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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Mario M. Blanch (“Plaintiff”) is an attorney who has maintained a private practice in West New
York, New Jersey since 2004. Defendant, Nicholas Sacco (“Sacco™) is the Maydr of North Bergen
since 1991 and has been a State Senator since 1995, Defendants, Paul and Phillip Swibinski, are the
campaign managers for Sacco. Vision Media is thé. public relations firm for Sacco.

Sacco is currently in an election campaign against Lawrence “Larry” Wainstein for the North
Bergen Mayor's position.

On or about May 5, 2015, Defendants launched a negative advertising campaign against Mr.
Wainstein claiming that Mr. Wainstein surrounds himSélf with “criminals,” “thieves,” and “ex-
convicts,” Plaintiff is named in the édvartising as a thief, ex-convict and ¢riminal. Plaintiff is called a
“serial tax evader” Tax evasion is a crime.

Plantiff has never been convicted of a crime, has never been charged with a crime and has
- never been accused of tax evasion, |

The statements made by the Defendants are false, are made with malice as they know or should
know that Plaintiff is not a criminal, thief, ex-convict or a “serial tax evader” Notwithstanding,
Defendants have labeled Plaintiff with defamatory names and are ruining his reputation,

The advertising by Defendants is being seen by many people and is being spread throughout
New Jersey and thus has a negative effect on Plaintiff's business, reputation and well being as Plaiotiff

is being caused harm from the adverstising.

A preliminary injunction is required to prevent irreparable harm. Crowe v. De Gioia, 90 NI

126, 133 (1982); citing Citizens Coach Co. v, Camden Horse RR, Co., 29 N.JI. Eq. 299, 303 (E. & A.



1878). Irreparable harmt is harm that cannot properly be addressed with money damages. Ibjd Severe

personal inconvenience can cause irreparable harm that necessitates injunctive relief. Ibid; citing
Hodge v. Giese, 43 N.I. Eg. 342, 350 (Ch. 1887).

The New Jersey Supreme Court in Barres v. Holt, 74 N.J. 461 (1977) found that injunctive

relief was appropriate to prevent the continued dissemination of slanderous and libelous publications.
The Court determined that one's reputation is subject to protection under the law and that injunctive

relief is available to protect an individual's reputation.

In this case, Plamtiff is suffering itreparable harm as Defendants have engaged in a widespread
massive campaign to defame and ruin the Plaintiff's reputation. Plaintiff is not a thief, convict, ex-
convict or serial tax evader. As such, Defendants mass advertising campaign, which itself is a ripoff,

should be barred as it is causing irreparable harm to the Plaintiff,

An injunction should be issued where the rights of the Plaintiff are well settled under New

Jersey law. Crowe v. De Gioia, 90 NJ 126, 133 (1982).

The causes of action the Plaintiff is allegiﬂg against the Defendants is well settled. Our courts
have long recognized the what constitutes “slander‘ per se.” Slander per se is broken down into four (4)
categories which do not require proof of special damages. The categories of slander per se include
false statements that “charge commission of a crime™ and “affect a person in his business, trade,
profession or office.” Gnapinslcy v Goldyn, 23 N.J. 243 (1957). To prove defamation a plaintiff must
establish that the defendant made a defamatory statement of fact, concerning the Plaintiff, which was
false and which was communicated to other people. Feggans v. Billington, 291 N.J. Super. 382 (App.
Div. 1996). A defamatory statement, generally, is one that subj'ects an individual to contempt or

ridicule or one that hanms a person's reputation by lowering the community's estimation of him by



deterring other from wanting to associate or deal with him. G. D. v. Kenny, 205 N.I. 275, 293 (2011).

