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I concur in the result, except that I dissent from the Majority’s 

affirmance of the trial court’s use of 2004 as the opening date for its 

calculation of prejudgment interest on all of the damages in this case, even 

though most of the misconduct giving rise to damages occurred well after that 

date.  Howard Snitow began his improper payments to Denise Kelly in 2004, 

and prejudgment interest on the damages resulting from those 2004 

payments may be calculated from that date.  But the other misconduct 

(including other payments made to Kelly) occurred far later;  the Reed Street 

transaction, for example, occurred in 2010.  I can conceive of no basis upon 
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which 6% interest should be paid on damages that have not yet occurred.  

And I do not agree that the trial court could avoid a proper calculation of 

interest merely because it would be “burdensome,” Tr. Ct. Op. at 27;  the 

court could properly direct the parties to do the math. 


