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RE Altn: FOUAdmindstrator - FOUrequest

COVER MESSAGE

Secratary, Tho Port Authority of New York and New Jersay
Via Fay o (212) 435878585

Afine FOE Adminiatrator

The federal civil case of Shostack v, Port Acthorily Of New
Yok & Now Jersey, Case No. 22001-ov-00177, seliled on or
about 06/12/2012.

Fwoukd like the following records;

1. The mwost recenily amended civil complaint fited in the
case {or, the original complaint if the complaint weas neves
amended) | dor’t need summonses, case information sheets,
cover letlers, elo

2. The agreemeant thal sets forth the tenms amd amount of
saefffament, e, the "selllemeant agreament” relataed {o the
above cited case.

Thank you.

John Patf

{(Vosioes - H

WWW. J2.COM

Fram: John Paff



THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & NJ

Daniel D. Duffy
FOI Administrator

September 5, 2012

Mr. John Paff
Re: Freedom of Information Reference No. 13369
Dear Mr. Paff:

This is a response to your July 31, 2012 request, which has been processed under the Port
Authority’s Freedom of Information Code (the “Code”) for copies of the most recently amended
civil complaint filed and the agreement that sets forth the terms and amount of settlement related
to the Federal Civil Case of Shostack vs. the Port Authority, Case No. 2:2011-cv-00177, settled
on or about June 12, 2012.

Material responsive to your request and available under the Code can be found on the Port
Authority’s website at http:/www.panynj.gov/corporate-information/foi/13369-0.pdf. Paper
copies of the available records are available upon request.

Material responsive to your request for the settlement agreement is exempt from disclosure
pursuant to Exemption (3) of the Code.

Please refer to the above FOI reference number in any future correspondence relating to your
request.

Very truly yours,

Daniel B/ Dufty
FOI Administrator

225 Park Avenue South
New , NY JO003
1212435 3642 F: 212455 7555
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SZAFERMAN LAKIND BLUMSTEIN & BLADER, P.C,
Daniel 8. Swoeetser, Esquire (D54458)
101 Grovers Mill Road, Snits 200
Lawrencevills, NT 08648
(609) 275-0400
(609)275-4511 FAX
dswectser@szafarmean.com
Attomeys for Plaméiff
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

HANNAH SHOSTACK,
No .

Plaintfy,
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PORT AUTHORFTY of. 1. . ; COMPLAINT
NEW-YORK & NEW JERSEY, : DEMAND

Defendant.

P T oot

Plaintiff Hannsh Shostnck for hcr ’mmplmntagamst defondant Port Authority of New

York & New Jersey states:
INJRODUCTION

Pleintiff Harmah Shostack is @ former esnployes of the defendant Port Authority of Now
Yl:rrk &: New ]'ursey ("Po:t Anﬂmnty") ‘On August II 2010 plamtlﬁ'waa informed that she
was bumg dwcharged withont notice or cause due fo thu nIlaged e!mnnaho:n of her pomtlon.
~ The reason given fortthonAnﬂw:ity’sdimhargoofplﬂinﬁ&'ia & pretext. The trus reason
plaintiff was discharged is that she is not affilisted with the Republican Party end/or the
administration of Republican Goveenor Chm Cﬂmsuethn: took _dﬁiﬁe on Januexy 19, 2010.

The position held by plamtiff st the time of her discharge did not require a political
affiliation, The Port Authority’s discharge of plaintiff based on her political affilistion violated

Pg
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her right to free spesch and her right tg political ass-ooinﬁon a3 guarantesd by the First and
Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Oonshmhan, and therafore violated 42 U.S.C 4. §
1983, Plaimtif? brings this aotjon to rodress the illagal and unconstitotional acts committed
against her by the Port Anfhority. |
JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Pursuant to 28 U.5.C.A. § 1331, this Court has subjbct matter jurisdiction over this action
becruso it involves a fedaral question arising under the Pirst and Fourteanth Amendraents to the
United Statss Constitution, and 42 U.S.CA. § 1983. Venus is proper in this District because
defendemt is pmﬁnlly located and does substantial husinees in New Jersey, platntiff was
employed in New Jersey and all of the acts and frapsactipns giving rise ta the violations of law
somplained of oppurred in the Distsiotof New Jampey. + & . . .. .. o