The statements made by the Defendants are per se defamatory. Plaintiff has never been
convicted of a crime, is not an ex-convict, is not a thief, is‘ not a serial tax evader and is not a criminal.
As such, the statements made by the Defendants are per se defamatory and libelous. There is no issue
regarding the law in this area as it is well established. Further, Plaintiff need not prove any damages as

per se libel and slander is damaging in and of itself. |

1. THE FACTS O

A third rule is that a preliminary injunction should not issue where all material facts are
controverted. Crowe v. De Gioja, 90 NJ 126, 134 (1982). To prevail on an application for temporary
relief, a plaintiff must make a preliminary showing of a reasonable probability of ultimate success on

the ments. Ibid.

The facts of this case are uncontroverted.

V. T]E[E EQUITIES IN !ﬂ!ﬁ MAI 1 EQR FAVOR THE PLAINTFE WHERE !EE

The final test in considering the granting of a preliminary injunction is the relative hardship to
the parties in granting or denying relief. Crowe v. De Gioia, 90 NJ 126, 134-35 (1982). Where the
balance of equities favors the Plaintiff, the Court should grant temporary relief pending the outcome of

a final hearing. Ihid

The equities in this case clearly favor the Plaintiff  Plantiff is an attorney representing a
candidate for public office. Defendants are defaming the Plaintiff without cause as the Plaintiff is the
attorney and has been duly representing his client, Mr. Wainstein. There is no legitimate reason to call,

Plaintiff a thief, criminal or ex-convict where there is no proof of same.



CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons it is respectfully requested that the Court grant the relief requested by
the Plaintiff.

Dated: May 8, 2015
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Defendant,

THIS MATTER being brought before the Court by the Law Offices of Valerie Steiner,
Esq., attorney for Plaintiff, secking relief by way of Order to Show Cause and Temporary
Restraints and it appearing Defendants that had notice of this application and for good cause
shown.

Itisonthis _ dayof , 2015

ORDERED that defendants, appear and show cause before the Superior Court at the
Bergen Colunty Courthouse at 10 Main Street, Hackensack, New Jersey before the Honorable

at o’clock in the noon or as soon thereafter as coynsel

can be heard, on the day of . 2015 why an order should not be

entered:




1. Compelling Defendants to immediately cease and desist from airing
commercials, printing materials, or disseminating information defaming
Plaintiff:

2, Compelling Defendants to immediately issue a public apology and
retraction on television and in print of the statements made against
Flgintiff, which shall be done and advertised with the same frequency as
the commercials and advertising currently defaming the Plaintiff:

3. For any other relief the Court finds just and equitable;

And if is further ORDERED that pending the Qrder to Show Cause:

1. Defendants shall immediately cease and desist from airing on télevision, the
internet or any other medium advertising indicating that Plaintiff is a “serial tax evader,” “thief”
“criminal,” and/or ex-convict.” |

2 Defendants shall immediately cease and desist from slandering, defaming or
creating libelous statements about the Plaintiff
And it is further ORDERED that:

L. The defendant/ third party ﬁlaintiff may move to dissolve or modify the
temporary restraints herein contained on two (2) days notice to the defendant/ third party
plaintiff”s attorney. |

Andt is further ORDERED that:

1. A copy of this order to show cause, legal memorandum and any supporting
affidavits or certifications submitted in support of this application be served upon the defendant’s

counsel within days of the date hereof




2. The plaintiff must file wﬂ:h the court her proof of service of the on the defendants
no later than three (3) days before the return date.

3 Defendants shall file and serve a written response to this order to show cause and
the request for entry of injunctive relief and proof of service by April_ |, 2015, The original
documents must be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court in the ¢ounty listed above. A list of
these offices is provided. You must send a copy of your opposition papers directly to Judge

, whose address is Bergen County Superior Court, 10 Main Street,

Hackensack, New Jersey. You must also send a copy of your opposition papers to the plaintiff’s
attorney whose name and address appears above, or to the plaintiff, if no attorney is named

above. A telephone call will not protect your rights; you must file your opposition and pay the

required fee of $ and serve your opposition on your adversary, if you want the
court to hear your opposition to the injunctive relief the plaintiff is seeking.

