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Sandercock Attorney Correspondence

whi ch should take 3 days. The renediation work will not wait until the emergency work is conpleted in the
entire building.

Pl ease let ne know if this is acceptable and | can begin to draft a stipulation of settlenent.

THI S | S FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY

From Margaret Sandercock

Sent: Tuesday, May 18, 2021 5:13 PM

To: David Skaller

Subj ect: Christian Gray, 226 Franklin St. HP

Wthout prejudice and for settlenent purposes only, we have prevailed on M. Gay to accept the existing

scope of work provided that the owner will conduct its post testing first and give us the results before
we have to start our post testing. If the scope of work is not sufficient as M. Gay believes, this wll

protect us from sone of the expense of repeated tests because we w Il perhaps be able to use your test
reports to show that the scope of work was not
sufficient.

Today | heard from Joe Burden about scheduling "energency"” shoring work needed in M. Gray's unit and al so
the unit of his neighbor, David May, during the week of June 15. M. Gray is inclined to consent

to that date and | have asked M. May to notify nme if he can also consent. If they both consent, that work
shoul d be done before the nold renediation because it's an energency. We would then need to find a date after
the shoring to start the nold renediation.

If this is agreeable to you, | would love to see if we can speak to the court before Friday afternoon as |
have a trial Friday and | amnot sure it will be over by 2 30.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The infornation contained in this e-mail nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage may be an attorney/client conmunication, and if so, is privileged

and confidential. If the reader of this nessage is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for
delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail in error. |If you have received this
e-nail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock,

LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the sane, delete the original nessage fromyour system and then confirm
its deletion. Any review, disseninatio
[Body truncated at extraction limit]

Date: May 21, 2021 02:35 AM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Important!!! Emergency!!!!

Are you available to testify tonorrow in the Hubbard case? W have been trying to reach you since early
yesterday about this.

Sent from ny i Phone
CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated

reci pient. The nmessage nmy be an attorney/client comrunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail in error. If you have received this e-nmail in error, please

call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the sanme, delete the original nessage from
your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenination, distribution or copying of this nmessage
is strictly prohibited. Thank you.
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235 Main Street - Penthouse Suite
White Plains, NY 10601

Phone: 914.428. 3400

Fax: 914.428. 3407

JO@soodf ar bl aw. com

NYC O fice:

110 East 59th Street, 22nd fl oor
New Yor k, NY 10022

Phone: 212.509. 0440

Fax: 212.509. 0464

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client conmunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call CGoodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 02, 2021 08:11 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>, "Edward Olmsted"
<olmsted.mac@mac.com>

Subject: FW: Gray HP

Here is the proposed settlenent agreenent with ny comments. Please let nme know what you think. | would like
to get back to the landlord | awer Friday if possible, but any way, Monday at the |atest.

From Elizabeth Sandercock

Dat e: Wednesday, June 2, 2021 at 4:08 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Gray HP

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nmessage nmy be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail
inerror. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sane, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nmessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 04, 2021 06:20 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>, "David May"
<davidmortimermay@gmail.com>

Subject: Emergency work

They want to do it June 15 and 16 and want access to your units those days. Please let me know if | can agree
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Does chris want me to project nonitor this job
I usually cone back when there done

There not gunna finish in one day

Keep in mind | charge $800 a day to be on site
Sent from ol nsted's i Phone

On Jun 11, 2021, at 10:15 AM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

The renediation is supposed to start July 20; Ed has told nme he is available July 21 to be at the building.
It is pretty definite that this will be the schedule.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call CGoodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenmination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended

recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenmination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 14, 2021 12:06 AM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>, "Christian Gray"
<christiangray3@protonmail.com>

Subject: update

The renediation will be done by Servpro.

Christian, Ed needs you to confirmthat you want himat the building 7/21. The day before is a set up day and
nei ther expert will be present. As of 7/21, the owner's expert will be present. Ed says the

work will take nore than a day and his usual practice is to go at the end. His daily rate is $800. On the
other hand | understood you want him present so he can advocate for greater scope if there is an opportunity
to do so.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nmessage nmy be an attorney/client comrunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail
inerror. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sane, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nmessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.
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full transaction receipt

View the Privacy Policies for
C over

Date: Jun 17, 2021 08:11 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>, "Christian Gray"
<christiangray3@protonmail.com>

Subject: FW: Workshare Compare Document Distribution

Pl ease take a look at this settlenent agreenent for the HP case. | think | got nost of the changes that we
wanted. |f possible, 1'd like to hear fromboth of you today or tomorrow and we need for Christian to sign it
bef ore he goes out

of town.

From David Skaller

Date: Thursday, June 17, 2021 at 4:04 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: FW Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Pl ease see the attached clean and redlined revised versions of the stipulation that incorporate all of your
agreed upon comments.

Pl ease let ne know if this is acceptable.

THI S I S FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY

From Charl euan McDonal d

Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 1:53 PM

To: David Skaller

Subj ect: Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution
Char | euan McDonal d

Legal Secretary

Bel kin - Burden - Gol dman,
LLP

270 Madi son Avenue

New York, NY 10016

Tel : 212-867-4466 (Ext. 336)

Fax: 212-297-1859

E-mai | : cntdonal d@bgl | p. com

Web: www. bbgl | p. com

This nmessage contains infornmation which nay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you nay not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage

or any information contained in the nessage. If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the

sender by reply e-mail.

| MPORTANT NOTI CE: NEVER TRUST W RI NG | NSTRUCTI ONS SENT VI A EMAIL. Cyber crimnals are hacking email accounts
and sending emails with fake wiring instructions. These emails are convincing and sophi sticated.
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Al ways independently confirmw ring instructions in person or via a telephone call to a trusted and verified
phone nunber. Never wire noney without confirmng that the wiring instructions are correct.

