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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, First Department unanimously affirmed the denial of summary judgment
sought by the Bronx County Public Administrator and GVC Ltd. in a motor-vehicle accident action.
The court held that the defendants' evidence did not establish their prima facie entitlement to

judgment as a matter of law, and that a bus attendant's affidavit contradicted her deposition testimony.
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30 seconds before being struck by the bus. There can be more than one proximate cause of an
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