4, The plaintiff must file and serve any written reply to the defendant’s order to
show cause opposition by May | 2015, The reply papers must be filed with the Clerk of the
Superior Court in the county listed above and a copy of the reply papers must be sent directly fo

the chambers of Judge

5. If the defendant does not file and serve opposition to this order to show cause, the
application will be decided on the papers 611 the return date and relief may be granted by default,
provided that the plaintiff files a proof of service and a proposed form of order at least three days
prior to the return date.

6. If the plaintiff’ has not already done so, a proposed form of order addressing the
relief sought on the return date (along with a self-addressed return envelope with return address

and postage) must be submitted to the court no later than three (3) days before the return date.




7. Defendants take notice that the plaintiff has filed a lawsuit against you in the
Superior Court of New Jersey. The verified complaint attached to this order to show cause states
the basis of the lawsuit. If you dispute this complaint, you, or your attorney, must file a written
answer to the complaint and proof of service within 35 days from the date of service of this order
to show cause; not counting the day you received it.

These documents must be fled with the Clerk of the Superior Court in the county listed
above. A list of these offices is provided. Include a $135.00 filing fee payable to the “Treasurer
State of New Jersey.” You must also send a copy of your Answer to the plaintiff’s attorney whose
name and address aﬁpear above, or to the plaintiff, if no attorney is named above. A telephone
call will not protect your rights; you must file and serve your Angwer (with the fee) or judgment
may be entered against you by default. Please note: Opposition to the order to show cause is not
an Answer and you must file both. Please note further: if you do not file and serve an Answer
within 35 days of this Order, the Court may enter a default against you for the relief plaintiff
demands.

8. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may call the Legal Services office in the
county in which you live. A list of these offices is provided. If you do not have an attorney and
are not eligibie for free legal assistance you ﬁiay obtain a referral to an attorney by calling one of

lthe Lawyer Referral Services. A list of these numbers is also provided.

9. The Court will entertain argument, but not testimony, on the return date of the
ordet to show cause, unless the court and parties are advised to the contrary no later than _

days before the return date.

J8.C.
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Defendant. |

Plaintiff, MARIO M. BLANCH (hercin “Plaintiff”), by way of Verfied Complaint

against the defendants, states as follows:
FARTIES

L Plaintiff is an individual residing at 615 Poplar Road, Rivervale, New Jersey
07675.

2. Defendant, NICHOLAS J. SACCO, is an individual residing at 9060 Palisade
Avenue, Unit #1002, North Bergen New Jersey 07047,

3. Defendant, PAUL SWIBINSKI, is an individual residing at 331 Sampson Place,
Secaucus, New Jersey 07094, |

4 Defendant, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, is an individual Iesiding at 237 North Avenue,

Wood-Ridge, New Jersey 07075,



5. Defendant, VISION MEDIA MARKETING, INC., is a public relations and media
communications firm with offices located at 854 Eighth Street, Secaucus, New Jersey 07054,

6. Defendants JOHN DOES 1 — 50, JANE DOES 1- 50, ABC CORPORATIONS 1
— 50, DEF COMPANIES 1 — 50, GHI PARTNERSHIPS 1 — 50 , are fictitious Defendants added
heremm which have yet to be identified, who have contributed, participated and/or actively
engaged in the activities set forth in this Complaint and are therefore responsible and liable for
the causes of action set forth herein,

BACKGROUND

1. In or around 1985, defendant, VISION MEDIA, was ihcorporated by defendant,
PAUL SWIBINSKI, and his wife Jean Swibinski.

2. Upon information and belief, at or around the time of its incorporation, VISION
MEDIA, was retained to provide services for the Township of North Bergen.

3 In or around M:-iy 1991, defendant, SACCO, was elected mayor of North Bergen.

4, Thereafter, defendant, SACCO, continued to be re-elected as Mayor, with little
challenge.