This nmessage contains information which nay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any
i nformation contai ned

in the nessage. |If you have received the nmessage in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail or reply
to

info@bgl | p.com, and del ete the message.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client comunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 18, 2021 01:19 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>, "Edward Olmsted"
<olmsted.mac@mac.com>

Subject: Important reminder

I need both of you to review the proposed agreenent settling the HP case today, and Chris, | need you to sign
it today.

Sent fromny i Pad
CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated

reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client comunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you have received this e-mail in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please

call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the same, delete the original nmessage from
your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenmination, distribution or copying of this nessage
is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 18, 2021 10:58 AM

From: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>

To: "Margaret B. Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Cc: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Re: Workshare Compare Document Distribution

It |1 ooks good to nme Margaret

Edward QA nst ed

ol nst ed. mac@rac. com
1992 Route 9
Garrison, NY 10524
phone 845 424 4077
cell 914 318 2686
fax 845 424 3482

On Jun 17, 2021, at 4:11 PM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

Pl ease take a look at this settlenent agreement for the HP case. | think | got nost of the changes that we
wanted. If possible, 1'd like to hear fromboth of you today or tonorrow and we need for Christian to sign it
bef ore he goes out of town.

From David Skaller

Dat e: Thursday, June 17, 2021 at 4:04 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock
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Subj ect: FW Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Pl ease see the attached clean and redlined revised versions of the stipulation that incorporate all of your
agreed upon comments.

Please let ne know if this is acceptable.
THI'S I S FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY

From Charl euan MDonal d

Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 1:53 PM

To: David Skaller

Subj ect: Wbrkshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Char | euan McDonal d

Legal Secretary

Bel kin - Burden - Gol dman, LLP
270 Madi son Avenue

New York, NY 10016

Tel : 212-867-4466 (Ext. 336)
Fax: 212-297-1859

E-mai | : cntdonal d@bgl | p. com
Web: www. bbgl | p. com

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you nmay not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any
information contained in the nessage. If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the sender by
reply e-nmail.

| MPORTANT NOTI CE: NEVER TRUST W RI NG | NSTRUCTI ONS SENT VI A EMAIL. Cyber crimnals are hacking enmil accounts
and sending enmils with fake wiring instructions. These enmils are convincing and sophisticated. Al ways
independently confirmwiring instructions in person or via a telephone call to a trusted and verified phone
nunber. Never wire noney without confirnming that the wiring instructions are correct.

This nmessage contains infornmation which nay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any
information contained in the nessage. |If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the sender by
reply e-nail or reply to info@bgllp.com, and del ete the nessage.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated

reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the
intended recipient, you have received this e-nail in error. |If you have received this e-nail in error, please

call CGoodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the sane, delete the original nmessage from
your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review dissenmnation, distribution or copying of this nessage
is strictly prohibited. Thank you.<#3078710v2_i Manage_ - Stipulation of Settlement - HP Proceeding -
Christian G ay.docx>

Date: Jun 18, 2021 04:21 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>

Cc: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Re: Workshare Compare Document Distribution

Christian, please respond, and | need you to sign the agreenent before you go out of town!!!
From Edward O nsted

Date: Friday, June 18, 2021 at 10:58 AM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Cc: Christian Gay

Subj ect: Re: Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Page 990



Sandercock Attorney Correspondence

It 1ooks good to nme Margaret
Edward O nst ed

ol nst ed. nac@mac. com

1992 Route 9

Garrison, NY 10524

phone 845 424 4077

cell 914 318 2686

fax 845 424 3482

On Jun 17, 2021, at 4:11 PM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

Pl ease take a look at this settlenent agreenment for the HP case. | think | got nobst of the changes that we
wanted. |f possible, I'd like to hear fromboth of you today or tomorrow and we need for Christian to sign it
bef ore he goes out

of town.

From David Skaller

Dat e: Thursday, June 17, 2021 at 4:04 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: FW Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Pl ease see the attached clean and redlined revised versions of the stipulation that incorporate all of your
agreed upon comments.

Please let ne know if this is acceptable.

THI S 1S FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY

From Charl euan McDonal d

Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2021 1:53 PM

To: David Skaller

Subj ect: Workshare Conpare Docunent Distribution
Char | euan McDonal d

Legal Secretary

Bel kin - Burden - Gol dman, LLP

270 Madi son Avenue

New York, NY 10016

Tel : 212-867-4466 (Ext. 336)

Fax: 212-297-1859

E-mai | : cntdonal d@bgl | p. com

Web: www. bbgl | p. com

Thi s message contains information which may be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or

aut horized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage
or any information contained in the nessage. If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the
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sender by reply e-mail.

I MPORTANT NOTI CE: NEVER TRUST W RI NG | NSTRUCTI ONS SENT VI A EMAIL. Cyber crimnals are hacking enmil accounts
and sending enmails with fake wiring instructions. These emails are convincing and sophi sticated.

Al ways independently confirmw ring instructions in person or via a telephone call to a trusted and verified
phone nunber. Never wire noney w thout confirmng that the wiring instructions are correct.

This nmessage contains information which nmay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you may not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any
i nformati on contai ned

in the nessage. |If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail or reply
to info@bgllp.com,

and del ete the nessage.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-mail nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage may be an attorney/client conmunication, and if so, is privileged

and confidential. If the reader of this nessage is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for
delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail in error. |If you have received this
e-nmail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock,

LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the sane, delete the original nessage fromyour system and then confirm
its deletion. Any review, dissenination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.
Thank you. <#3078710v2_i Manage_ - Stipul ation

of Settlenment - HP Proceeding - Christian G ay.docx>

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nmessage nmy be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail
inerror. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sane, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copyi ng of this nmessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jun 19, 2021 03:24 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>

To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

Subject: Re: FW: Workshare Compare Document Distribution

Attached are the signed Wrd doc and PDF. |'mgoing to be offline until at |east the 27th.
Thank you.

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Enmil.

