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 The count accordingly adheres to its decision aw fing the attachment not only againg
Fluent, but also agoinst the individual defendants. o _
By separste motion, petiti  MyPart seeks an order reducing the amount of petitionsr’s

undertaking from $250,000, the amount set in the Prior Decision and Order. 1o 55,000 or less, and

w and rearpue wiae brought befire the order granting the attachment was issued and belore
respondent had received o transeript of the decision on the record. In the memorandum of law in suppon,
respondents siate that they did not believe that the court had ordered the stnchment against the mdividuals, but that
“if the Count bad intended to muke” a0 order agamst the individusls, s ruling “would be erronecus” {Resps.
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interest, and upon suuh d‘f;?iéts owmg te rss;mndems as will sz iy &

petitionst’s demand, together with probable interest, costs, and the Shcmﬁ 8 fcw m&d expmm% and
that the Sheriff proceed herein | in the manner and make s retum within the time prescribed by

faw.

This constitutes the ﬁmisi@n aud prder of the count,

attachment. That m'du m, m fam tbe Apn 3, Am’ order, which was filed in the County Clark’s Dffice on April 18,
20817, The emergency stay to which petitioncr refors was 2 motion for & stay which was dented by arder of the
Appellate Division dated June 13, 2017, That order also vacated an interim sty of the order of attachment that had
been granted by a Justice of the Appellate Division. (20817 NY SHp Op 76752 {U], 2017 WL 2541195
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