5. Four years after, defendant, SACCO, became Mayor, in or around June 1995,
Plaintiff graduated from North Bergen High School.

6. At that time, Plaintiff resided with his mother at 319 78% Street, North Betgeg,
New Jersey.

7. Upon graduating high school, Plaintiff attended Rutgers University, but continued
to reside in North Bergen.

8, Plaintiff recetved a Bachelors Degree in Economics from Rutgers University in

1999.



9. Thereafter, Plaintiff received academic scholarships to attend Seton Hall Law

School.

10.  Plaintiff attended Seton Hall Law School from 1999, untif his graduation in May
2002.

11.  While attending Seton Hall Law School, Plaintiff continued to reside in North
Bergen. |

12 Thereafter, Plaintiff sat for the New York and New Jersey Bar, and passed both.

13, Plaintiff scored a high NCBE score, which enabled him to waive into other
jurisdictions; however, at that time, Plaintiff elected to to not waive into the other jurisdictions, as
he intended to remain in the metropolitan.

14, From 2002 to 2003, Plaintiff clerked for the Honorable Marguerite T. Simon, P.J.
Ch., pow retired in Superior Court New Jersey, Chancery Division-General Equity.

15, While clerking for Judge Simon, Plaintiff continued to reside in North Bergen,

16,  In September 2003 through April 2004, Plaintiff worked for a small law firm in
Clifton, New Iarscy_ |

17.  Inoraround April 2004, Plaintiff moved out of North Bergen, New Jersey.

18.  Arvound that same time, Plaintiff opened his own law office in West New York,
New Jersey. |

19.  Since that time, Plaintiff has continued to maintain an office in West New York,

20.  The majority of Plaintiff's clients are from Hudécm County, and in particular, West
New York, North Bergen, Union City and Guttenberg (also known as “North Hudson™).

21, Inor around 2010/ 2011, Plaintiff opened satellite offices in Jersey City and Union

City.



22? Plaintiff's Union City was opened with the intent that same be primarily utilized
for debt counseling and bankruptcies. |

23. In May of 2011, Plaintiff moved back to 319 78* Street, North Bergen, New
Jersey.

24, Shortly thereafter, in the fall of 2011, Lawrence Wainstein (hereinafter
“Wainstein”), founded the North Bergen Concerned Citizens Group (“NBCCG™), a community
organization created for the purpose of promoting open/ honest government, safety, and quality
of life throughout North Bergen. | |

25, Plaintiff was designated as counsel for NBCCG.

26.  In or around 2012, Plaintiff elected to close both the Jersey City and Union City
satellite offices, as Plaintiff found it inefficient to maintain three separate offices.

27. Despite the closing of the Union City, the owner of the building never removed
Plaintiff's sign |

28.  In oraround September 2014, Plaintiff moved to River Vale, New Jersey.

29.  Five months later, on or about February 14, 2015, Wainstein | announced his
candidacy for mayor against incumbent mayor, defendant, SACCO. |

30.  Defendant, SACCO, designated defendant, PAUL SWIBINSKI, as his “campaign
manager”.

31, In connection with his campaign, defendant, SACCO, retained defendant,
VISION MEDIA, to maintain his web page, and upon information and belief, defendant,
VISION MEDIA, was also retained to assist defendant's, SACCO, campaign with public media

and public relations, including campaign advertisements.



32.  Upon information and belief, defendant, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, Account Executive
, and Digital Strategies Director, of defendant, VISION MEDIA, also began working on
defendant's, SACCO, mayoral reelection campaign.

