounded in any finding of frivolous filings but rather imposed precisely
because the Plaintiff has been submitting evidence that exposes the Defendants’ falsehoods in their
filings. Such selective prohibitioh of access to justice undermines the principles of due process
and equal protection under the law.

The Order incorrectly slates that Plaintiff’s Letter Motion for Leave violated the injunction.
This is factually wrong. In this case, 24-cv-7247, Orrego v. Savitsky et al., DE |30], Plaintiff
filed a 144-page document via the Pro Se Portal, which included exhibits. Additionally, Plaintiff
filed in 23-cv-6507, Orrego v. Pasternack Tilker Ziegler Walsh Stanton & Romano LLP et
al., DE [103], a [0-page document via the Pro Se Portal on August 15, 2025, and August 20,
2025, respoctively. Plaintiff never received any notice or complaint that these filings violated the
first unlawful injunction dated August 14, 2025. The September 16, 2025, injunction, by barring
al! filings without exception or cause, prevents the Plaintiff from meeting these deadlines, despite
no finding of abusive conduct or procedural viclations.

Shackingly, the District Court denied DE [30], which requested alternative service, despite
the process server’s affidavit establishing that Defendants were blocking service in bad faith.
Rather than assisting Plaintiff in pursuing her case, the Court’s Order protects Defendants from
being served and misrepresents the content of Plaintifl’s DE [38] Letter Motion, See anncxed
Exhibits 3, 4, and 5.

Exhibit 4 includes the case law Amalgamated Bank v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA. and
Armon Warren, 23-CV-9511 (JMF) (JLC} (S.D.N.Y,), which directly supports granting relief where

defendants reject service in bad [aith.
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Instead of applying this precedent to safeguard due process, the District Cowrt has
misrepresented the record and obstructed service, thereby shielding Defendants [rom
accountability for fraud that has persisted since November 27, 2018,

The District Court denied service upon Defendants’ counsel, Gordon Rees Scully
Mansukhani, LLP (“GRSM”), One Battery Park Plaza, 28th Floor, New York, NY 10004, In
direct contrast, the Sceand Circuit has expressly ordered that alt documents related to this matter,
including the Notice of Appeal and supporting papers, must be served upon Defendants’
counsel. By refusing service, the District Court violates FRCI? 4(e} (requiring proper service of
individuals), FRCP 4(h) (requiring service upon corporations and associations through their
authorized agents, including counsel), and FRCP 5(b)(1) (requiring service on a party’s attorney
onee they have appeared). See annexed Exhibits 3, 4, 5.

The District Court erred in denying Plaintifl"s request for service on Defendants’ counscl,
Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhasi, LLP (“GRSM™), One Battery Park Plaza, 28th Floor, New
York, NY 10004. Although GRSM is counsel of record in the related action Orrego v. Knipfing
et al.,, No. 20-¢v-3361 (E.D.N.Y.), the District Court has refused to allow service through GRSM
in the present matter, where Defendants are actively evading service.

First, this denial contravenes FRCP 4(e) and FRCP 4(h), which authorize service on
individuals and corparations through their officers or authorized agents. GRSM has already
appeared on behalf of these same Defendants in the related federal action, and thus plainly acts as
their authorized agent,

Second, the denial conflicts with FRCP 5(b)(1), which requires service upon a party’s
atlorncy once that attorney has appeared. While the Court attempts to treat the cases as separate,

Defendants cannot shield themselves from service in onc action by relying on the same counsel in
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another. To do so creates a procedural loophole that undermines the rules and facilitates deliberate
evasion of service.

Third, the denial violates Plaintiff’s constitutional right of access to the courts under the
First and Fifth Amcndments, as recognized in Bounds v. Smith, 430 U.S. 817 (1977), and
Tennessee v. Lane, 541 U.S. 509 (2004). By blocking service through counsel already retained by
Defendants in related litigation, the District Court has deprived Plaintiff of a meaningful
oppottunity to prosecute her claims,

Finally, the District Court’s refusal stands in direct conflict with the Second Cireuit’s
directive that all documents related 1o this matter, including the Notice of Appeal and supporting
papers, must be served upon Defendants’ counsel. A lower court cannot lawfully obstruet or
contradict such an order.

The District Court’s refusal futther undermines Plaintiff’s constitutional right of access to
the courts under the First and Fifth Amendments, as well as due process protections recognized
in Bounds v. Smith, 430 U.S. 817 (1977), and Temnessee v, Lane, 541 U.S. 509 (2004). This
inconsistency raises a fundamental question: why is the District Court obstructing justice and
punishing Plaintiff, a pro se litigant, for pursuing her case, while the Second Cireuit properly
recognizes and enforees the vbligation of service on Defendants’ counsel, GRSM?

This broad and retroactive ban cifectively amounts to a complete denial of access to
the Court, applied without due process and lacking the procedural safeguards required under
Federa! [.aw. See annexed Exhibit 1.

For these reasons, the District Court’s denial of service constitutes clear legal ervor,

facilitates bad-faith evasion of service, and inftinges upcn Plaintiff’s constitutional rights..
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Accordingly, immediate reconsideration of vacatur of the September 16, 2025, order is
warranted to restore proper access to the Court and preserve the integrity of ongoing proccedings.
Attached Exhibits
Exhibit 1 — Order Email — Activily in Casc 2:24-¢v-07247-SJB-AYS Orrego v. Savitsky et
al. Order on Motion for Leavc to File
Exhibit 2 — X Post and Letter dated September 26, 2025 — Rep. Dan Goldman —
Deprivation of Righls
Exhibit 3 — Pages 27 of 144 dated August 15, 2025 — DE [30] 144-page Request for Leave
to File Motion Clarifying That DE [28] Misrepresented Case 24-cv-7247
Exhibit 4 — Dated August t5, 2025 — DE [30] Exhibit 7 — Case Law Alternative Service
[44-page Request [or Leave 1o File Motion Clarifying That DE [28) Misrepresented Case
24-cv-7247-2
Exhibit § - Dated September 18, 2025 — Letter from Pro S¢ Office
Respectfully submitted,
Dated: September 30, 2025

Rego Park, New Yorl

/s/ Lidia M. Orrego

Lidia M. Orrego

Plaintiff Pro Se

95-08 Queens Blvd, Apt. 3E
Rego Park, NY 11374

(347) 453-2234

Email: liorrego@gmail.com
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Certificate of Service
I certify that on Seplember 30, 2025, I filed this statement with the Clerk of the District

Court in person at the Eastern District of New York.

/s Lidia M. Orrego
Lidia M. Orrego
Plaintift Pro Se
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EXHIBIT 1
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" Gmail Lidia Orrego <liorrego@gmall.com>

to File

1 message

acf bounces@nyed.uscourts.gov <ect_bounces@nyed.uscourts.gov> Tue, Sep 16, 2025 at 7:19 PM
Te: nobody@nyed,uscourts.gov

This is an automatic e-mail message generated by the CM/ECF system. Please DO NOT RESPOND to this ¢-mail because
the mailbox is unattended.

«+pdditional Security Enhancements Coming Soon™* For information visit PACER website

https:lipacer.uscourts.goviannouncements/2025/06/27/additional-security-enha ncements-coming-soon

~*NOTE TO PUBLIC ACCESS USERS™ Judicial Conference of the United States policy permits attorneys of record and
parties in a case (inciuding pro se litigants) to receive one free électronic copy of all documents filed elactronically, if
receipt is required by law or directed by the filer. PACER access fees apply to alt other users. To avoid later charges,
downicad a copy of each document during this first viewing. However, if the referenced document I8 a transcript, the free
copy and 30 page limit do not apply.

1.5, District Court
Eastern District of New York

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on 9/16/2025 at 7:19 PM EDT and filed on 9/16/2025

Case Name: Orrego v. Savitsky ot al
Case Number: 2:24-cv-07247-SJB-AYS
Filer:

Document Number: No document attached

Docket Text:
ORDER: Plaintiff Orrego has now filed muitiple applications seeking leave to file additional motions

and/or open new cases. Though the cover letters for these motions comply with the Court's
admonition that leave be sought in a short letter with a word limit, the motions attach hundreds, If
not thousands of pages of material, which not only violate the filing injunction, but are
unnecessarily dupticative material.

The Clerk's Office is directed to return all of this material via first-class malil to Plaintiff. The motions
seeking leave, In this case at Dkt. No. [30], are denied. Plaintiff is prohibited from making any further
filings on this docket, or using the portal available to pro se litigants, absent further order of this
Court (no leave may be sought). The Clerk's Office is directed to terminate Plaintiff Orrego’s access
to the pro se portal, to reject and promptly return to Plaintiff any motion or document submitted by
her, and not to file any submission on ECF or retain custody of such material.

Plaintiff is reminded that her filing of this unnecessary material has simply impeded, delayed, and
obstructed the Court's ability to resolve the merits of the case, and its ability to move this case
forward, to trial (if appropriate). The Court will lift this filing injunction followlhg resolution of the
pending motions in ail of her cases, in order to give her an opportunity to object, appeal, or
reconsider any decision, or to make any post-decision filings attendant to trial, should the Court
determine that the case should proceed to trial or further discovery. But until the Court renders such
decisions, the filing injunction imposed by this order will remain in place. So Ordered by Judge
Sanket J. Bulsara on 9/16/2025, (LOG)

2:24-cv.07247-5JB-AYS Notice has been electronically malled to:
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EXHIBIT 2

140
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EXHIBIT 3

14
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1985 0 "
-(o‘
Aug pﬁ‘h "ﬁ'
‘1 a‘:‘e‘“
Honerable Sanket J. Bulsara 4] f-
United States District Judge 05-0
Eastern District of New York
Central Islip, New York RECENVED
V1A EBCT Pro Se Office Augusﬁ 5, 202
Re: Case No. 24-CV-07247-SIB-AYS DEEY SF OFRICE

Re: Request for Leave to File Motion Clarifying That DE [28] Misrepresented, Filed
Timely on August 11, 20235, Before Deadline, is Not n Repetitive Reconsideration But New
Request for Alternative Service Due to Defendants’ Evasion, Attached DE [28] -
Traditional Service Impracticable BAD FAITH Defendants under notice - Extension Tinte

Dear Judge Bulsara:

I seek leave to file a motion clarifying DE [28] is a tiniely new request for alternative
service wnder Fed. R. Civ. P, 4(e)(1), 4{h)(1), 4(m), and N.Y. C.P.L.R. § 308(5), post Judge
Shields' July 13 order, based on new evasion evidence. On July 235, server David Kalashian
(Affidavit of Non-Service Images Below) was denied access at 2049 Cenfury Park East, Suite
1400. Emails sent July 28 to steve.savitsky@gcbm.com and shannon.lew@gebm.com were
iguored, “BAD FAITH”.