------- Oiginal Message -------

On Thursday, June 17, 2021 4:11 PM Margaret Sandercock wrote:

Pl ease take a look at this settlenent agreement for the HP case. | think | got npbst of the changes that we
wanted. If possible, 1'd like to hear fromboth of you today or tonorrow and we need for Christian to sign it
before he goes out

of town.

From David Skaller

Date: Thursday, June 17, 2021 at 4:04 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: FW Wbrkshare Conpare Docunent Distribution

Pl ease see the attached clean and redlined revised versions of the stipulation that incorporate all of your
agreed upon comments.

Pl ease let ne know if this is acceptable.

THI'S IS FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY
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New York, NY 10016

Tel :
212-867-4466 (Ext. 316)

Fax:
212-297- 1859

E-mai | : dskal | er @bgl | p. com

Web:
www. bbgl | p. com

This message contains information which may be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for

the addressee), you nay not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any information contained in the
message. |f you have received the nessage in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail.

| MPORTANT NOTI CE: NEVER TRUST W RI NG | NSTRUCTI ONS SENT VIA EMAIL. Cyber crimnals are hacking email accounts
and sending ermails with fake wiring instructions. These emails are convincing and sophisticated. A ways
independently confirmwiring instructions in person or via a telephone call to a trusted and verified phone
nunber. Never wire noney w thout confirnmng that the wiring instructions are correct.

This nmessage contains infornmation which nay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you nay not use, copy, or

di sclose to anyone the nessage or any information contained in the nessage. |f you have received the nessage
in error, please advise the sender by reply e-nail or reply to

i nfo@bgl | p.com, and del ete the nmessage.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nmessage nmy be an attorney/client comrunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage

is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have
received this e-nail in error. If you have received this e-nail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock,
LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the

sane, delete the original nmessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenination,
distribution or copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nmessage nay be an attorney/client comrunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail
inerror. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sane, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nmessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Jul 21, 2021 06:08 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Gray

| just gave it to Raheemthe guy who's running the Servpro crew.
Sent from ProtonMail for i0S

On Wed, Jul 21, 2021 at 14: 03, Margaret Sandercock w ote:

Who are you planning to give the key to?

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay
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Date: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 at 1:08 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock
Subj ect: Re: FW G ay

I was in the unit with Ed before they got there and then Ed and | wal ked through with the guy who was running

the crew | won't interact with them again outside of giving the guy a key to the door so they can let
themselves in. | was there
at 8am yesterday and today and they got there just after 9:30. | don't have tine to wait around for them so

I"mgiving them a key.

Sent from ProtonMail for iCS

On Wed, Jul 21, 2021 at 13: 01, Margaret Sandercock wote:

| received this nessage, please let ne know if you need ne to help with sonething?

From
Davi d Skal | er

Date: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 at 1:00 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: G ay

Pl ease direct your client not to speak with any of the renediation workers at any tine. Thank you.
David M Skaller

Par t ner

Bel ki n Burden Gol dman, LLP

270 Madi son Avenue

New York, NY 10016

Tel :
212-867-4466 (Ext. 316)

Fax:
212-297- 1859

E-mai | : dskal | er @bgl | p. com

Web:
www. bbgl | p. com

This nmessage contains infornmation which nmay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for

the addressee), you nmay not use, copy, or disclose to anyone the nessage or any infornmation contained in the
message. |If you have received the nessage in error, please advise the sender by reply e-mail.

| MPORTANT NOTI CE: NEVER TRUST W RI NG | NSTRUCTI ONS SENT VI A EMAIL. Cyber crimnals are hacking enmil accounts
and sending enmails with fake wiring instructions. These emails are convincing and sophisticated. A ways
independently confirmwiring instructions in person or via a telephone call to a trusted and verified phone
nunber. Never wire noney w thout confirnmng that the wiring instructions are correct.

This nmessage contains information which nmay be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee (or
authorized to receive for the addressee), you nay not use, copy, or

di sclose to anyone the nessage or any information contained in the nessage. |If you have received the nessage
in error, please advise the sender by reply e-nail or reply to

info@bgl I p.com, and del ete the message.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
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reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage

is not the intended recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have
received this e-mail in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call CGoodfarb & Sandercock,
LLP at (914) 428-3400 to advise us of the

sane, delete the original message from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenination,
distribution or copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-mail nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenmination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Aug 02, 2021 07:07 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Mold Remediation

G eeti ngs,

What is the status of the work? | see that you've billed nme for following up on it but | haven't heard
anyt hi ng.

The conpany that is doing the job, Servepro, is not Total Restoration. TR is the conpany that subnmitted the
scope of work that we signed off on. Isn't this a conflict? ALC issued the scope of work to these conpanies
to bid on but we never saw or signed off on Servepro's scope of work.

Sent with ProtonMil Secure Enmail.

Date: Aug 02, 2021 07:18 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Re: Mold Remediation

You'd need to tell ne the status of the work. | amnot at the building. Wen | said | followed up status on
the bill, this was ny contact to you before work started to nake sure you were expecting them on the stated
date and were worKking

out with Ed when he was to be there. | have also not heard from Ed so | don't know when he was there, if at
all, and whether the scope of work was expanded based on his input.

I knew, and you knew, in advance, they were using Serv Pro. If you had an objection, that was the tine to say
so, not now. Ed had no objection. In fact, | think you mght have msunderstood, it's the law that the
conpany that eval uates

the work cannot do the renediation.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian G ay

Date: Monday, August 2, 2021 at 3:07 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Ml d Renediation

G eeti ngs,

What is the status of the work? | see that you've billed me for following up on it but | haven't heard
anyt hi ng.
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The conpany that is doing the job, Servepro, is not Total Restoration. TR is the conpany that submitted the
scope of work that we signed off on. Isn't this a conflict? ALC issued the scope of work to these conpanies
to bid on but we never

saw or signed off on Servepro's scope of work.