33, On or about Tuesday, May ‘5, 2015, defendants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI,
PHILIP SWISBINSKI, and VISION MEDIA launched an attack ad against Wainstein called the
“Shady Bunch™. |

34.  Defendants' campaign began with mailers. See Exhibit A, B, and C. (Attached
hereto as Exhibit A is a true and accurate copy of the front cover of the mailer. Attached hereto
as Exhibit B is a true and accurate copy of the back cover of the mailer Attached hereto as
Exhibit C is a true and accurate copy of the inside of the mailer.) |

35.  The mailer is a parody of the 70s show the “The Brady Bunch” and is a rip off of
Cranched's Channel's “The Shady Bunch”, Seg Exhibit D. (Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a
true and accurate copy of “The Shady Bunch™ on vidinfo.org,)

36.  Cranched's Channel's “The Shady Buﬁch” was a 58 second video of President
Obama, Acorn, and others, which had them purportedly appearing on the new television show
“The Shady Bunch”, it was first published on September 16, 2009, and first heard on the Lars
Larson radio show on Compass Media Networks. Id.

37, Cranched's Channel's “The Shady Bunch” can still be seen on YouTube.

38, 'The mailer and advertising allegedly created by SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKL
PHILIP SWIBINSI AND VISION MEDIA is not original work but an exact duplicate, ripoff and
copy of the Cranched Channel “The Shady Bunch” with the exception that the names and
pictures have been changed to include Plaintiff and others.

39. On the front cover of Defendants’, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP

SWISBINSKI, and VISION MEDIA, “The Shady Bunch” mailer, defendants include a



photograph of Plaintiff’ with his name and fhe words “Serial Tax Bvader” under his name. See
Exhibit A. This page also refers to Plaintiff, as well as three other individuals as Larmy
Wainstein's “gang of thieves™. Id, | X

40. On the back cover of Defendants’, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP
SWISBINSKI, and VISION WDIA, “The Shady Bunch™ mailer, the caption states in Spanish:

Wainstein y su "banda Criminal”...

Ya todos conocemos a Larty "El Mentiroso” Wainstein, el millionario que vive en

Franklin Lakes y quiere comprar la alcaldia con su dinero sucio. Pero aun no

conocemos a su Banda Criminal Pueden ser mucho peor que Wainstein!

La campana de Wainstein es coordinada por criminales y ex convictos, desde los
mas alios niveles hasta las calles.

The above translates to the following:

Wainstein and his "criminal gang" ...

We all know Larry "The Liar "Wainstein, the millionaire who lives in Franklin
Lakes and want to buy the town hall with its dirty money. Buf not yet know his
criminal gang can be much worse than Wainstein!

Wainstein campaign is coordinated by criminals and ex-convicts, from the highest
levels to the streets.

See Exhibit B,

39.  FPollowing the “Gang of Criminal” language is a picture of Plamntiff and the
foliowing in Spanish:

Mano Blanch - El abogado de Wainstein, Blanch llego a deber hasta $200,000 en
impuestos atrasados. Dice ser un abogado de "soluciones de deudas,” pero su
solucion es 1o pager los impuestos.

The above translates as follows:
Mario Blanch — Waintstein's attomey , Blanch came to owe up to $ 200,000 in

back taxes. Claiming to be a lawyer of "debt solutions”, but his solution is not to
pay taxes.



Id

40. The bottom of the back page of the mailer states the following in Spanish, “Si la
"Banda Criminal” de Wainstein Gana... North Bergen Pierde” which translates to “If Wainstein's
criminal gang wins, North Bergen loses.” Id.

41. Similar to the Spamish back page, the inside of Defendanis', SACCOQO, PA[E
SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION MEDIA, “The Shady Bunch” mailer again
states, in English, that Wainstein's campaign is being run by criminals and convicts and then
includes Plaintiff's photograph with the following statement, “Wainstein's shady lawyer is a serial
tax evader....” See Exhibit C.

42. In addition to circulating “The Shady Bunch” mailer, Defendants', SACCO,
PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION MEDIA, launched a website
“LyingLarry Wainstein. Com”.

