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COPPOLA, J.

Defendant moves to dismiss plaintiffs' complaint,
contending that same is barred for res judicata, absolute im-
munity, that the Statute of Limitations has run and there are
prior pending actions petween the parties for essentially
the same Causes of Action pleéaded in the instant hétter.. The .
moving papers detail the varlous proceedings brouéht before
various judicial tribunals ;ﬂ wvarious jurisdictions and I do
not find it necessary to expand further thereon. Suffice it to
say that the plaintiffs have embarked on a course, of endless,
unceasing, vexatious litigation directed at the defendant
herein. Notwithstapding, the plaintiffs urge that if this latest

complaint sets forth even one cognizable Cause of Action, the
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motion to dismiss must be denied. I do not feel the law reo-
quires such a narrow interpretation and confined approach.
On the contrary, there must come a time when the multitudinous
actions and the mountains of papers generated therefrom must
cease in the interest of preventing judicial grid-lock. To my
view, that time has arrived. The instant action involves
nothing more than a rehash of allegations previously asserted
in one form or another, in one forum or another, and either
dismissed or presently pending. Accordingly, the motion is
gfanted and the complaint dismissed [CPLR 3211 (a) subd. 4,5].
It seems clear that the plaintiffs are bent upon a
course of litigation harassment and under these circumstances
and to avoid an unnecessary erosion of judicial resources,
the plaintiffs arec hereby 2njoined from instituting any
further proceedings in any New York State Courts based
upon incidents relating t< the Matter of Eugene Paul Kelly.
That branch of the motion ‘seeking to enjoin the plaintiffs from
bringing suit against attorneys charged by law with the
responsibility of defending public officials is denied without
prejudice to a renewal of the motion upon appropriate showing
that the relief reéuested is required.

Plaintiffs' cross-motion to disqualify Robert Abrams
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as defendant's attorney is denied.

Submit order on notice.
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