Sent with
Prot onMai | Secure Enmail.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nmay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sane, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Aug 03, 2021 04:20 AM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Mold Remediation

Sent from ProtonMail for iQOS

On Mon, Aug 2, 2021 at 15:18, Margaret Sandercock wote:

You'd need to tell ne the status of the work. | amnot at the building. Wen | said | followed up status on
the bill, this was nmy contact to you before work started to nake sure you were expecting them on the stated
date and were worKking

out with Ed when he was to be there. | have also not heard fromEd so | don't know when he was there, if at
all, and whether the scope of work was expanded based on his input.

I knew, and you knew, in advance, they were using Serv Pro. If you had an objection, that was the tine to say
so, not now. Ed had no objection. In fact, | think you mght have m sunderstood, it's the law that the
conpany that eval uates

the work cannot do the renediation.

From Christian Gay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Monday, August 2, 2021 at 3:07 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Ml d Renediation

G eeti ngs,

Wiat is the status of the work? | see that you've billed ne for following up on it but | haven't heard
anyt hi ng.

The conpany that is doing the job, Servepro, is not Total Restoration. TR is the conpany that subnitted the
scope of work that we signed off on. Isn't this a conflict? ALC issued the scope of work to these conpanies
to bid on but we never

saw or signed off on Servepro's scope of work.

Sent with
Prot onMai | Secure Enmil.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
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testing. The scope of work that I/we agreed to, during negotiations with Marty's representation, states that
the three studios should be denp'ed down to the studs, in all wall systenms. They have only renoved the first
layer of drywall in the first wall system ALC also states that in their final report that the raised floor
in the bathroom was renpved and it has not been and you can clearly see that in their photo docunentation of
the bat hroom

From ALC s Post Renedi ation Verification Report:
"Studio 1: The walls, ceiling, and floor were renoved, as per work scope. "

*There are nmultiple wall systens, ceiling systens, and floor systens. They only renoved the first skin |ayer
or layers of the first wall, the ceiling, and the floor. This is not what we agreed to. They should have
taken everything down to the studs for all wall layers, the joist for the dropped acoustic isolation ceiling,
and then up to the joists and deck of the building, and renpoved all of the floor system down to the slab.
This is what we all agreed upon, including Jack fromALC. ..he wote it in an email.

Bat hr oom
"...the water heater, sink, bathtub, tiles, and raised floor were renoved."
*The raised floor has not been renoved.

In reading the settlenment agreement it says that the scope of work in Exhibit 1 is the legally binding
agreenent so please send it to ne. | was told by Ed that it was the same scope of work that we had all agreed
to. How did | not receive a copy of Exhibit 1 to review??? Did you review it and nake sure that it was the
same scope of work that we all agreed to? This is the culmnation of over a year of work which has cost ne
time and noney. The agreenent states that the scope of work needs to be conpleted before testing and | don't
understand how you can say that you're not convinced the scope of work matters. The scope of work is what
we've been working on this whole tine. How does it not matter??? It clearly states in the Stipulation
Agreenment that the Scope of Work will be conpleted before testing begins.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1. If it differs fromwhat we all agreed upon then we have a big problem

Sent with ProtonMil Secure Enmail.

Date: Aug 13, 2021 05:52 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

| have asked ny assistant to see if she can send it to you.

| keep trying to prepare you for the fact that if Ed's test reports are good, you have no position and you
are wasting your tine pursuing this. | would not do one nore thing if |I were you, till | know what Ed's
reports say. And, Ed and

| are both going to have issues if you don't want to follow our advice, as both of us have trouble doing work
we don't believe in.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian G ay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 1:41 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Exhibit 1

Pl ease send nme Exhibit 1, aka the Scope of Wrk from the Stipulation of Settlenent. | never saw Servepro's
scope of work. | signed off on what we all agreed to during the lengthy emmil exchanges, phone calls, and
final zoom neeting, that

were based around ALC s and Total Renovation's Scope of Work.

The agreenent that | signed clearly states that the Scope of Wrk should be conpleted before ALC begins
testing. The scope of work that |I/we agreed to, during negotiations with Marty's representation, states that
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the three studios should

be denp'ed down to the studs, in all wall systens. They have only renoved the first layer of drywall in the
first wall system ALC also states that in their final report that the raised floor in the bathroom was
renoved and it has not been and you can clearly

see that in their photo docunentation of the bathroom

From ALC s Post Renedi ation Verification Report:
"Studio 1: The walls, ceiling, and floor were renoved, as per work scope. "

*There are nmultiple wall systens, ceiling systens, and floor systens. They only renoved the first skin |ayer

or layers of the first wall, the ceiling, and the floor. This is not what we agreed to. They should have
taken everything down
to the studs for all wall layers, the joist for the dropped acoustic isolation ceiling, and then up to the

joists and deck of the building, and renoved all of the floor system down to the slab. This is what we all
agreed upon, including Jack fromALC...he
wote it in an email.

Bat hr oom
"...the water heater, sink, bathtub, tiles, and raised floor were renoved."
*The raised floor has not been renopved.

In reading the settlenment agreement it says that the scope of work in Exhibit 1 is the legally binding
agreenent so please send it to ne. | was told by Ed that it was the sanme scope of work that we had all agreed
to.

How did | not receive a copy of Exhibit 1 to review??? Did you review it and nmake sure that it was the sane
scope of work that we all agreed to? This is the culmination of over a year of work which has cost ne tinme
and noney. The agreenent states that

the scope of work needs to be conpleted before testing and I don't understand how you can say that you're not
convinced the scope of work matters. The scope of work is what we've been working on this whole tine. How
does it not matter??? It clearly states

in the Stipulation Agreenent that the Scope of Work will be conpleted before testing begins.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1. If it differs fromwhat we all agreed upon then we have a big problem

Sent with
ProtonMai | Secure Enmil.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The infornation contained in this e-mail nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client comunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nuil
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review dissenmination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Aug 13, 2021 06:08 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

I 1ook forward to receiving and readi ng Exhibit 1.