Altach DE [28]: Request ALTERNATIVE SERVICE VIA:

Email, certified mail, posting, or drop service first; “Marshal last”.
Pro se leniency; cites Ferrarese v. Shaw, etc.

Comnt word: 100.

Respectiully submitted,

/s/ Lidia M. Orrego

Lidia M. Orrego

Plaintiff Pro Se

95-08 Queens Blvd, Apt. 3E

Rego Park, NY 11374

Phone: (347) 453-2234
Email: hioirego@gmail.com

1 15



Case 2:24-cv-0725 PEEXGE3 7 DR PKERY s di29° 18926 of 50 PagelD #:

2362



Case 2:24-cv-0725 PEEXGE3 7 DR PKERY 029 'BYPP7 of 50 PagelD #:

Case 2:24-cv-07247-S)B-AYS  Document2f®3 Filed 08/15/25 Page 3 of 144 PagelD #:
1987

EXHIBIT 1

17
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Hon. Sanket J, Bulsara LS

United States District Judge \3-}’:;9"

Eagtern Distiict of New York

100 Federal Plaza

Cenitral Istip, NY 11722

PRO SE OFFICE
Re: Orrego v. Savitsky et al., Case No.24-cv-07247{(SIB) (AYS)
Letter Motion for Alternative Service Pursuant to Fed: R, Civ. P. 4{e)}(1), 4(h)(1), and 4(m),,
and N.Y. C.P.LR. § 308(5), Reiquest for Reconsideration of U.S; Marshal Service Under-28:
US.C. § 1915{d), Resolution of Pending Motions DE [23] and DE [24]; Clarificatlon That
Phaintiffs Right to Seek Recusal of Both. Judges Remalns Unwaived; and Request for
Extenston -of Time to Effect Service

Dear Judge Bulsara,

I, Lidia M. Orrego; Pro Se Plaintiff, respectfully subwmit this letter motion pursuant to
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 4(e)(1), 4(k)(1), and 4{m); New York -Civil Practice Law and
Rules § 308(5); and 28 U.S.C.-§ 1915(d), requesting: (1) authorization for alteruative. service
methods on Defendants Steve Savitsky and Old Westbury LLC, incliding but not limited to U.S.
Marshal service, email; certified mail, posting at the know bnsinegs addreéss, or drop service; (2)
réconsideration of prior deéninls for U, Marshal servicé or alternative service in DE [14] (filed
May 5; 2025), DE [16] (filed May 19,-2023), DE [23] (filed Junie 22, 2025);, and DE [24] {filed
June 26, 2025); (3) resolution of my pending motions DE [23] (Notice:of Motion to Vacate Order,
Renew Application for In Forma Pauperis Status, Anthorize Service, and Extend Time to Serve)
and DE [24] (Supplemental Letter Motion to‘Ameud.DE[Z-S] -and for Relief from IFP Denials
Under FRCP 60(b)(1), Addressing Unreasonable Order, Iuvolimtary Error, Inproper Reliance on
Spousal Financial Information, Aibitrary Reliance on Past Payments, Excusable Negleet, Ongoing

Hardship,-and Prejudicial Disregard of Favorable Facts); and (4) a 30-day extension of time from
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the date of the Order on this letter motion to effectuate service of the Summons, Fourth Amended
Complaint (filed June 10, 2025, DE [2C])}, and Exhibits.

This motion is filed as a Jetter-motion lndividual Practand Local Civil Rule 7.1. It is
necessitated by Defendants’ evasion of service, the unregistered status of Old Westbury LLC, my
diligent but unsuccessful service attempts despite financial hardship, and the Court’s repeated
denials or non-responses 1o my requests, which obstruct my access to justice rather than lacilitating
my pursuit of damages. As of August 11, 2025, the current service deadline is August 12, 2025
{following t_he last Order dated July 13, 2025), underscoring the urgency of this relief as the
deadline approaches. I clarify that [ am not waiving my prior requests for recusal of both Judge
Bulsara and M. Judge Shiclds, as raised in DE [23] and DE [24], due to concerns about impartiality,
the handling of my Pro Sc¢ status, financial hardship, and apparent obstruction of justice for an
indigent litigant scelding to recover damages. See annexed Exhibit 6 (DE [16]).

Background

I filed the initial Complaint on November 27, 2024, and the Fourth Amended Complaint
on June 10, 2025 (DE [20]). The service deadline is August 12, 2025, per the July 13, 2025 Order
(DE [15]). Despite diligent efforts, including emails on July 28, 2025, to Defendants at
steve,savistky@gebm.com and shannon.lew(@gebm.com (Exhibit 1), which went unanswered
despite verified email validity (Exhibits 7, 8), and a rejected service attempt by ABC Legal on July
25, 2025, at 2049 Century Park East, Suite 1400, Los Angeles, CA 90067 (Exhibits 2, 3), | have
been unable to serve Detendants due to their evasion. Qld Westbury LLC’s unregistered status
(Exhibit 9) and security restrictions (Exhibit 1, attachments) further impede service. These efforts,

incurring significant debt, cxacerbate my financial hardship and occupational disease. Prior
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motions (DE | 14], DE [16], DE {23}, DE [24]) for U.S. Marshal or alternative service were denied
or ignored, obstructing justice. See annexed Exhibits 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9; DE [16], pp. 1-3.

Legal Argument

I. Good Cause Exists for Alternative Service Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(e)(1), 4(h)(1), and N.Y.
C.P.L.R. § 308(5)

Federal Rute of Civil Procedure 4(e}(1) and 4(h)(1) permit service pursuant to state law,
including N.Y. C.P.L.R. § 308(5), which authorizes "expedient” alternative methods where
traditional service is "impracticable.” Courls in this District routinely grant such relief for Pro Se
plaintiffs facing evasion, unregistered entities, or acccss barriers. See, e.g., Ferrarese v, Shaw, 164
F. Supp. 3d 361, 367 (E.D.N.Y. 2016) (authorizing service via email and mail where defendant
evaded traditional metheds); I & 1 Sports Prods., Inc. v. Daley, No. 06-CV-210 (ERK)J0}, 2007
WL 4162237, at *3-4 (L.D.N.Y. Nov, 15, 2007) (permitting alternative service where defendant
avoided process al business address); Rampersad v. Deutsche Bank Sec., Ine., No. 02 Civ, 7311
(LTSYAIP), 2003 WL 21073951, at *1 (S.D.N.Y. May 9, 2003) (authorizing email and mail
service on evasive defendant); Snyder v. Alternate Energy Inc., 19 Misc. 3d 934, 960 (Civ, Ct.
N.Y. County 2008) (allowing email service under CPLR § 308(5) for evasive defendant); Shanghai
Shuoxin Int’l Co., Ltd. v. El Toro Carmesi, L1.C, 2023 U].8. Dist. LEXIS 194196 (S.D.N.Y. Oct.
30, 2023) (authorizing alternative service); Sulzer Mixpac AG v. Medenstar Indus. Co., 312 FR.D.
329 (S.D.N.Y. 2015) (same); Berdeaux v. Onccoin Lid,, 2020 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13324 (8.D.N.Y.
Jan. 28, 2020} (same); Amalgamated Bank v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. 23-CV-951!
(S.1.N.Y.) (same). See DE [16], pp. 4-5.

Here, traditional service is impracticable: (1) Defendants' emails are valid and in use
(Exhibits 7, 8), but requests for voluntary acceptance were ignored; (2) physical service was

blocked by sccurity at a confirmed address (Exbibits 2, 3); and {3) Old Westbury LLC's



Case 2:24-cv-0725 PEEXGE3 7 DR S PKERY s di29° P21 of 50 PagelD #:

Case 2:24-cv-07247-SIB-AYS DocumentZib7 Filed 08/1%/25 Page 4 of 144 PagelD #;
180%

unregistered status precludes Secretary of State service (Exhibit 9}, Defendants have actual notice
of this action via GRSM (DE [14]) and my emails (Exhibit 1), satisfving due process under
Muilane v. Cent. Hanover Bank & Tr. Co., 339 U.8. 306, 314 (1950). Alternative methods—email
to steve.savistky@gebm.com and shannon.lew@gcbm.com, certified mail to the Century Park
address, posting at the suile cntrance, or drop service at security—would be reasonably calculated
lo provide netice without prejudice. See DE [16], p. 5.
[I. Reconsideration of U.S. Marshal Service Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d) Is Warranted

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d), courts must direct U.8. Marshal service tor [FP plaintiffs
where good cause is shown, even if IFP was previously denied but financial hardship persists. Sec
Romandette v, Weetabix Co., 807 F.2d 309, 311 (2d Cir. 1986} (Marshal scrvice mandatory for
indigent plaintifls unable o serve due to evasion); Fridman v, City of New York, 195 F. Supp. 2d
534, 537 (8.D.N.Y. 2002) (considering detailed financials for IFP}. My renewed IFP application
(DE {16]. Exhibit 3) details inability 1o afford costs, supported by pricr approvals in related cases
(DE [16], Exhibits 8, 10). Prior denials (DE [14], DE [16], DE |23], DE [24]} overlooked this,
despite my Pro Se status and Defendants' evasion, warranting reconsideration under Local Civ. R.
6.3, Marshal service would reduce costs and overcome access barricers, preventing weaponization
of procedural rules against vulnerable litigants. See DE [16], pp. 3-4.

