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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, First Department unanimously affirmed the denial of defendants’ motion to
change venue from New York County to Queens County. The court held that the venue demand was
untimely, that the forum-selection clause did not apply, and that defendants failed to support an

alternative motion based on witness convenience under CPLR 510(3).

OPINION

Nimmons v. EIC Assoc., Inc. 2026 NY Slip Op 03736

PER CURIAM.
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