43.  On the LyinglarryWainstein.Com website, Defendants', SACCO, PAUL
SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION MEDIA again broadcast “The Shadyl Bunch”
logo with Plaintiff's picture in a “Brady Box™ with is lnamc and the words “Serial Tax Evader”
under his name and picture.  Under the all of the pictures, Defendants' again write that
“Wainstein's camﬁaign is being run by criminals and ex-convicts...” Defendants then list four
people. The second person listed is Plaintiff, noted as a “shady lawyer™.

44.  In addition to “The Shady Bunch” mailer and the “LyinglarryWainstein.Com”
web page, Defendants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION
MEDIA, launched a video of “The Shady Bunch™ as a television ad and YouTube ad on
Wednesday, May 6, 2015,

45, Inthe television ad and YouTube ad, the lyrics provide:

- Here's the story, about Larry Wainstein, who lives in this big home in Franklin
Lakes.



All his friends are crooks and criminals, electing them is a big mistake.

Joe Mocco went to jail for corruption..

Jose for beating up a cop..

Mario owes thousands in back taxes..

And Howie is the biggest crook of all...

The Shady Bunch.. The Shady Bunch...
The video and ad, like “The Shady Buncﬁ” mailer, includes Plaintiff's picture in one of the Brady
boxes, and the lyrics unequivocally include Plaintiff as a “crook and criminal”.
46.  The YouTube video has been posted on various Facebook accoumts, and other social
media accounts.
47 On Wednesday, May 6, 2015 at 11:14 am, defendant, SACCO, uploaded “The Shady
Bunc ”‘ video on to his Facebook page. The video shows various people in the Brady boxes,
including Plaintiff, and the words “Crooks and Criminals” appears under the Brady Boxes. See -
Exhibit B. (Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and accurate copy of the video on defendant's
SACCO Facebook page.)
48.  In the comments to defendant's, SACCO, Facebook page, Dave Prina congratulates
defendant PAUL SWIBINSKI by stating “Funniest thing ever. Good Job Paul”, See Exhibit F.
(Attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and accurate copy of the comment posted by Dave Prina.)
49, As of May 8, 2015 at 1:05 am, the video had been viewed 7.2K times on defendant's,
SACCO, Facebook page. |
50.  “The Shady Bunch™ video was upload to YouTube on May 6, 2015, and has had 2,135
views, and was uploaded by NickSaccoNJ. See Exhibit G. (Attached hercto as Exhibit G is a
true and accurate copy of what appears on YouTube.)

51, Upon information and belief, “The Shady Bunch” mailer is being mailed to every

resident in North Bergen, New Jersey.



52. On Thursday, May 7, 2015, an attorney, the former prosecutor in North Arlington,
approached Plaintiff in Hudson County Superior Cowrt and advised that he had saw “The Shady
Bunch” commercial on television.

53.  Additionally, Plaintiff received an email from a colleague who advised that he had seen
“The Shadj Bunch” commercial several times during the hockey garne.l

34.  Further, a client texted Plaintiff wherein she stated that there was an ad on channel 12 TV,
and the ad was making fun of plamtiff, and that something needed to be done about it.”

535.  Later in the day on T]iursday, May 7, 2015, Plaintiff went to his mother's house in North
Bergen, to pick up his children, and learned that his five (5) year old daughter had found “The
Shady Bunch” mailer, which héd been mailed to his mother's home, and asked what it meant.

56.  Plainiff admits that he owes back taxes to the IRS and the State of New Jersey; however
Plaintiff i5 on a payment plan,

57.  Moreover, although Plaintiff does owe back taxes and pays same back monthly, Plaintiff
has never been convicted of any crime, including tax evasion, nor has ever been charged with
any ctime, including tax evasion.

58,  Defendants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSK, and VISION MEDIA,
are submitting “The Shady Bunch” mailer and specifically include Plaintiff amongst the
“eriminals and ex-convicts™ running Wainstein's camnpaign.