I11. Resolution of Pending Motions DE [23] and DE [24]

| request an immediate resolution of DE [23] and DE [24], which remain pending and
directly irnpact my ability to proceed. These motions seck relief from IFP denials under FRCP
60(b)(1) for reasons including unreasonable orders, involunlary errors, improper reliance on
spousal financial information, arbitrary reliance on past payments, excusable neglect, ongoing

hardship, and prejudicial disregard of favorable facts. The Court's delay iy addressing them
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obstructs justice and hinders my case progression. See DL [16], p. 5 (citing Velasquez v. Comm’r
of Soc. Sec., No. 24-CV-2035 (E.D.N.Y. June 26, 2024)).
IV. Extension of Time Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m)

Good cause for a 30-day extension from the date of the Order on this letter motion exists
due to Delendants' evasion, my diligent cftorts, financial constraints, and health impacts, with the
current deadiine approaching on August 12, 2025, Sce Zapata v. City of New York, 502 F.3d 192,
197 (2d Cir, 20407) (extensions granted tor Pro Se plaintiffs [acing obstacles); Baez v, City of New
York, 2012 WL 602614 (F.D.NY. Feb. 23, 2012) (same). No prejudice results, as Defendants

have notice. See DL [16], p. 5.

Conclusion and Request
[ respectiully request:
+ Authorization for alternative service via U.S. Marshal, email (1o stcve.savistky@gcbm.com and
shannon.lew(@gcbm.com), certified mail, posting, or drop service at 2049 Century Park

Last, Suite 1400, Los Angeles, CA 90067.

Reconsideration and grant of U.S. Marshal service under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d).

»

Resolution of DE {23] and DE [24].

A 30-day extension from the dale ot the Order on this leticr motion to serve.
* Any other relief deemed just.
T have not served this on Defendants, as they remain unserved, per Judge Bulsara's rules

(Section VIIL.B), Attached are Exhibits 1-10 in a single PDF.
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Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Lidia M. Orrego

Lidia M. Orrego

Plaintiff Pro Se

95-08 Qucens Blvd, Apt. 3E
Rege Park, NY 11374
Phone: (347) 453-2234
Email: liorrego@gmail.com

cc: Magistrate Judge Anne Y. Shields (via ECF and matl}

Word Certification: Local Civil Rule 7.1 and is under 1,750 words
List of Exhibits
Exhibit | — Dated July 10, 2025 — Gmail - Re: Urgent: Facilitate Service of Complaint — Old
Westbury LLL.C and Steve Savitsky (EDNY Case No. 24-cv-07247)
Exhibit 2 — Dated July 23, 2025 — Proof Non-Service Steve Savitsky TDocument_150152621
Exhibit 3 - Dated July 25, 2025 — Proof Non-Service Old Westbury LLC -
TDocument 150152620
Exhibit 4 — Dated November 27, 2018 — ENVELOPE Steve Savitsky - Old Westbury LIL.C
Exhibit 5 — Letter Termination employer Old Westbury LLC
Exhibit 6 — DE [16] Dated May 19, 2025 — Letter Motion Summons, Renew, Reconsideration
Alternative Service
Exhibit 7 - Steve Savitsky email address validator
Exhibit 8 - Shannon Lew email address validator
Exhibit 9 — Old Westbury LLC Department of State

Exhibit 10 — ABC Legal Log Report
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Gma“ Lidia Orrego <iiorrega@gmall.com>

Re: Urgent: Facilitate Service of Complaint - Old Westbury LLC and Steve Savitsky (EDNY Case No. 24-cv-
07247)

Man, Jul 28, 2025 at 4:12 PM

Lidia Orrago <liorrego@gmail.com=
To: "steve.savisthy@gcbm.com” <steve savislky@Ggcbm.com>, “shannon.lew @gcbm com® <shannon lew@gcbm.com=
Ce: Lidla Crrego <lidia,orrego@justiceforlidia.nyc>, Lidia Orrego <oregoprose@gmall.com=, Kuuky Minnah-Donkoh <kminnahdonkoh@grsm.com>
Following Legal Advice:
Response 1o Email: Service of Complaint = Old Wesibury LLC and Steve Savitsky (FDNY Case No, 2:24-¢v-07247)

To Mr. Steve Savitsky and Ms. Shannon Lew,

Thank you for vouwr confirmation today, July 28, 2025, Mr. Minnah-Donkoh confinmed that GRSM does not represest Old
Westbury ELC and Steve Savitsky in 24-¢v-07247, despite GRSM"s Avguost 1, 2022, document in a relaled case (20-cv-03361, EDNY)
stating, “Any communication with Mr, Savitsky must be through the undersigned counsel.”

Per this confirmation, 1 will communicase directly with the Defendants and will not comact GRSM further unless you file to appear
in 2d-cv-07247,

This email is a good-tuith ¢ffort to facilifate service of a sununons and Fourth Amended Complaint in the Eastern District of New
York (Case No. 24-cv-07247) agninst Old Wesibury LLC and Steve Savitsky at 2049 Century Park Fast, Suite 1400, Los Angeles, CA
90067, with a court deadline of August 10, 2025, and is not harassment, A copy of the complaint is altached; this email is not formal service,

Qn April 17, 2025, GRSM instructed me to serve you directly (DE [14], Exhibit ¥, 24-cv-07247). Old Westbury LLC is not
registered with the New York and California Sccretarigs of State, which prevents service via the Depariment of State. 1 have incurred debt,
including paying ABC Lepal wia credit card, {or diligent efforts.

An allidavit from ABC Legal, dated fuly 26, 2025, signed by David Kalashian, confirms that security at Suite i400 denicd service
on July 25, 2025, at 4:30 PM, stating, *You do not heve permission to service,” and is supported by pictures, Ms. Lew, you confirmed on
May 19, 20285, that Suite 1400 is Savitsky’s address (steve.savistky@gcbm.com }, tied 1o Old Westbury LLC, Old Westbury Eddie
LI.C, Savitsky Satin Bacon & Bucei, oud Ground Contral Business Management, per DL [14], [16].

To comply with the Court’s deadline, I respectfully request from Old Westhury LLC and My, Savitsky by July 30, 2025:

« Confirmation of an suthorized agent for Old Westbury LLC, or
« Apreement 1o accept service via emaif or mail. or designation of a representative at Sujte 1400.

Please respond to liortego@gmail.com.

Without a response, [ will file a notion for alternative service, citing Old Westbury LLC’s unregistered status, ABC Legal’s affidavit,
pictures, Lew’s confirmation, DE [14], [$6], [20], and GREM’s April 17, 2025, directive. ABC Legal will attempt service on July 29, 20235,

Thank you for your prompl attention,
Best regards,

Lidia Orrego
Plaintifl Pro 8¢
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On Mon, Jul 28, 2025 at 10:12AM Kuuku Minnah-Donkoh <kminnahdonkch@@grsm.coms wrote:
I Ms. Orrego,

i As | have previously advised you, neither | nor anyone else in my firm is reprasenting any of the defendants in this action,

i Accordingly, we will not be accepting service on bahalf of any of the defendants. Please stop emailing me and the rest of my
| colleagues about this matier or we will seek sanclions from the courl about your persistent harassment.

: Thank you.

'GRSM50

{ QORDON REES SCULLY PLANSUKHANI
YOUR 50 STATE LAW FIRH"

KUUKU MINNAH-DONKOH | Partrer (He/Him)

Baticry Park Plaza, 28th Floor. Xew York, Y 10004
D+ 212.453,0709
kminnahdonkoh@grsm.com

. From; Lidla Orrago <liorrego@gmail cont>

: Sent: Monday, July 28, 2025 10:07 AM
To: steve savistky@gobm,com <steve savistky@gebm.coms,; shannon Jew@agchm,com <shannon.lew@gchm.com>; Kuuku Minnah-Donkah

" <kminnahdonkch@grsm.coms>, Kuuku Minnah-Donkoh <kminnahdenkoch@grem.com:

© Cc: Peter Calla <pesilai@prem.corn>; Pautette Guerraro <pguerrerc@gorsm comt>; VES_NY Support <VLS_NYSupportfhgrsm.coms; Elizabeth Velez
<evelez@grsm.com=; Lidie Oriego <lidia.orrego@justicetorlidia.nyc; Lidia Drrego <ofregoprose @gmail.cone>

. Subject: Urgent: Facilitate Service of Complaint - Oid Westbury LLC and Steve Savitsky (EDNY Case No. 24-cv-07247)

; To Mr. Steve Savitsky, Ms. Shannon Lew, Mr, Kuula Minnah-Donkoh, Ms, Eve Velez, and GRSM NY Suppott.

I am ateempting to serve o swumons and Fourth Amended Complaint filed in the Easiern District of New York {Case No, 24-¢v-

07247y against Old Westbury LLC and Steve Savitsky at 2049
Century Park East, Suite 1400, Los Anpeles, CA 90067, with a court deadline of August 10, 2025,

26
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! A copy of the Fourth Amended Complaint DE [20] is FhackBB Tis email is not formal service.

The Court's requirements have forced me o incwr debt, including paying ABC Legal via credit card for service attempts.

‘To avold court intervention, [ request that by July 30, 2028:

+ GRSM's acceptance of service for Old Westbury LLC and Savitsky, per the attached 20-cv-03361 fetter and DE [17), or
+ Confirmation of an authorized agent for Old Westbury LLC, or
» Agreement o accepl service vid emwil or mail, or a representative at Suite 1400,

Please respond to liorrego@gmail com.
Without a response, 1 will seek court approval for alternative service (e.g., email or certified mail), citing Old Westhury LLC's
Lmrcg[stcl ed status, ABC Legal's July 26, 2025, affidavit by David Kalashian,

. pictures of 2049 Century Park East, Lew's contimmation, [DE 14}, [DE 16] with exhibits, the Old Westbury Eddie
| I L comnection, and GRSM's bad-faith rejection despite the 20-cv-03361 letter and DE [17], [65].