I followed your and Ed's advice and signed the Stipulation of Settlenent, that to the best of ny know edge,
covered the scope of work that we agreed to. The Stipulation of Settlenent clearly states that the Scope of
Work needs to conpleted before ALC tests.

Exhibit 1 will speak for itself and shed light on this situation. If the scope of work is the same as what we
agreed upon, then the scope of work has not been conpleted. If it is different from what we agreed upon then

there is a big problem

I"ve followed your and Ed's advice and trust that you both will nmake sure the Scope of Wirk is conpleted and
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the tests are clean before anything is signed off on. That is what we agreed to.

Sent with ProtonMil Secure Enmil.

------- Oiginal Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 1:52 PM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

| have asked ny assistant to see if she can send it to you.

| keep trying to prepare you for the fact that if Ed's test reports are good, you have no position and you
are wasting your time pursuing this. | would not do one nore thing if | were you, till | know what Ed's
reports say. And, Ed and

| are both going to have issues if you don't want to follow our advice, as both of us have trouble doing work
we don't believe in.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 1:41 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Exhibit 1

Pl ease send nme Exhibit 1, aka the Scope of Wrk fromthe Stipulation of Settlenent. | never saw Servepro's
scope of work. | signed off on what we all agreed to during the lengthy email exchanges, phone calls, and
final zoom neeting, that

were based around ALC s and Total Renovation's Scope of Wrk.

The agreenent that | signed clearly states that the Scope of Wrk should be conpleted before ALC begins
testing. The scope of work that |I/we agreed to, during negotiations with Marty's representation, states that
the three studios should

be denp' ed down to the studs, in all wall systems. They have only renoved the first layer of drywall in the
first wall system ALC also states that in their final report that the raised floor in the bathroom was
renoved and it has not been and you can clearly

see that in their photo docunentation of the bathroom

From ALC s Post Renedi ation Verification Report:

"Studio 1: The walls, ceiling, and floor were renoved, as per work scope.

*There are nultiple wall systems, ceiling systens, and floor systems. They only renoved the first skin |ayer

or layers of the first wall, the ceiling, and the floor. This is not what we agreed to. They should have
taken everything down
to the studs for all wall layers, the joist for the dropped acoustic isolation ceiling, and then up to the

joists and deck of the building, and renoved all of the floor system down to the slab. This is what we all
agreed upon, including Jack fromALC...he
wote it in an emil.

Bat hr oom
"...the water heater, sink, bathtub, tiles, and raised floor were renoved."
*The raised floor has not been renoved.

In reading the settlenment agreement it says that the scope of work in Exhibit 1 is the legally binding
agreenent so please send it to ne. | was told by Ed that it was the sanme scope of work that we had all agreed
to.

How did | not receive a copy of Exhibit 1 to review??? Did you review it and nmake sure that it was the sane
scope of work that we all agreed to? This is the culmination of over a year of work which has cost ne tinme
and noney. The agreenent states that

the scope of work needs to be conpleted before testing and I don't understand how you can say that you're not
convi nced the scope of work matters. The scope of work is what we've been working on this whole tine. How
does it not matter??? It clearly states

in the Stipulation Agreenent that the Scope of Work will be conpleted before testing begins.
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Date: Aug 13, 2021 07:22 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

You or Ed never told be that that was the case. Ever. If so, | would have made sure that he was there. To be
very clear, you never told nme that there would be decisions nade on site during this process that would
determine "that certain work was not needed".

I want the agreed scope of work done because that's what Ed said needs to be done for ny health and safety.
That's what you yourself argued in the pre-trial conferences. Al the parties agreed upon a scope of work
that was to be performed before ALC and the Ed noved on to the testing phase and then, pending test results
and negotiation, potential consequential phases of renediation.

You are neking your position clear. Thank you.

This is a valuable |earning experience for ne.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1.

Sent from ProtonMail for iCS

On Fri, Aug 13, 2021 at 15:08, Margaret Sandercock w ote:

If Ed had been there, he would have been part of any decision that certain work was not needed.

If the test results are good, neither Ed nor | can advocate for work that was part of a contract but perhaps
not needed.

Ei ther you want the maxi rum work done to punish the landlord, or due to some suspicion about your future
health. On the latter, you have no expertise to insist on that.

From Christian Gay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 3:04 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

Let's very clear on what you just wote; Ed was supposed to advocate for nore work "outside" of the existing
Scope of Work, that was the agreed upon plan. The scope of work that we all agreed upon would be conpleted
first. That was the

understanding. We decided that we would address nore work after the existing scope of work had been
conpleted, ALC ran tests, and then Ed would cone in and run tests and advocate for nmore work, including the
the following items: the party wall, the acoustic

isolation ceiling in the living area, the kitchen floor, and bathroom wall facing the hallway. That was the
agreed upon plan.

You or Ed never told ne that the "Scope of Wrk" that constitutes the "Renediation Wrk" would not be
conpleted if he wasn't there. If you had, | would have borrowed the noney to ensure | could pay Ed to be
there. |I'm am understanding the

situation as we nove al ong and have been going along with your advice. Either way, if they haven't conpleted
the scope work outlined in Exhibit 1, it speaks for itself. If they have conpleted the work in Exhibit 1,
then that speaks for itself. So, Exhibit

1 will speak for itself.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1 today. | need to read it before | neet with Ed on Monday.
Thank you.

Sent with
Prot onMai | Secure Enmmail.
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——————— Oiginal Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 2:45 PM Margaret Sandercock w ot e:

Ed was supposed to advocate for nmore work during the job. But he was only there one day.