A R FIRST COUNI

1. Defendent Port Authority of:New:York & New Jersoy is the creation of am
interstate compast batween the statey of New York.qnd New Jersey designed to operate, overses
and maintain most of ths transpertation infrestructure in and shont the Ports of New York and

NewlJersey.. .- ... . .
2, - The Port Aunthority is hesdquartered.st 225 Park Avenne Sonth in New. York City

and -hes multipls officgs and buginess locations .in. New Jerwoy, inchiding Newark Liberty.

Intermationa] Airport and - Part Newark-Elizabeth Marine Terminal,
3 In the spring of 2009, plaintiff Henngh-Shostack was hired by the Port Authority
in its Office of Strategio Initlatives as the Liaison between the, Part Athority and the City of

Pg
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4, -Plaimiﬂ‘ was hired on the @ummn?daﬁm of former Port Authority Deputy
Director, Susan B-asa Levm who felt that plainﬁﬁ‘s 25 years of impeccabls public servics,
education and experiense made her & perfect fit for the position. Ms, Bass Levin is effliated with

_ and a prominent political ﬁétm in the Damccrauc Party.

5, On Jamuary 19, 2010, Rapublicean New Jersey Govunu'r Chrin Christie ook
office. |

6. At al] relevant times, plainﬁ.ﬂ'wag ;mt affilizted with fhe Republican Party or the
new administration of Govemar Christie. |

7. Plaintiff's position with the Port Authority did not require h&tio Ye affiliated with
anry political party or the adxnin‘;atraﬁunin sontrot Uﬁﬁewlcmayfs gtate government., .

8. . On or ebout August 11, 2010, plaintiff was informed fhat i:at poaiﬁdn was being
eliminated snd that sho would be discharged. . . - |

9, Plaintiff questioned the reason for l;&.d.ischatgc given that ghe had an exemplary
employment history with the Port Authority end was aware that just 8 month prior, the
l;reliminary 2011- Budget for the Port Authority had bm prepared and included plaintift’a
position., In responss 1o plaintiﬁ’s.inqn:iis', her supervisor Cruz RmmIl inrformed her that the

decision to dischergs her cams streight from Governor Christie’s office and there was nothing he
| could do-to save her job. - | |
10.  On or sbout the same dats that pleintiff was discharged, geveral ofher Port
Authority employces who also were not affitimted with the Republican Party or the
administration of Govarnor Christie were discharged without notics-or cause dua 1o the alleged
“elimination™ of their pogitions as. well. It is belioved and therefore alleged that the decision to
disc.hm'go. the other employees was also mads by dovernor_Ch:isﬁo’s office. . -
2
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11.  The reacon given by the Pqrt Autharity for plaintiff’s discharge is a pretext. The
real and motivating reason for the Port Authority’s decision to discharge plaintiff was her lack of

affiliation with the Republicen Party end/or the administration of Governor Christie.
12.

The Port Authority’s discharge of plaintiff constitutes political affiliation
discrimination n violstion of platntifs righs to free specch end her right to fres political

Constitution.

'.aswciaﬁonasgumaedbythaFimtmdFomtwnhAmmdmmnmﬂm{hﬁtadSmm

13.

The Port Authority’s unconstitutional and illegal discharge of plaintiff was in
gross violation of 42 U5 C. § 1983

14,  As a resnlt of the Port Authority’s wmoonstitutional and illegal discharge of

plaimtiff, she hes suffered and will in the firture suffer economiv loss, emotional distress, memtal
injury and other damages.

WHERRFORE, plaintiff Haonah Shostack demsnds judgment against the defendent
Port Authority New York & New Jersey for compensatory damages, punitive damages, intereat,

statutory attomneys’ fees and costs, and ail other relief that the Court deems equitable and just.

SZAFERMAN LAKIND BLUMSTEIN & BLADER, .C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SER
DATED:

January 11, 2011
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