Reasons for the request;

Old Westhury LLC is unregistered with the New York and Californiz Secretaries of State, per scarch results dated April 17, 2025
(alt.ached} See the email and “letter termination” dated November 27, 2018, by Steve Sayitsky.

j

! An affidavit from ABC Legal, dated July 26, 2025, signed by David Kalashian, confirms that on July 25, 2025, at 4:30 PM,
i security at 2049 Century Park East, Los Angeles, CA 90067 stated, "You de not have permission to service,”

and required checking in to access the elevator to "Suite 1400, as shown in the attached pictures, which display access
: restrictions.

Ms. Lew, on May 19, 2025, at 3:25 PM, you contirmed Suite 1400 a3 the service address For Mr. Savitsk (mailto:steve.,
savisﬂty@gchm com), phone: (3107 313-6203, tied to Old Westhury LLC, Old Westbury Eddie LLC,
Savitsky Satin Bacon & Bucci. and Ground Control Business Management, por Docket Entry [14] (May 2, 2025) and [16]
(May 19, 2025} in 24-cv-07247, with cxhibits including an email exchange with Mr, Minnah-Donkeh
(April 17, 2023), California Secretary of State results, and 20-cv-03361 documents (DE [174, DE [65]). Old Westbury Eddie
- LLC, torwhich Savitsky is the regisiered agent, shares Suite 1400,

A letter filed by Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhani (GRSM) in a related case (20-cv-03361, EDNY), attached, confinms service

tor Old Westbury LLC and Savitsliy must be made through GRSM.
: GRSM, at One Ballery Park Plaza, 28th I'loor, New York, NY 10004, received notice of 24-cv-07247 on December 6, 2024, but

' rejected service on Aprif 19, 2025, in bad faith, per the April 17, 2025, email exchange.
b

. ADC Legal wilk attempt service at Suite 1400 on or about July 29, 2025,

Thank you for your urgent coaperation,

Best regards.

1idia M. Orrego

Plaintiff Pro Se

950% Queens Blvd, 3B

Rego Park, NY

Phone: (347) 453-2234
Email: fiorrego@gmail.com

Ce: Kuuku Minnah-~[onkeh, lisq. (mailto:kminnahdonkoh@grsm.com},
Lve Velez, Esy. (mailto:evelez@gram,com}
GRSM NY Support (mailfoivls _nysupport@grsm.com)
: Attachment:
sDE [20]_Fourth Amended_Complaint_2-24-cv-07247.pdf
‘NonServiceAlfidavit ADC Tegal_7-26-2025 Kalashian.pdf
5 sBuilding_Pictures_2049 Century.pdf
«GRSM_Leiter_2-20-cv-03361.pd¢
DI [H4]_2-24-0v-07247 5.2-2025.pdf

“Exhibit_Eimail_Minnahlonkoh_4-17-2025 pdf
: 27
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‘Exhibit2 CA_Secretary_State_4-17-2025.pdf #: 1858
Exhibit_Stipulation_2-20-cv-03361 DE17 pdf
sExhibitd_Discovery Responses_2-20-cv-03361_ DEGS.pdf
*DE [16)_2-24-cv-07247_5-19-2025.pdf

Lidia M, Orrago-Notice of termination of omploffnent' |
1-message

Stave Baviteky <ssaviisky@saveo.com> Tue, Nov.27, 2018 ai 3:65 PM
To: “lloraga@gmall.com” <liorego@amall.com=
Cc:-Chérlas Stentslaus <cslan@saves com>

Licla-~-pleags rafor to the allached letter,

Thanks

STEVE

CS/ed

WE HAVE MOVED 111!

STEVE SAVITSKY
Office: 310.316.8203
Fax: 210.873.5908
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OLD WESTBURY, LLC
cl/o SavitaKy Satin Bavon & Buscel:
2049 Century Park East, Bulte: 1400
Los Angelea, CA 900&7

November 27, 2018

VIA CERTIFIED MASL & VIA EMAIL
Lidia M. Orrego

95-08 Queens Boulavard, Apl. 3E
Rego Park, NY 11374

Ms. Lidie Qrrego,

Oid Wesibury, LLC Is ending your employmerit effactive immediately. This decision is
baved on saveral factors, Including but ngt tmifed to:

1. Breach of your Non-Disclosure ;ﬁg‘_rea’mieht, guch as)

a. Recording a conversslion with Rebeca Uzdalegul.iin the prosence of a
mamiberof tha public, ahd

b. Taking recordings and photographs of e Knipfing's home,.
2. Your sfatement thal you were unwilling to-continug working wilh Rebeca
Uzzategui.
3. Our conclusion that you made statemenls I your complaint. thet yol, knaw 13 ba
false,

Your paymant of wages through today's deta {Novémber 27, 2018) will be paid on tha
Ireguiar payroll dete and offset by the nineieen (19) hours you reporied were paid
ncomrectly.

You have heallh Insurance fhrough United Healthcare and the tammination of your heslth
(nsurance is November 30, 2018. You Ere eligibls for COBRA, Cantinuation: Covaraga
and you wiil be contaciad by the carrier diractly.

Busincss. Manager Ofd Westbury, LLC
SS8/ew

Docket EDNY: 20-¢v-0336T letter and DE {17]

Case 2:24-cv-07247-SIB-AYS  Documen22B5 Filed 08/15/25 Page 153 of 144 PagelD
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[ TTUL LI LS TS LI . CISTRLITIII AT, e

i Incvming Counsel for Kevin Knipfing,
Stephanleang Jones-Kaipfing,

id Westbury EDDIE I,
! Ol Westburp L0,
§ . Teresa .
|
|

L P

JKevin Knipﬁn&'/ : Stuptharie mmJarm'&Kn#)j?}‘/

Tehn A. Zantua Sieve Savitsky

Tncovning Counsel for Kevin Knipfing,
Stephanicania Jumés-Knipfing,

Oid ety EDDIE LLC,

Old Westbury L1.C, and

Teresu A. Zontia

Kovin Knipfing Srephanieunna Jaras-Kripfing
i OM Westhury EDDIE LLC, Old Westhwy LT,
By: Dry:

W

; Teresn A. Zantua Steve Savitsky
N jjg,‘-":".' LeIvadan e AR W e
Department of State
. Dlvision ofCorpomtlom

o Enmy infomatlon '

|

I

t r-;)nucmml.mmm

- by TPE m»sucuuuénuui QT
i smtaharwnmm. tusummmwu\)u;\mu.w

OATE OF INTIAY 624 FILIMG: Cyws30ts REASOM FOR ETATUS;
EFFECTIVE DATR INVHAL FILING; 05/577015 ACTVE DATE

| FOREIGH FORMATHIN DATE: TATEMEHTE 6

! counmereassa

i

! JUABDICTION: PIVY YORK, WRITE N SEATTS

Kame: L3 w53 €760 41€ L
Adtdzpin: ¢ AT TG, FTT BT el E ey, 0 T RT FORY TAST, BT T v‘ﬂ. T3 AN L L AT uw'Ls ow.-

My e Sricuke of Procuss am ihe Fecoptory of 51510 ax agumt: #01 Parmiispd
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: #: 2885
(l
H AC 490 (Reév. 06412) Symmans It a Civl Action (Page 2}
i Chit Aclion No,  2:74-0v-7247 {5.J8) {AYS)
i PROGF OF SERVICE
‘ {This sasilfon shotid nct be Mlod With the court unlesy rogalted by Fed. R, Glv, P; 4 ()}
This suinmens for “Steve Savieiy
i was raciaved by me on 1252025
‘ [ i ersonaliy servad e summeny on Lha Tndivkdust at fdbace) on fdele} ; of
i D [ efl tha sunnona i he ndividuals eesidence or usual place of abode will (pame} , & peraon af suitatde age and

. peraiotrwho resides ihere, on , and maled a copy la tha Individual's last known address; or T

¥ (£ temrved the summons on o of iniviaual) ; Who is, dosignatod bif Hiw 16 Seeept satvice af pocess o bahil of fiaims
; i of srganization);or T e
: I

|
i ] rowmad the'sunimans unaxecutod bazause Disallowod atier aHemiting BARcs 21 2048 Cantury Park § Ste 1400,
i Loa-Angoles, A 86467 o
3 (m
M Qinar repecifyy
:
i My fees are $ 0 fat taval and $ P5.00 Tor sarvicas, for a total of § 7540,
. | teelase inder panatty of perjury thet this Informatian i nrs.
;‘ Date:- 07/26/202% o
P )
| . Forcs et s

—— . DawidKaleshien

; Tred i N,
13626 Calia st
Ven Kuys, CA'B{404
E f T e - D};;;H’ Tt S T —
Vi
: Addlllenal nformation regarding attemptod seivice, cle:

TI26/2026'4:30 PH: § 9poke with ah individyal who identifed themedlves &3 100.090urity ant tey Stated 3orvice.notl
ramtified. Yo got an acceasto elovatar, your neod ta chack In with soourity, After the phone.call soauriny told me: -
You do not hiwve permisaloh 16 seivics, |

- LT

31



Case 2:24-cv-0725 PEEXGE3 7 DAY S PKERY s di29° 339232 of 50 PagelD #:

Case 2 24—0\/ 07247 SJB AYS Documen2338 Fited 081’15!25 Page 18 of 144 PagelD
~#: 2068 e

L AD 440 Rev. 0&/12) Surisnaria In s Cvil AcSon [Bagn 2)
Civll ActibriNo,  2;24-cv.T247 (SJB) (ATS)

PROOF OF SERVIGE
"{Thiz gdc tiop shoutd nat be Rtad with the codrt unlass feiilred by-Ped, R. Clv, P. 4 (i)

This summons for @ld Westbury LLE
was 1ecieved by me on 712612025

1 tpersonally served the summoes on tha individual o {Hace) on (date); or

s D 1l the surnsons at fhe Indlividual's residence o usual piace bl abode with (namaj  pison of. suitable agaand
discretion who residss Ihare, on , and maliad a popy o the individvai's leaf known sddrass; ot

0 Faerved the summans on frama of indiyidual , who is designaiad by law to accspt sarvica of procass on behalf of fname
of organpation)or

m | ralyrnad e aummaons unaueuhd bésausa Disallowad afar attompling sefvice st 2ME Eakitiiy PATK E. 918 1400,
Lon Angslas, CA BOET; ar

Ciner (spopity)

My fees ara §0 kor bavel gnd § 75.00 for wervices, for o totgl of § 75.00;

| declaré Undar prenatly of parjusy thil This Informalian Is tive.