From Christian G ay

Reply-To: Christian G ay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 2:45 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

You never told me that the scope of work would not be conpleted if Ed was not there. |If you had, then | would
have nmade arrangenents to have Ed there. To ny understanding, the scope of work had to be conpleted before
testing, no natter what, and the scope

of work was clearly outlined in our docunented negotiation...but | never read or was even sent Exhibit 1. The
Stipulation of Settlement agreement clearly states that the Renediation Wrk needed to be conpleted before
testing began.

Pl ease send it to me today so | can clearly understand the situation. Thank you.

I understand what you have been conveying to me in your nessages.

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Enmil.

------- Original Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 2:13 PM Margaret Sandercock w ot e:

| amtelling you that if Ed's tests are good, neither one of us is behind you. W have already discussed it.
If you wanted this better managed, you would have needed to have Ed there during the work. You wanted to
limt cost and he was only there one

day.

Sent from ny i Phone

On Aug 13, 2021, at 2:08 PM Christian Gay wote:

| look forward to receiving and readi ng Exhibit 1.

| followed your and Ed's advice and signed the Stipulation of Settlenent, that to the best of my know edge,
covered the scope of work that we agreed to. The Stipulation of Settlenent clearly states that the Scope of
Work needs to conpleted before ALC tests.

Exhibit 1 will speak for itself and shed light on this situation. If the scope of work is the same as what we
agreed upon, then the scope of work has not been conpleted. If it is different fromwhat we agreed upon then

there is a big problem

I've followed your and Ed's advice and trust that you both will neke sure t
[Body truncated at extraction limit]

Date: Aug 13, 2021 07:32 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

Ed says the landlord' s test results are good and fine for your health and safety. | expected that Ed woul d be
there every day of renmediation until you told ne you would work out with himwhen to be there as you couldn't
afford himthere

all the time. The choices nade on this were yours.
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You have a tendency to say things are the fault of others when they don't go your way. You've said it about
Frazer, Petrucci and Atlas. | have no synpathy with Atlas but Frazer is a very good lawer and so is
Petrucci .

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 3:22 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

You or Ed never told be that that was the case. Ever. If so, | would have nmade sure that he was there. To be
very clear, you never told me that there would be decisions nade on site during this process that would
deternmine "that certain

work was not needed".

I want the agreed scope of work done because that's what Ed said needs to be done for ny health and safety.
That's what you yourself argued in the pre-trial conferences. Al the parties agreed upon a scope of work
that was to be perforned

before ALC and the Ed noved on to the testing phase and then, pending test results and negotiation, potential
consequential phases of renediation.

You are neking your position clear. Thank you.

This is a valuable |earning experience for ne.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1.

Sent from ProtonMail for iCS

On Fri, Aug 13, 2021 at 15:08, Margaret Sandercock w ote:

If Ed had been there, he would have been part of any decision that certain work was not needed.

If the test results are good, neither Ed nor | can advocate for work that was part of a contract but perhaps
not needed.

Ei ther you want the maxi rum work done to punish the landlord, or due to some suspicion about your future
health. On the latter, you have no expertise to insist on that.

From
Christian G ay

Reply-To: Christian G ay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 3:04 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

Let's very clear on what you just wote; Ed was supposed to advocate for nore work "outside" of the existing
Scope of Work, that was the agreed upon plan. The scope of work that

we all agreed upon would be conpleted first. That was the understanding. We decided that we would address
nore work after the existing scope of work had been conpleted, ALC ran tests, and then Ed would cone in and
run tests and advocate for nore work, including

the the following itens: the party wall, the acoustic isolation ceiling in the living area, the kitchen
floor, and bathroomwall facing the hallway. That was the agreed upon plan.

You or Ed never told ne that the "Scope of W rk" that constitutes the "Renediation Wrk" would not be
conpleted if he wasn't there. If you had, | would have borrowed the noney to

ensure | could pay Ed to be there. |I'm am understanding the situation as we nove along and have been going
along with your advice. Either way, if they haven't conpleted the scope work outlined in Exhibit 1, it speaks
for itself. If they have conpleted the
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work in Exhibit 1, then that speaks for itself. So, Exhibit 1 will speak for itself.
Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1 today. | need to read it before | neet with Ed on Monday.
Thank you.

Sent with
Prot onMai | Secure Enmail.

------- Oiginal Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 2:45 PM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

Ed was supposed to advocate for nore work during the job. But he was only there one day.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 2:45 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

You never told ne that the scope of work would not be conpleted if Ed was not there. If you had, then I would
have nade arrangenents to have Ed there. To ny understanding, the scope of work had to be conpleted before
testing, no natter what, and the scope

of work was clearly outlined in our docunmented negotiation...but | never read or was even sent Exhibit 1. The
Stipulation of Settlement agreement clearly states that the Renediation Wrk needed to be conpleted before
testing began.

Pl ease send it to nme today so | can clearly understand the situation. Thank you.

| understand what you have been conveying to nme in your nessages.

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Enmil.

——————— Original Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 2:13 PM Margaret Sandercock w ot e:

| amtelling you that if Ed's tests are good, neither one of us is behind you. W have already discussed it.
If you wanted this better managed, you would have needed to have Ed there during the work. You wanted to
limt cost and he was only there one

day.

S
[Body truncated at extraction limit]

Date: Aug 13, 2021 08:07 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

| agree with you that Petrucci is a very good lawer. My only issue with Bob is that he forgot to get the PAA
agreenent in witing. W paid himto do that. That's ny only issue with the job that Bob did. Qutside of
that, Bob did a good job representing our TA and | enjoyed our interactions.

Frazier forgot to file ny Loft Law application nmultiple tines and he forgot to file other nmenbers of our TA's
applications too, those are the issues that | brought up to you that I had with him People make mi stakes. |

make m stakes. Live and |earn.

I still haven't received Exhibit 1. Can you pl ease have your assistant send it to ne. Thank you.

Page 1035



Sandercock Attorney Correspondence

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Enmil.

