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SUPREMIC C‘OUII‘I’ OF THlC STATE OF NY 
C‘OlINTY OF NEW YOKK: PAR‘l’ 4 
In tlic Matter of I h c  Application of 
Joa 11 11 S an (1 crs, 

Index Nu.: 400667/12 

l’etitioticr, DECTSION, ORDER 
- q a  imt- AN 13 .JUDGMlCN‘I’ 

New York City I lousing Authority, 1’1-uscnt: I ION. ARLENE 1’. lIIJIJTH 
Kiy1c”l dell ts. 
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fiimi ly iiic~iil~cr stntw. L3ot:li tlic I’roperty Manager and the Borough Mnnagcr denied petilioner’s 

grievance because managcmcnl never graritecl petitioner pcri~~issioii lo  join her mother’s 

Iicouscliold. ‘I’lic Property Mimagcr also notcd that petilioner, who is not a sciiior citizen, was riot 

eligible to I-cccivc ;i lcase in tlic suhjcct sciiiors-oiily building. 

Less t1i;iii one iiionlli afler the stipulalion was sigiiccl, thc propcrty ni:uiager iiotiijcd 

pctitioiicr that slic iiiust subinit a rcqucs~ 10 initiale her second remaining L-it-riily mcnibcr 

gricvaiicc witlijii 14 dxys: the Doi.or.ig11 Mnnagcr ofl’ci.cd pctitioner an opporlunity to subiiiit 

iidditiuiial c1oc~iineiita.tion iiiid/c)r rccl[wt a iiicctiiig within I O  busincss clays. L>t.spitc tl-icsc 

mtilicatioiis, pctitioiicr toc-)lc 11c) action. H y  District C;rievance Summary cialed April 29, 20 10, tllc 

L3orougli Manager cleniecl Iicr grievance. The lbrm cold petitioner how to rcqucst a hearing if‘she 
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M e r  her scconil Artic,lc 78 proceeding was clisinissccl, pctitioiicr submitted ;a11 appl icatioii 

to  open her del~:itill, which was granlccl, al ic l  pctitioiicr was given a iicw Iiwriiig date-Novcinbcr 

16, 20 1 1 . I-Iowevcr, she. failccl t o  appear (311 tliis chtc, cliicl once again tlic Iicar-iiig olliccr dismissed 

hcr- gr-icvniicc 011 cleliidt. On lkcciiiber 7, 20 I I ’I N YCI lA’s t3o;itd approved tlic hcar-ing officcr’s 

d isiiii ssal . 

I-’ctitioiicr 1in.s i i o t  qJpliecl to open her second default; instond slic cwi i i i icnccd tliis third 

Articlc 7X pi’occcdii-ig, cliiiming that NYC‘HA did not notiiy hcr (ofthis Iicar-iiig date i n  8 timely 

Illanllel’. 
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L);lterl: ,Jdy 2, 2012 

Ncw York, New York 

141 B). 
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