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184 AD.2d 409
Susan CHARNEY, Plaintiff-Respondent.
v.

NORTH JERSEY TRADING CORPORA-
TION, Alexander Fried, Judith
Herskowitz, Sminat Herskowitz and
sk Herskowitz. Defendants-Appel-
lants. a
Supreme Court *appeliate Division. First

Departmant. Jute 23, 1992. Appeal from
an order of Sut f-{eme Court, New York
County (Harold “ompkins, J.), untered on
or about October 16, 199}, which, inler
« lin, deemed defendants’ motion o dismiss
»s One to reargue and which denied the
motion to reargue, is dismissed as nonap
pealable, witheul cnsts. Order entered
May 21, 1991 which, inter alin, ordersd
detendants North Jersey Trading Corpora:
tion, Judith Herskowitz, ity Heoskow-
iz, und gy Herskowitz to answer plan-
Liff"s nmended corplaint, denierd the mution
of North Jersey Tradiag Corporation o
dismiss the amended complaint, amd ap-
pointed a temporary receiver aver the prop
erty uf said corporation, is vnapimonsiy
affirmed fer the reasons stated by Hon.
Harold Tompkins in his decision dated April
a. 1991, with costs.  The JAS court correct:
ly dvemed the motion by defendants North
Jersey Trading Corporation and the individ-
ual defondants to be 2 motion Lo reargue.
As such, no appeal lise from the <onial of
reargument (Matter of Hochbzrg v. Davis,
171 AD2d 192, 515 N.Y.S.2d 311). Were
we to consider the matter an the merits, we
woukl affirm for the reasons stawed by
Justice Tompkins in his decision dated Oc:
tober 2, 1991, Motion for interim stay and
for other relief denied as moot Cross
motion to strike al) appellants’ motions and
dismiss appeals denied a8 moot. Motion
for a stay and for other relief denicd.

ELLERIN, J.P., and KUPFERMAN,
ASCH and KASSAL, 1., concur.



