SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT

X
f “k/M“”@ OQ
OPERATION STOMP and TANYALUKASIK, EUGENE  ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
: AR d EDITH AMI "RRATA individually and as 5 i
members of Operation STOMP, Appellate Division Docket
Number:
Petitioners 2014 - \'O?.\jf

- against -

Supreme Court Index No.:

9782/ 14

Respondents

Intervenor,
_Fc;jf clief § er New York Civil Procedure Law and Rules ("CPLR") Section 1012
(a)(2) Sectlon 7802(d) .
X
Upon the annexed affi davnt of Yushen Su, dated November 3, 2014, and th :f’

pa;pe;gs annexed thereto:
Let the Petitioners OPERATION STOMP and TANYA LUKASIK, EUGENE
GleARB,andEDITHAMERRATA individually and as members of Op’erat-ion

STOMP, éin‘d 'Resp:oﬁdeﬁfs‘ NASSAU COUNTY, NASSAU @;’QUNTY




- P\ ‘
Place, Brooklyn NY 11201, on the _ / L{ day of NQ\ML&Y __,2014, at

9:30 O'Clock in the forenoon of that date or as soon thereafter as counsel may
be heard, why an order should not be made and entered:
Graning leave to  appeal QDENIAL JF JMMEDL TS

INTERNVEWW STaTu S

, and

Granting leave to appeal the order which vacated the temporary restraining
order and denied further' preliminary injunctive relief in this proceeding by the
Honorable R Bruce Cozzens Jr. of the New York-State Supreme Court, Nassau
County, on October 23, 2014, with respect to the removal of trees along South
Oyster Bay Rd. in the County of Nassau, State of New York, by the

On the grounds that: (a) Petitioners and Yushen Su have made a convincing

case that the provisions of the State Environmental Quality Review Act
(“SERA“) were violated by Respondents; (b) the issues raised, the facts
presented, and the causes of action submitted by Petitioners have a strong
likelihood of success, (c) the preservation of the status quo is favored by equity,
and irreparable harm to Petitioner will occur without the continuation of injunctive
relief; (d) the Court did not exercise its discretion properly in denying Petitioners'
erequést for iinjunctive relief to prdtect the trees while the underlying Article 78
proceeding was adjudicated, and
‘Granting such other relief as to the court may seem just and equitable.
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SUFFICIENT CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, it is (G




by Respondents, their agents or parties under their control on the trees lining

South. OQyster Bay Road, and .}+, Q}H;s)

- R4l £ i

ORDERED that service of a ‘copy of this order to show cause and the papers

upon which it was' made upon _CM‘W‘ G b Q/L b ad fla K"o&‘“i"l“

ersonal delivery pursuant to CPLR 2103(b)(1) o

ffice delivery pursuant'to CPLR 2103(b)(3) o

on or before 2014, -shall be

deemed sufficient service thereof.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York

November S 2014 % \%

Hon. William F. Mastro
___Associate Justice ..
Appellate Division 2nd Dept.
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