Date:  OT/206/3025

: Tover e ;
X . f
! - David Kaiashian :
i Pt s i 1 :
1365 Catife st :
Van Huyes; CA 81391 ;

Acdillonal informatlan tegarding aitempled servica, elc;
712612026 4130 PM; | spoks whh an tnavidual who Identfied themsatves as T 54 Surly and they staiod lonlclnnl

permilted. To getlaf Béseps 1o nlovamr. you peed fo chisck In with s¥curity, Aftsr the phona eall sscurity. told e »
You de et huve permisaton to eefvics,

57 iﬂlllllﬁm\flﬂiﬂfiﬁllmll
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#: 20888

| Tivs amail communics)ion may confait CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION WHICH ALSO MAY BE LEGALLY FRIVILEGED and is infendad crly for the use of the ntended racipients ldeatifiad above. it
i ¥our ara pot the inkended recipient ol s communccalion, you ara hercdy nolified (hal iy unauthorized review, wse, disgnminallan, distibuiicn, dowrioating. of copying of this communication is stricily
! prolubited. |f yau e 0ot e erenced recipient end payn mceivod his commusntanmt in amer, plaase immediately molify us by reply ema |, delate the communization end destroy all cop-es,

GORDON REES SCULLY MANSUKHANI, LLP
YOUR 50 STATE LAW FIRM™
WWWYLGrSIm.com

Service DE {20] Dated 08-10-2026 Fourth Amendad Complaint + EXHIBITS-comprassed.pdf
070K
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EXHIBIT 2
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N o . _ #. 2887
AQ 440 (Rev, 05/12) Summons In & Civit Aclion (Page'2).
Civit Aclion No.  2:24-cv-T247 (SJB) (AYS)
PROOF.OF SERVICE.

(This sectlon should not -be flled with the court unless.required by Fed. R. Clv. P. 4{1))

This summons for  Steve Saviteky
was recieved by me on 7/25/2025;

[T} | personally served tha summons an the Indlvidual at (place) on (dats) | or

|_-_, l'lett tha summons at the Individual's residence or'uaual place of ebgda with (nanie) . & person of sultable sge and
discretion who resides there, on , and mailad a copy-to the Individual’s last known address; ar

Cl I'served the summons on-{name of fndiwdua!; ‘who l: das[gnatad by taw to, .accept ser\rlca of process-on behaif of (name.
of organization); of

e I relumed the summons unexecuted because Disallowed after attempting sefvice:at 2049 Century Park E Ste 1400,
: -Los Angeles, CA 800B7: or

O Othier {spsctly)

My feas are § 0 for travel and § 75.00 for sarvices, for a total of § 75.00.

| declare under penalty of perjury that this informatich [s true:

Date: 07/26/2025

Servar's sipnature
David Kalashlan-
13825 Califa ot
‘Van Nuys; CA 81401
Sorvaly ntkkesy’

Additional Information regarding attempted service, efc:

712512025 4'30 PM: 1 speka with an lndlvlduai who identmad themaelves as the security and :hey stated sarvice not.
parmitted. To get an access 1o slevator, you'nesd to cheek in with. security. After the phona call security told me; -
You do not have permission 1o service.

b I
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_ , . #: 2609
AO 440 (Rev, 06/12) Summons in a Civil Actlon (Page 2):
Civil Action No.  2:24-cv-7247 (SJB) (AYS)
PROOF.QF SERVICE

(This section should not be flled with the court unless requlred by Fed. R: Civ. P, 4 (1))

This summons for  Old Westbury:LLC.
was racieved by me on 7/25/2025:

3 1 personally served tha summons on the individuel at (place) on fdats) ; or.

D I feft the summons at the Individual's residence or usual piace of abode with {rame)., a:parson of suitable age and
discretion who resides there, on , and mallad & copy to the Individual's last known address; or

D I served the summens on (name of individual) , who s designated by law lo accept service of process on behalf of (neme
of arganizetion); of

m | raturniad the summons unexecuted bacause Disallowed after: attempting service at 2049 Century Park E Sta 1400,
Los Angeles, CA 90067; or

Other (specify)

iy fees arfe §.0Tor travel and § 75.00 for sarvices; for a {olal of § 75.00..

| declare under penalty of perjury.that this information Is true.

Date: 07/26/2025

‘Bervar'y slguilire
David Kalashlan-
“Frinled name uyd e
13625 Califa st
Vany Nuys,-CA 91401

Additional information regarding attempted service, elc:.

712512025 4:30 PM 1 spoke with an individual who identified themsalves as the sacurity and they s statad seTvice not
permiftéd. To gat.an accass to elevator, you need o shack Inwith security, After the plione cati security told ma; -
You do nothave permission to service:
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LANIFR SAPERSTEIN
Fartner

{212) 415-9385
saperstein.lanicri@dorsey.com

March 26, 2024
VIA ECFE

Hon, Jesse M. Furman
Thurgood Marshall
United States Courthouse
40 Foley Square

New York, NY 10007

Re:  Amalgumated Bank v, JPMorgan Chase Bank, NA  and Arvmon Warren,
23-CV-9511 (JMF) (J1.C) (SDNY)

Dear Judge Furman;

We represent Plaintiff Amalgamated Bank (“Amalgamated™) in the above-referenced action, and
we request permission pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P, 4(e) and N.Y. CPLR § 308(5) to serve by alternative
means the Summons and Complaint, as well as certain other casc filings listed in Appendix A, on Defendant
Armon Warren. We have sought to serve Defendant Warren at three different addresscs, two in Georgia
and one in California, without suceess. Chase has sought to serve its removal papers on Defesrdant Warren
at two addresses in Georgia, also without success,

The extended deadline for us to serve Defendant Warren is April 3, 2024 (Did. No. 17), and if the
Court grants our request, we request permission to effect serviee by April 10, 2024,

L Background

Amalpamated is trying to recover more than $400,000 stolen by one of Chase’s customers,
Defendant Warren, from one of Amalgamated’s customers, a New York-based union representing local
workers, Defendant Warren obtained the funds in May 2023 by depositing an altered check into one of his
Chase accounts and then drawing down on the fiunds. On August 3, 2023, more thar two months after
Amalgamated’s initial request for the return of the funds and after Chase already returned some of the stolen
funds, Chase denied Amalgamated’s request. Chase asserted that it was nof obligated to return the stolen
funds, asserting that the check was counterfeit, not altered.

Amalgamated commenced this case in October 2023, and Amalgamated and Chase are in the midst
ol discovery. Efforts to serve Defendant Warren at five different locations by both Chase and Amalgamated
have been unsuccessful. While we have been unable to serve Defendant Warren by traditional means,
Defendant Warren is a social media personality, who can be fairly notified of this litigation through alternate
service via email, his social media accounts, as well as his businesses.

Tl Traditional Service is Impractical

Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P, 4(e), Defendant Warren can be served either in accordance with the
federal rules or New York law. Fed.IR. Civ, P. 4(e)(2) and CPLR § 308 collectively aliow personal service,

51 West 52nd Street | New York, NY | 10019-611g | T 212.415.9200 | F 212.953.7201 | dorsey.com
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service on an author ucd representative, service al an individust’s residence, and service at an individual’s
place of employmenl.!

We have heenimable to serve Defendant Warren by any-of the traditional means, Defendant Warren
no longer resided ut the address fisted on the aliered check when we sought to serve him'in Ociober 2023,
See Exhibit 1 at 1, In February 2024, after we. obtameda copy of Defendant Warren®s driver’s licenss from
Chase, we sent o process server to the address Jisted on the driver’s llcense and the process server reported
that no one was there and the promiscs appearcd vacont, See Exh:lm a1 1. Defondant Warren also docs
not tive:nt the address. of his former significant other, ‘who we identificd usmg ¥ bac‘kgmund chcck See
Exhibit 3 at I, Neither Aumlgamatud nor Chase has: been able to serve him by traditicaal means. See Exhibit
4 af 14 (reflecting Chase’s repeated  unsuccessful offorts to serve Mr, Warren), Mr. Warrei's ‘récent
YouTube. posts reference him' touring potential hnusing in- Flonda and California, and indicate that he was
recently In Tenncssee, but gave no indication of his present location,

Ml Alternate Service will be Sufficient fo-Notify: Mr. Warren of this Litigntion

Under New York law, if service is not practicahle. using traditional mcthods, service tndy -be
cffccted m any manner that thc Cnurt ordcrs CPLR § 308(5) Altemanve serv1cc as approprlatc when

makm_g, it hkely Ihat the def‘cndant w:]! recewc notice of: the lawsult See, e.g., Shaﬂghm Shuoxin Int ’I Co.,
Lid, v. £l Toro Crumew. LLC, 23-cv-08496 (ER}, 7023 U.S, Dist, LEXIS 194196, *2 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 30,
2023) (authorizing email service because there was evidence that defendant accessed ematl account at issue
and thus was likely to receive notice).

