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SUMMARY

The Second Circuit affirmed summary judgment for the defendants in Gertrude Coretta Fennell
Hamilton’s action concerning her prior employment with Dayco Incorporated and Dayco’s New York
bankruptcy proceedings. The court also upheld a filing injunction barring Hamilton from bringing
further related lawsuits in the Southern District of New York, concluding that she received notice and
an opportunity to be heard and that the injunction was not an abuse of discretion.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit

WRITING FOR THE COURT Hall; Katzmann; Livingston

JURISDICTION Federal

DECIDED September 14, 2015

DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Hamilton appealed from a district court judgment granting the
defendants summary judgment and imposing a filing injunction
barring her from bringing new actions in the Southern District of New
York concerning her former employment with Dayco Incorporated or
Dayco's New York bankruptcy proceeding.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment and the district court's application of res judicata
and collateral estoppel are reviewed de novo. A filing injunction is
reviewed for abuse of discretion.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court properly granted summary judgment to the defendants based on the record and
applicable res judicata and collateral estoppel principles.

2. Whether the district court abused its discretion by enjoining Hamilton from filing further lawsuits
concerning her employment with Dayco or Dayco's bankruptcy proceedings.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court properly granted summary judgment to the defendants.

2. The district court did not abuse its discretion by enjoining Hamilton from filing further lawsuits relating
to her employment with Dayco or to Dayco's bankruptcy proceedings.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“nothing “short of a filing injunction will protect the courts and other parties given that several judges have
detailed precisely why [Hamilton’s] claims are barred, meritless, or otherwise unavailing.”” (712)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hamilton repeatedly asserted claims arising from her employment with Dayco Incorporated and from Dayco's
New York bankruptcy proceedings in multiple actions and venues. The district court determined that her claims
were barred, meritless, or otherwise unavailing and entered a filing injunction after providing notice and an
opportunity to be heard.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Southern District of New York granted summary judgment for the defendants and enjoined Hamilton from
filing further related lawsuits. The district court issued its order on October 31, 2014. The Second Circuit
affirmed, concluding that summary judgment was proper and that the filing injunction was not an abuse of
discretion.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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