------- Original Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 3:32 PM Margaret Sandercock w ote:

Ed says the landlord' s test results are good and fine for your health and safety. | expected that Ed woul d be
there every day of renmediation until you told ne you would work out with himwhen to be there as you couldn't
afford himthere

all the time. The choices nade on this were yours.

You have a tendency to say things are the fault of others when they don't go your way. You've said it about
Frazer, Petrucci and Atlas. | have no synpathy with Atlas but Frazer is a very good lawer and so is
Petrucci .

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 3:22 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

You or Ed never told be that that was the case. Ever. If so, | would have made sure that he was there. To be
very clear, you never told nme that there would be decisions nade on site during this process that would
determne "that certain

work was not needed".

I want the agreed scope of work done because that's what Ed said needs to be done for ny health and safety.
That's what you yourself argued in the pre-trial conferences. Al the parties agreed upon a scope of work
that was to be perforned

before ALC and the Ed noved on to the testing phase and then, pending test results and negotiation, potential
consequenti al phases of renediation.

You are neking your position clear. Thank you.

This is a valuable |earning experience for ne.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1.

Sent from ProtonMail for iCS

On Fri, Aug 13, 2021 at 15:08, Margaret Sandercock w ote:

If Ed had been there, he woul d have been part of any decision that certain work was not needed.

If the test results are good, neither Ed nor | can advocate for work that was part of a contract but perhaps
not needed.

Either you want the nmaxi rum work done to punish the landlord, or due to sone suspicion about your future
health. On the latter, you have no expertise to insist on that.

From
Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 3:04 PM
To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

Let's very clear on what you just wote; Ed was supposed to advocate for nore work "outside" of the existing
Scope of Work, that was the agreed upon plan. The scope of work that
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we all agreed upon would be conpleted first. That was the understanding. We decided that we would address
nore work after the existing scope of work had been conpleted, ALC ran tests, and then Ed would cone in and
run tests and advocate for nore work, including

the the following itens: the party wall, the acoustic isolation ceiling in the living area, the kitchen
floor, and bathroomwall facing the hallway. That was the agreed upon plan.

You or Ed never told ne that the "Scope of Wrk" that constitutes the "Renediation Wrk" would not be
conpleted if he wasn't there. If you had, | would have borrowed the noney to

ensure | could pay Ed to be there. |I'm am understanding the situation as we nove along and have been going
along with your advice. Either way, if they haven't conpleted the scope work outlined in Exhibit 1, it speaks
for itself. If they have conpleted the

work in Exhibit 1, then that speaks for itself. So, Exhibit 1 will speak for itself.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1 today. | need to read it before | neet with Ed on Monday.

Thank you.

Sent with
ProtonMai | Secure Email.

------- Original Message -------

On Friday, August 13th, 2021 at 2:45 PM Margaret Sandercock wr ote:

Ed was supposed to advocate for nmore work during the job. But he was only there one day.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian G ay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 2:45 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Re: Exhibit 1

You never told me that the scope of work would not be conpleted if Ed was not there. If you had, then | would
have nmade arrangenents to have Ed there. To ny understanding, the scope of work had to be conpleted before

testing, no natter what, and the scop
[Body truncated at extraction limit]

Date: Aug 13, 2021 10:03 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>

To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

Subject: =?utf-8?2g?I_still_haven=E2=80=99t_received_the_Exhibit_1_document?=

Pl ease send ne the docunent.

Thank you.

Sent from ProtonMail for iQOS

Date: Aug 13, 2021 10:18 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>

Subject: =?utf-8?g?Re:_|_still_haven=E2=80=99t_received_the_Exhibit_1_document?=

I don't have access to these records. You need to wait for Jen to send it. W sent an appeals brief to the
printer today and probably she won't get to it till Mnday. Her hours now are over.

From Christian Gray

Repl y-To: Christian Gay
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Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 6:03 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subject: | still haven't received the Exhibit 1 document

Pl ease send ne the docunent.

Thank you.

Sent from ProtonMail for iOS

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client comunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Aug 13, 2021 10:28 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>

To: "Margaret Sandercock” <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

Subject: =?utf-8?g?Re:_|_still_haven=E2=80=99t_received_the_Exhibit_1_document?=

&, thanks for letting me know. Have a good weekend.
Sent from ProtonMail for iQOS
On Fri, Aug 13, 2021 at 18:18, Margaret Sandercock w ote:

I don't have access to these records. You need to wait for Jen to send it. W sent an appeals brief to the
printer today and probably she won't get to it till Mnday. Her hours now are over.

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian G ay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 6:03 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subject: | still haven't received the Exhibit 1 docunent

Pl ease send ne the docunent.

Thank you.

Sent from ProtonMail for iOS

CONFI DENTI ALI TY: The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client communication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nmessage is not the intended

reci pient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-nmail
inerror. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Goodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissem nation, distribution or
copying of this nmessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.
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Date: Aug 14, 2021 02:46 PM

From: "Jenifer Orefice" <jo@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
Cc: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Re: Exhibit 1

The stipulation with Exhibit 1 is attached.

Jenifer Oefice, Legal Assistant

CGoodfarb & Sandercock, LLP

235 Main Street - Penthouse Suite

White Plains, NY 10601

Phone: 914.428. 3400

Fax: 914.428. 3407

JO@zoodf ar bl aw. com

NYC O fi ce:

110 East 59th Street, 22nd fl oor

New Yor k, NY 10022

Phone: 212.509. 0440

Fax: 212.509. 0464

From Christian G ay

Repl y-To: Christian Gay

Date: Friday, August 13, 2021 at 1:41 PM

To: Margaret Sandercock

Subj ect: Exhibit 1

Pl ease send nme Exhibit 1, aka the Scope of Wrk fromthe Stipulation of Settlenent. | never saw Servepro's
scope of work. | signed off on what we all agreed to during the lengthy email exchanges, phone calls, and
final zoom neeting, that

were based around ALC s and Total Renovation's Scope of Wrk.