While Mr. Warren eannot be served through traditional means, we propase ser ving him through
one or more of the five following alternative methods:

First, we ean effect service via two email addresses. Mr. Warren shares ones oFhis email addrcsses
in the public videos e posts via the social medja plmform, Instagram, ineluding in au Octaber 18,2023
wdco(showmg ArmonéyBookingsto moil. om ema;iaddrcss clghtcan seconds-into video).! Mr, Warren
listed the satme email address—armoneybo

-Exhibit 6 at IPMC0129;
Mr. Wairen also listed & second address, '
Exhibit § at JPMC0261-2. Courts have allowed alternate seryice Via' email when. a defendant is likely | lo
reeeive the emnail because they sctively pust/advertise about'it, See, e.g., Sulzer Mixpac AG v, Medenstar
Indus. Co.,312 F.R.12, 329, 332 (S.D.N.Y. 2015) (authorizing email service where email was d:splayed on
company website and thus was likely to receive notice).

Second, we can effect service via Defendant Warren’s Instagram account, Defendant Warren is an
active Instagram user with more than 2.4 million followers. His username is @armon.warren, and he can

‘ While Defendant Warren does not appear to reside in New York, CPLR §:313 states that a person
subject to this Court’s jurisdietion may bo served anywhere oitside the state of New York in accordanee
with the rules for service within the state, _

? See  Exhibit S, Screenshol from  QOetober 18, 2023  video, ovailable at
https/iwww.youtube com/witch?v=1kLzCI¢AbROQ.
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be sent direct messapes through his Instagram account, Mr. Warren frequently goes “live™ on Instagram
and posts videos, including on March 21, 2024, when he went live for 35 minutes 15 seconds. Couris also
allow service via social media where, as here, the defendant actively engages on these platforms. See, e g,
FNTV, LLC w. Starnes Media Grp. LLC, 22-CV-4042, 2023 11.S, Dist. LEXIS 140036, *3-4 (ED.N.Y.
August 10, 2023) (granting default judgment after agreeing to alternale service on defendant, an active
social media user, by “email, Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram™).

Third, we can effect service by sending the documents listed in Appendix A via US Mail to Mr.
Warren’s attention care of Ar'mon and Trey LLC at the address of Ar'mon and Trey LLC’s registered agent
for service of process. Ar'mon and Trey LLLC is a Michigan Limited Liability Company organized by
Ar'mon Warren and Treyvion Traylor, with the registered agent Shiquita Hathaway, See Exhibit 7. Tn
other words, Mr, Warren and his brothes are Ar'mon and Trey LLC's members, and Mr., Warren’s mother
is its registered agent for service of process. Altemnate means of service can include serving an entity through
an organization in which the defendant has an ownership interest. See Berdeaux v. Onecoin Lid., 2020 1.8,
Dist, LEXIS 13324, *4-5 (S.D.NY. Jan. 24, 2020} (upholding service on a defendant through a company
i which it had an ownership interest and through other methods because these methodologies, when
combined, were “reasonably calculated to apprise interested parties of the pendency of the litigation and
afford them an oppurtunity to appear™).

Fourth, we can effect service by sending the documents listed in Appendix A via (IS Mail to Mr.
Warren's attention care of ArmoneyMerch LLC through its last known registered agent for service of
process. Mr. Warren is the organizer of ArmoneyMerch LLC, which lists the same Peachtrec address as
on the altered check. A copy of the Certificate of Organization for Mr, Warren’s business is attached hereto
as Exhibit 8. ArmoneyMerch LLC was administratively resolved on September 8, 2023 because it violated
Georgia’s registration laws, but we believe serving on it would provide notice to Defendant Warren,
especlally in conjunction with the above cfforts. See, e.g., Plating Bulk Carriers Pte Ltd v. Praxis Energy
Agents DMCC, 2020 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 191351, *6 (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 15, 2020) (holding that, while some of
the service methods plaintiff proposed, including serving defendants at an address they no longer appeared
to occupy, might fail, the combined method would be “rcasonably calculated” to notify the defendants of
the lawsuit); Berdeawx v. Onecoin Lid., at *5.

Warren’s attention at 161 Peachtree Center Avenue, NE Ste 2, Atlanta, Georgia, 30303, the address Mz,
Warren provided on the check at issue in this litigation.

w * *
Amalgamated respectfully requests that, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ, P. 4{¢) and N.Y. CPLR § 308(5),

it be authorized to serve the Sumons and Complaint, as well as the other case filings listed in Appendix
A on Mr, Warten by cne or maore of the above methods.
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Sincerely,
s/ Lanier Saperstein
Lanier Saperstels

Enclosures

ce: Al connsel of record (via ECF)

Plaintiff's lettér motion for leave to effectnate service by alternate means pursusnt to Rule-4(e)
of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure is GRANTED substantially for the reasoits reflected in the
letter motion and the exhibits attached thereto, Plaiutiff ling made the requisite showing, that
"traditional methods of service” have proved “impracticable™ and that the-alteruiale methiods it
proposes ate; taken together, "reasonably caleulated, nnder the circomstances,:to apprise; [Defendant
Warren] of the pendency of ihe action and aftord []mn] att oppeitunity to present [lis] objections.®
Sirins XM Radio Bic. v. Aura Multimedia Corp., 339 F.R. D. 592, 593 ("5 DNY.2021); sée dlso, eg..
Vegav. Hastens Beds, Inc., 339 FR.D, 210,217 (S.DNY. 2021) ("[S]el vice by email alone comports
with due proeess where a plaiutifl demonstiates that the email is likely to reach the defendant.").
Plaintiff is granted through and vutil April 10, 2024, to effectuate sexvice on Defendont Warren and
shall serve the documents listed ifi Appendix A, i addition toa.copy ‘of this-Order, on Warren by
each of the five praposed methaeds of alternate service.

Additionally, Plaintiff's motion to redact portions of its letter iofion and maintain under seal
Exhibit 6 attached thereto is GRANTED, substantially for the reasons stated in its motion. See ECF
No. 29; see afso, e.g., Cantivieri v. Verisk Anialyfics, Inc., No, 21-CV-69}1 (NIC) (JMW), 2024 WL
759317, at *2 (ED NY. Feb. 23, 2024) (obsewmg that pnvacy intérests in maintaining PII vnder seal

“weigl heawly in the Court's bn]nncmg againsi the: presunption of access" and "the public will not be
prejudiced if denied access o this mformation™).

The Clerk of Cowunt is directed o térnimate ECF Nos, 29, 30 & 31.
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Appendix A

Set forth below s the list of documents that Amalgamated proposes to serve on Defendant Warren:
1. Amalganmated’s Summons and Complaint {Dkt. No. 1-1)
2. Chase’s Notice of Remeoval (Dkt No, 1)
3. Civil Case Management Plan (Dkt. No, 17)
4. Confidentiality Stipulation and Protective Order (Dkt. No, 20).

5. Copy of Doeket Sheet as of March 26, 2024
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

Theodore Raosevelt Federal Courthause

Brenna B. Mahoney Emanuet Celiar Federal Courthouse

Clark of Court 225 Cadran Plaza£ast
Broo'nign, NY 112(_); ;
August Marziliano {118)613:2279 -

Chief Deputy, Brookiyn Alfonse:D"Amato Federal Courthouse -

Ogoro Francis-McLeish Central isfip; 4Y 11722

chief Deputy, Central lsfip R o S Eg:ﬁ;:: gg?a

Lidia M. Orrego September 18, 2025
95-08 Queens Bivd

Apt 3E

Rego Park; NY 11374

RE: 20-cv-3361-5IB-AYS; 23-cv-6507-51B-AYS and 24-cv-7247-5]1B-AYS
Dear Ms. Orrego,

The enclosed documents are being returned without docketing, or consideration for the following reason(s): - S

() The docket number and judge’s initials are missing.

{ ) Yoursignature is fequired on alf papers filed with the Court, Pleass sign-wherever an “X” appears,

{ ) These papers appear to be intended for anothier courl or agency.

Clerk's O[Tice is divected torelun all ofﬂus matertil ia first-plass matl (o Plaintifr

Date: _09/18/2025 By /51 Pro Se Depurhnent

Enclosures; Elecironic order So Ordered by Distriet Judge Bulsara on 9/16/2025 on cases 20-¢v-3361-
SUB-AYS; 23-04-6507-SB-AYS and 24-cv-7247-SIB-AYS;

Pro Se Electronic Portal submission for.23cv6507 stamped 11:40 am, 21 Ang, 2025 (15 pages prmred'
double sided);

Pro Se Electronic Portal submission for 20cv3361 stamped 10:33 am, 09 Sep, 2025 (22 pages printed
double sided);

Pro Se Electronic Portal submission for 200v3361 stamped 10:23 PM, 13 Sep, 2025 (4 puges printed
doyble sided);

Pro Se Efectronic Portal submission for 200v336] staniped 1:36.PM, 15 Sep, 2025 (1137 pages pri mred'
double sided with 4 pages per sfde)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
X
Lidia M. Orrego, Affirmation of Service

Plaintiff,

-against" 24cv7247 {SJB) (AYS)

Steve Savitsky, Old Westbury LLLC, John Doe,
Jane Doe

Defendants.