59.  Likewise, and as noted above, “The Shady Bunch” video contains lyrics wherein
Defendants' SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSK, and VISION MEDIA, identify
Plaintiff as one of Wainstein's friends who is a “crook and criminal”,

60. Deféndants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSK, and VISION MEDIA,

know that stating Plaintiff is a “crook™ and/ or “criminal” is a false statement made with malice.



EIRST COUNT

1. Plaintiff repeats and reiterates all allegations set forth above with full force and
effect as though more fully set herein at length.

2. Defendants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION
MEDIA, mad,e‘ statements regarding Plaintiff's professional competency, including stating
Plaintiff is a ¢crook and criminal, as outlined above, which statements were not true and damaged
Plantiff's reputation and impaired Plaintiff's ability to earn a livelihood and to procure clients,

3. Defendants, SACCO, PAUL SWIBINSKI, PHILIP SWIBINSKI, and VISION
MEDIA, above-described conduct constitutes defamation per se, as a result of which Plaintiff
has been damaged and will continue to be damaged.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, MARIO BLANCH, demands judgment against Defendants
jomntly, severally, and in the alternative, for compensatory damages, punitive d@ages, interests,
costs of suit, and such other relief as deemed to be just and equitable by the Court.

SECOND COUNT
1. Plaintiff repeats and reiterates all allegations set fortﬁ above with full force and
effect as though more ﬁﬂly set herein at length.
2. At all times relevant herein, Defendants, interfered with Plaintiffs prospective
economic advantage as a result of which Plaintiff, MARIO RLANCH, has been damaged.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, MARIO BLANCH, demands judgment against Defendaats

| jointly, severally, and in the alternative, for compensatory damages, punitive damages, interests,

costs of suit, and such other relief as deemed to be just and equitable by the Court.

10



DE OF TRIAL COUNSEL

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to Rule 4:25-4, Valerie Steiner, Esquire is

hereby designated Trial Counsel.

CERTIFICATION
Pursuant to Rule 4:5-1, I hereby certify, that to the best of my knowledge, no action is
pending or is contemplated in any court or arbitration proceeding with respect to the attached
pleading. As of this date, this matter is not subject to arbitration proceedings. As of this date, 1

know of no other parties who should be joined.

Dated: May 8, 2015
JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury of all issues of fact and law that may be submitted

STEINER

CES O~

10 a jury.

7*" FRIE STEINER, ESQ.
Atorney for Plaintiff Mario M. Blanch

Dated: May 8, 2015

11



CERTIFICATION FOR VERIFICATION

I, the undersigned, am a plaintiff in this action. I have read the Verified Complaint to
which this Certificate of Verification is attached. The facts stated therein are true and based on

my personal knowledge.

I certify the foregoing statements made by me are true.

- foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, I am s

OM. pLENGH

Dated: May 8, 2015

12
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The Shady Bunch

i3y cranched's channel

* % A W ¥r 4.6 out of 5 (1.2K ratings)

DESCRIPTION

Acorn and their friends in a new TV showe, as heard Airst on the

Lars Larson radio show on Compass Mediz Networks.
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Nicholas J. Sacco

Nicholas J. Sacco uploaded a
new video.
Wednesday at 1114 AM - @

Lying Larry Wainstein and his "Shady

Bunch" want to take over North Bergen --
but we're not going to let them! Watch this
new ad to learn more about Wainstein and

the Shady Bunch and click SHARE to send
it to your friends! |
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Luz Hernandez
How funny @-

Barbara Stout
Love it |

Debbie Rivera
I just had to share it's to funny
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Mohammed Awadallah
LMAOOOOO best video yet !!
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Dave Prina |
Funmest thmg ever. Gaod job Paul
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ING LARRY WAINSTEIN.

Nick Sacco for Mayor Ad -- "The =
Shady Bunch”
NickSaccoNJ -

hed on May 6, 2015 - Lving Lamy
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