The agreenent that | signed clearly states that the Scope of Wrk should be conpleted before ALC begins
testing. The scope of work that |I/we agreed to, during negotiations with Marty's representation, states that
the three studios should

be denp' ed down to the studs, in all wall systenms. They have only renoved the first layer of drywall in the
first wall system ALC also states that in their final report that the raised floor in the bathroom was
renmoved and it has not been and you can clearly

see that in their photo docunentation of the bathroom

From ALC s Post Renedi ation Verification Report:

"Studio 1: The walls, ceiling, and floor were renoved, as per work scope.

*There are nultiple wall systems, ceiling systens, and floor systems. They only renoved the first skin |ayer

or layers of the first wall, the ceiling, and the floor. This is not what we agreed to. They should have
taken everything down
to the studs for all wall layers, the joist for the dropped acoustic isolation ceiling, and then up to the

joists and deck of the building, and renoved all of the floor system down to the slab. This is what we all
agreed upon, including Jack fromALC...he
wote it in an emil.
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Bat hr oom
"...the water heater, sink, bathtub, tiles, and raised floor were renoved."
*The raised floor has not been renoved.

In reading the settlenment agreement it says that the scope of work in Exhibit 1 is the legally binding
agreenent so please send it to ne. | was told by Ed that it was the same scope of work that we had all agreed
to.

How did | not receive a copy of Exhibit 1 to review??? Did you review it and nmake sure that it was the sane
scope of work that we all agreed to? This is the culmnation of over a year of work which has cost ne tine
and noney. The agreenent states that

the scope of work needs to be conpleted before testing and I don't understand how you can say that you're not
convinced the scope of work matters. The scope of work is what we've been working on this whole tinme. How
does it not matter??? It clearly states

in the Stipulation Agreenent that the Scope of Work will be conpleted before testing begins.

Pl ease send ne Exhibit 1. If it differs fromwhat we all agreed upon then we have a big problem

Sent with
ProtonMai | Secure Enmail.

CONFI DENTI ALI TY:  The information contained in this e-muil nessage is intended only for the designated
reci pient. The nessage nay be an attorney/client comnmunication, and if so, is privileged and confidential. If
the reader of this nessage is not the intended

recipient or an agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you have received this e-mail
in error. If you have received this e-mail in error, please call Coodfarb & Sandercock, LLP at (914) 428-3400
to advise us of the sanme, delete the

original nessage from your system and then confirmits deletion. Any review, dissenmination, distribution or
copying of this nessage is strictly prohibited. Thank you.

Date: Aug 15, 2021 11:43 PM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: My apologies

H Margaret,

I am sorry for ny tone in our previous enmil exchange. These have been very stressful times and | over
reacted when | realized that | had not received or read Exhibit 1 and did not notice that the conpany nane
was changed on the final Stipulation of Settlenment contract as the previous iterations had Total Renovation,
and | had reviewed, in detail, the Scope of Wrk submtted as Exhibit 1. As | recall there was a rush to get
the last and final iteration of the docunent signed and submitted and if | had thoroughly reviewed it and
noticed the conpany name change | woul d have asked to review Exhibit 1 before | signed off on it. | did not
realize that Servepro would be doing the job until | was on-site to let themand Ed in. | asked Ed about the

Scope of Work and he said it was the sane as the one Total Renovation subnitted so |I did not think anything
nore of it.

I"'msorry if | caused you any stress. | know that you work hard advocating for ne, the TA and all of the
others that | have referred to you throughout the years. | look forward to a harnonious relationship and
trust in your intention and work. | trust your advice and act upon it. Thank you for your patience during
this process and ny process. This is a novel and challenging experience for ne. | can only inmage what it's
like to be in your shoes. I"'msorry if | have caused you any stress.

Peace.

Si ncerely,

Christian

Sent with ProtonMil Secure Email.
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Date: Aug 16, 2021 12:28 AM

From: "Christian Gray" <christiangray3@protonmail.com>
To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>
Subject: Again, my apologies.

In reviewing the previous Stipulation of Settlenent docs that
apol ogies. | thought that is was going to be Total

scope of work that | was sent to review

wer e

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Enmmil.

Date: Aug 18, 2021 10:04 AM

From: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>

To: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>, "Christian Gray"
<christiangray3@protonmail.com>

Subject: Fwd: two reports for 97 Green

Lab results attached

I"1'1 work on report

These results are terrible
Al the air sanples have very elevated | evels of pen-asp spores
That's not good

Tape lifts all indicate nmold growth

They need to do the entire scope
May need to include kitchen floor

but we will see

Sent from ol nsted's i Phone

Begi n forwarded nessage:

From Shawn Baker

Date: August 18, 2021 at 9:47:01 AM EDT

To: Edward O nst ed
Subj ect: two reports for 97 Geen

August 18, 2021
Ed,

Attached are a signed COC and two reports (#210817-04) for three bul ks,

Don't forget we do COVID virus testing from environnental sanples.
Ching-yi Tsai can assist you.

Chin Yang, Ph.D>

Chin Yang, Ph.D.

Presti ge EnviroM crobiol ogy Inc.
242 Terrace Blvd. Suite B-1
Voor hees, NJ 08043

(P) 856-767- 8300

Date: Aug 18, 2021 03:20 PM

From: "Margaret Sandercock" <mbs@goodfarblaw.com>

To: "Edward Olmsted" <olmsted.mac@mac.com>, "Christian Gray"
<christiangray3@protonmail.com>

Subject: Re: two reports for 97 Green

Thank you for letting us know, |ooking forward to report.
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Renovation as that

sent to ne, Servepro was listed. My

was the conmpany that submtted the

six Allergenco and four tape sanples.

If you have any needs, call wus. Dr.