I, Lidia M. Orrego, declare under penalty of perjury that I served a copy of
l.ctter Motion Leave to File, Notice of Appeal Order Dated September 16,
2025, Informational Statement and Exhibits 1-5 attached Dated September 30, 2025

upon the Defendant(s) or attorney whose physical address:

Law Firm Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhani, LLP
One Battery Park Plaza, 28th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Via ECF & Notice has been electronically mailed to: keninnzhdonkoh@grsm.com;
kminnahdonkoh@gordonrees.com,; dlrivera@grsm,.com; peella@grsm.com

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: September 30, 2025
Rego Park, New York

/s/ Lidia M. Orrego
Plaintiff - Pro Se
Address: 95-08 Queens Blvd. 3L
Rego Park, NY 11374

Phone (347) 453-2234
Email: liorrego@gmail.com
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APPEAL,DJI,MAGAPP,NPROSE,PROSEN

U.S. District Court
Eastern District of New York (Central Islip)

CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 2:24-cv-07247-SJB-AYS

Orrego v. Savitsky et al Date Filed: 11/27/2024
Assigned to: Judge Sanket J. Bulsara Jury Demand: Plaintiff

Referred to: Magistrate Judge Anne Y. Shields

Nature of Suit: 890 Other Statutory

related Cases2:20—cv-03361-SJB-AYS Actions

2:23-cv-06507-SIB-AYS
2:25-cv=00736-SIB-AYS
2:25-cv=00769-SIB-AYS

Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Cause: 42:1983 Civil Rights Act

Plaintiff

Lidia M. Orrego

V.
Defendant

Steve Savitsky

Defendant

Old Westbury LLC

represented by.idia M. Orrego
95-08 Queens Blvd
3E
Rego Park, NY 11374
347-453-2223

Email: liorrego@gmail.com
PRO SE

EF

Defendant
John Doe
Defendant
Jane Doe
Date Filed | # |Docket Text
11/27/2024| 1 | COMPLAINT against All Defendants Was the Disclosure Statement on Civil Cover
Sheet completed —No,, filed by Lidia M. Orrego. (Attachments: # 1 Civil Cover Sheet)
(DC) (Entered: 12/06/2024)
11/27/2024| 2 | MOTION for Leave to Proceed in forma pauperis by Lidia M. Orrego. (DC) (Entgred:
12/06/2024)
11/27/2024| 3 |Pro Se Consent to Electronic Notification by Lidia M. Orrego (DC) (Entered:
12/06/2024)
12/06/2024| 4 |Clerk's Notice Re: Consent. A United States Magistrate Judge has been assigned to
this case and is available to conduct all proceedings. In accordance with Rule 73 of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Local Rule 73.1, the parties are notified that if all
parties consent, the assigned Magistrate Judge is available to conduct all proceedings
in this action including a (jury or nonjury) trial and to order the entry of a final
judgment. Attached to this Notice is a blank copy of the consent form that should be
filled out, signed and filed electronically only if all parties wish to consent. Any party
may withhold its consent without adverse substantive consequences. Do NOT return or

file the consent unless all parties have signed the consent.The form may also bg
accessed at the following link:

h



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?450925
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?502444
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?527343
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?527489
mailto:liorrego@gmail.com
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123021983901?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=8&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123121983902?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=8&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123121983926?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=10&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123121983937?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=12&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123121984047?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=18&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
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https://img.nyed.uscourts.gov/files/forms/MJConsentForm.pdf (DC) (Entered:
12/06/2024)

12/06/2024

lon

Notice of Related Cases: 20-cv-3361-JMA-AYS and 23-cv-6507-JMA-AYS
Civil Cover Sheet filed in this civil action indicates a related case. (DC) (Entered
12/06/2024)

The

12/17/2024

1o

MEMORANDUM & ORDER: Presently before the Court is pro se Plaintiff Lidia
Orrego's application to proceed in forma pauperis ("IFP"). (ECE.No. 2 .) As expls

nined

below, Plaintiff's financial status does not qualify her to commence this action without

payment of the filing fee. See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(1). Accordingly, Plaintiff's
application to proceed IFP is DENIED. Plaintiff is directed to pay the $405.00 fili
fee by January 30, 2025, for this case to proceed. The Court certifies pursuant t
U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3) that any appeal from this Memorandum & Order would not &
taken in good faith and therefore IFP status is denied for the purpose of any apg
Coppedge v. United States, 369 U.S. 438, 444-45 (1962). The Clerk of the Cou
directed to mail a copy of this Order to the pro se Plaintiff at her address of reco
to note such mailing on the docket. SEE ATTACHED ORDER for details. So Or
by Judge Joan M. Azrack on 12/17/2024. c/m (LC) (Entered: 12/17/2024)

g

h 28
he

eal.
rtis

rd and
lered

12/19/2024

Email Notification Test — DO NOT REPLY. (LC) (Entered: 12/19/2024)

01/30/2025

N

CIVIL FILING FEE: $405.00, receipt number 100018992. (AMF) (Entered:
02/03/2025)

01/31/2025

Case reassigned to Judge Sanket J. Bulsara. Judge Joan M. Azrack no longer g
to the case. Please download and review the Individual Practices of the assigne
Judges, located on our website. Attorneys are responsible for providing courtesy
copies to judges where their Individual Practices require such. (LF) (Entered:
01/31/2025)

ISsignec
d

02/07/2025

oo

Summons Issued as to Old Westhury LLC, Steve Savitsky. (AMF) (Entered:
02/10/2025)

02/12/2025

(e}

Notice of Related Case: 25-cv-00736 The Case was directly assigned as a rel
Pro Se/Habeas Case. (KS) (Entered: 02/12/2025)

hted

02/14/2025

Notice of Related Case: 25-cv-00769 The Case was directly assigned as a rel
Pro Se/Habeas Case. (KS) (Entered: 02/14/2025)

ated

04/02/2025

MOTION for Extension of Time to File to Serve Defendants by Lidia M. Orrego.
(AMF) (Entered: 04/03/2025)

04/04/2025

ORDER: The motion for extension of time to effectuate service of process 11 is
granted. Plaintiff is directed to effectuate service of process on Defendant by

5/05/2025. So Ordered by Judge Sanket J. Bulsara on 4/4/2025. (YEP) (Entereq
04/04/2025)

04/17/2025

Letter from pro se litigant, Lidia M. Orrego RE: Clarification on Granted 11 Motio
for Extension. (AMF) (Entered: 04/17/2025)

04/27/2025

AMENDED COMPLAINT against Jane Doe, John Doe, Old Westbury LLC, Stev
Savitsky, filed by Lidia M. Orrego. (AMF) (Entered: 04/28/2025)

[¢]

05/05/2025

Letter MOTION to Compel for Service by U.S. Marshal or Alternative Service by,
Lidia M. Orrego. (AMF) (Entered: 05/05/2025)

05/06/2025

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 14 Motion to Compel. Plaintiff's
application is GRANTED in part and DENIED in part. To the extent that Plaintiff
seeks an order directing the U.S. Marshals Service to serve the summons and
Amended Complaint on Defendants, the motion is DENIED. Similarly, Plaintiff's
request to serve Defendants by cost-reducing methods is likewise DENIED. Thg
Court notes that on December 17, 2024, Plaintiff's application to proceed in forn
pauperis ("IFP") was denied. Therefore, Plaintiff shall serve the summons and a
Amended Complaint in accord with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. HoweV
Plaintiff's request for a 30 day extension of time to effectuate service of process
GRANTED. So Ordered by Magistrate Judge Anne Y. Shields on 5/6/2025. (DM

1%

a
nd
er,
is

(Entered: 05/06/2025)



https://img.nyed.uscourts.gov/files/forms/MJConsentForm.pdf
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123121984140?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=20&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
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05/18/2025

15

AMENDED COMPLAINT against Jane Doe, John Doe, Old Westbury LLC, SteVv
Savitsky, filed by Lidia M. Orrego. (AMF) (Entered: 05/19/2025)

(0]

05/19/2025

16

MOTION for Reconsideration re 6 Order on Motion for Leave to Proceed in form
pauperis, and Order on Motion to Compel by Lidia M. Orrego. (AMF) Modified
docket text on 5/20/2025 (AMF). (Entered: 05/20/2025)

05/27/2025

ORDER re_16 MOTION for Reconsideration_re 6 Order on Motion for Leave to
Proceed in forma pauperis,,,, Order on Motion to Compel,,, filed by Lidia M. Orre
Upon reconsideration, the Court affirms its prior ruling denying Plaintiff's request
an order directing the U.S. Marshals Service to serve the Summons and Amend
Complaint on Defendants, as well as the denial of Plaintiff's request to serve

Defendants by cost-reducing methods. However, Plaintiff's new request for the
issuance of new Summons based on new evidence identifying Defendant's addi
GRANTED. Additionally, Plaintiff's request for a 30—day extension of time from t
issuance of the new summons to serve the Summons and Third Amended Com
likewise GRANTED. So Ordered by Magistrate Judge Anne Y. Shields on 5/27/2
(DM) (Entered: 05/27/2025)

2g0.
for
ed

€SSes ¢
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plaint is
2025.

05/28/2025

Summons Reissued as to Old Westbury LLC and Steve Savitsky. (LF) (Entered
05/28/2025)

06/10/2025

Letter from Pro Se Litigant to Pro Se Office dated June 10, 2025 Re: | am writin
pro se plaintiff in the above-referenced case to confirm that | have not received
original summons issued on May 28, 2025 (DE 17 , Case No.
24-cv-07247-SIBAYS). (GO) (Entered: 06/10/2025)

yas a
the

06/10/2025

Summons Reissued as to Old Westbury LLC, Steve Savitsky. (HM) (Entered:
06/10/2025)

06/10/2025

ORDER: The motion for reconsideration of the denial of Plaintiff's application to
proceed in forma pauperis ("IFP") 16 is denied. Plaintiff's finances have not
substantially changed so as to warrant IFP status. See Wrenn v. Benson, 490 U
92 (1989); (see also Order dated June 10, 2025, Orrego v. Kerrigan, No. 25-CV
(E.D.N.Y.), Dkt. No. 11; Order dated June 10, 2025, Orrego v. Wilson, No.
25-CV-769 (E.D.N.Y.), Dkt. No. 6). So Ordered by Judge Sanket J. Bulsara on
6/10/2025. (YEP) (Entered: 06/10/2025)

.S. 89,
-736

06/10/2025

AMENDED COMPLAINT FOURTH against Jane Doe, John Doe, Old Westbury
LLC, Steve Savitsky, filed by Lidia M. Orrego. (GO) (Entered: 06/11/2025)

06/10/2025

APPEAL OF MAGISTRATE JUDGE DECISION to District Court Re: 5/27/2025
Order, by Lidia M. Orrego (GO) (Entered: 06/11/2025)

06/12/2025

Letter MOTION to Compel /Request to Correct Docket Entry Description DE 21
Lidia M. Orrego. (GO) (Entered: 06/12/2025)

by

06/22/2025

Notice of MOTION to Vacate Order on Motion for Reconsideration,, RENEW
APPLICATION FOR IN FORMA PAUPERIS STATUS, AUTHORIZE SERVICE,
EXTEND TIME TO SERVE by Lidia M. Orrego. (NF) (Entered: 06/23/2025)

AND

06/27/2025

Letter from Lidia Orrego to Judge Bulsara dated 6/26/2025 in Re: Supplemental
Motion to Amend DE 23 . (NF) (Entered: 06/27/2025)

Letter

06/27/2025

COPY OF_24 Letter from Lidia Orrego to Judge Bulsara dated 6/26/2025 in Re:
Supplemental Letter Motion to Amend DE 23 . (NF) (Entered: 06/27/2025)

07/11/2025

Letter MOTION for Extension of Time to File (To Serve the Fourth Amended
Complaint, etc.) by Lidia M. Orrego. (NF) (Entered: 07/11/2025)

07/13/2025

ORDER granting 26 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Plaintiff's request for a
30-day extension of time to serve the Summons and Fourth Amended Complaif
GRANTED. So Ordered by Magistrate Judge Anne Y. Shields on 7/13/2025. (D]
(Entered: 07/13/2025)

ntis
V)

07/21/2025

NOTICE from Lidia Orrego RE: Petition for Writ of Mandamus, Motion for
Permission to Appeal In Forma Pauperis, and Certificate of Service, submitted t
United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit on 7/16/2025 (Attachment

D the
Ss:#1

Part 2, # 2 Part 3, # 3 Part 4) (NF) (Entered: 07/23/2025)
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08/11/2025

28

Letter MOTION for Reconsideration Alternative Service Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ|
4(e)(1), 4(h)(1), and 4(m), and N.Y. C.P.L.R. 8§ 308(5); Request for Reconsidera
U.S. Marshal Service Under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d); Resolution of Pending Motion
23 and_24 ; Clarification That Plaintiff's Right to Seek Recusal of Both Judges
Remains Unwaived; and Request for Extension of Time to Effect Service by Lidi
Orrego. (NF) (Entered: 08/12/2025)

08/14/2025

P.
tion of
5 DE

a M.

ORDER: The motions 23 28 are denied for the reasons stated in the attached, and

Plaintiff is enjoined from making additional filings in this case, absent court orde
as set forth in the attached filing injunction. So Ordered by Judge Sanket J. Bulg
8/14/2025. (YEP) (Entered: 08/14/2025)

, and
ara on

08/15/2025

MOTION for Leave to File Document Clarifying That DE 28 Misrepresented, Filg
Timely on August 11, 2025, Before Deadline, is Not a Repetitive Reconsideratio
New Request for Alternative Service Due to Defendants' Evasion, Attached DE
Traditional Service Impracticable BAD FAITH Defendants under notice — Exteng
Time by Lidia M. Orrego. (NF) (Entered: 08/15/2025)

n But
P8 —
ion

09/11/2025

NOTICE OF INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL as to 29 Order on Motion for
Reconsideration,, Order on Motion to Vacate, by Lidia M. Orrego. (KS) (Main
Document 31 replaced on 9/25/2025) (LF). (Entered: 09/16/2025)

09/11/2025

MOTION for Leave to Appeal in forma pauperis by Lidia M. Orrego. (KS) (Main
Document 32 replaced on 9/25/2025) (LF). (Entered: 09/16/2025)

09/16/2025

Electronic Index to Record on Appeal sent to US Court of Appeals. 31 Notice of
Interlocutory Appeal Documents are available via Pacer. For docket entries with
hyperlink or for documents under seal, contact the court and we'll arrange for thg
document(s) to be made available to you. (KS) (Entered: 09/16/2025)

put a

D

C

09/16/2025

ORDER: Plaintiff Orrego has now filed multiple applications seeking leave to file
additional motions and/or open new cases. Though the cover letters for these m
comply with the Court's admonition that leave be sought in a short letter with a v

otions
ord

limit, the motions attach hundreds, if not thousands of pages of material, which not

only violate the filing injunction, but are unnecessarily duplicative material.

The Clerk's Office is directed to return all of this material via first—class mail to
Plaintiff. The motions seeking leave, in this case at Dkt.,_No. 30, are denied. Plal
is prohibited from making any further filings on this docket, or using the portal
available to pro se litigants, absent further order of this Court (no leave may be
sought). The Clerk's Office is directed to terminate Plaintiff Orrego's access to th
se portal, to reject and promptly return to Plaintiff any motion or document subm
by her, and not to file any submission on ECF or retain custody of such material

Plaintiff is reminded that her filing of this unnecessary material has simply imped
delayed, and obstructed the Court's ability to resolve the merits of the case, and
ability to move this case forward, to trial (if appropriate). The Court will lift this fili
injunction following resolution of the pending motions in all of her cases, in ordel
give her an opportunity to object, appeal, or reconsider any decision, or to make
post—decision filings attendant to trial, should the Court determine that the case

ntiff

e pro
itted

ed,

its
ng

to
any
should

proceed to trial or further discovery. But until the Court renders such decisions, the

filing injunction imposed by this order will remain in place. So Ordered by Judge
Sanket J. Bulsara on 9/16/2025. (LOG) (Entered: 09/16/2025)

09/17/2025

ORDER: On September 11, 2025, Lidia Orrego, acting pro se, filed a Notice of

Interlocutory Appeal 31 of this Court's August 14, 2025 Order 29 , together with
application to proceed in forma pauperis ("IFR") 32 . However, Orrego used the
application for IFP status in the district court rather than Form 4 of the Appellate
Appendix of Forms. Upon review, it is apparent that the present application lack
information required by Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 24(a)(1). According
the application to proceed IFP 32 is denied without prejudice and with leave to r
on the Circuit Court's Form 4 annexed to this Order. So Ordered by Judge Sank
Bulsara on 9/17/2025. (LOG) (Entered: 09/17/2025)

an
form

5 the
ly,
bnew
et J.

09/18/2025

Letter from Pro Se Department to Lidia M. Orrego dated 9/18/2025. The enclosg
documents are being returned without docketing or consideration for the followir
reason(s): Pursuant to the enclosed electronic orders So Ordered by District Jud

d

g
ge
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Bulsara on 9/16/2025 "The Clerk's Office is directed to return all of this material
first—class mail to Plaintiff." (NF) (Entered: 09/18/2025)

09/19/2025

MOTION for Leave to Appeal in forma pauperis by Lidia M. Orrego. (KS) (Enteré
09/23/2025)

09/23/2025

Electronic Index to Record on Appeal sent to US Court of Appeals. 31 Notice of
Interlocutory Appeal Documents are available via Pacer. For docket entries with
hyperlink or for documents under seal, contact the court and we'll arrange for thg
document(s) to be made available to you. (KS) (Entered: 09/23/2025)

09/25/2025

Second Supplemental Electronic Index to Record on Appeal sent to US Court of
Appeals_31 Notice of Interlocutory Appeal Documents are available via Pacer. K
docket entries without a hyperlink or for documents under seal, contact the cour
we'll arrange for the document(s) to be made available to you. (LF) (Entered:
09/25/2025)

09/30/2025

Letter MOTION for Leave to Appeal order of the court entered on September 16
2025 by Lidia M. Orrego. (DC) (Entered: 10/02/2025)

09/30/2025

MOTION for Leave to Appeal in forma pauperis by Lidia M. Orrego. (DC) (Enter
10/02/2025)

09/30/2025

NOTICE OF INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL as to Order on Motion for Leave to Fil
entered on 9/16/2025, by Lidia M. Orrego. (DC) (Entered: 10/02/2025)

via

2d:

put a
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10/01/2025

ORDER: Pro se Plaintiff Orrego's motion for leave to appeal in forma pauperis 3
denied. "An appeal may not be taken in forma pauperis if the trial court certifies
writing that it is not taken in good faith.” Romero v. DHL Express, Inc., No.

15-CV-4844, 2017 WL 2266990, at *1 (S.D.N.Y. May 6, 2017) (internal quotatid
and citations omitted). The "good faith" standard is objective; and it is not met w
party seeks review of a frivolous claim. See Coppedge v. United States, 369 U.S
444-45 (1962).

Here Orrego seeks to appeal this Court's entry of a filing injunction. As this Coul
repeatedly explained, the filing injunction——imposed after notice was provided—

5 is
n
NS

hen a
b. 438,

t has
rwas

an appropriate sanction given Orrego's repetitive filing of unnecessary material that

has impeded, delayed, and obstructed the Court's ability to resolve the merits of
case. (See Order dated Aug. 14, 2025). The Court is prepared to lift the injunctig
following resolution of the pending motions in all of Plaintiff's cases. (See Order
Sep. 16, 2025). A frivolous appeal of the injunction only works to further delay th
resolution of these cases. The Court has reviewed the record and certifies that 3
appeal would not be taken in good faith. See Coppedge, 369 U.S. at 444-45. T
application to proceed in forma pauperis is denied.

Pursuant to Rule 24(a)(4) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, the Clerl}
Court shall immediately notify the United States Court of Appeals for the Second
Circuit of this order. The Clerk of Court is also respectfully directed to mail a cop
this Order to Orrego at her address of record and to record such service on the
So Ordered by Judge Sanket J. Bulsara on 10/1/2025. (LOG) Modified on 10/2/2
(EM). (Entered: 10/01/2025)
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10/02/2025

Electronic Index to Record on Appeal sent to US Court of Appeals. 38 Notice of
Interlocutory Appeal Documents are available via Pacer. For docket entries with
hyperlink or for documents under seal, contact the court and we'll arrange for th¢

put a

D

v

document(s) to be made available to you. (DC) (Entered: 10/02/2025)



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122944585?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=128&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122920048?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=107&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122920048?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=107&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122978102?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=140&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122978116?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=142&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122978140?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=144&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122944585?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=128&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123122978140?caseid=524756&de_seq_num=144&pdf_header=1&pdf_toggle_possible=1

	NOA 24-cv-7247
	24-cv-7247 Dkt
	dkt_6094734-1759435241.html




