
 
 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

 
E.G., individually and as parent and natural 
guardian of A.I. and L.I., minor children; 
M.M., individually and as parent and natural 
guardian of E.H., L.H., Ev.P., and E.P., 
minor children; O.M., individually and as 
parent and natural guardian of A.M., a minor 
child; and COALITION FOR THE 
HOMELESS, on behalf of themselves and 
all others similarly situated, 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
THE CITY OF NEW YORK; NEW YORK 
CITY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION; 
RICHARD A. CARRANZA, as Chancellor of 
the New York City Department of Education; 
NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF 
SOCIAL SERVICES; STEVEN BANKS, as 
Commissioner of the New York City 
Department of Social Services; NEW YORK 
CITY DEPARTMENT OF HOMELESS 
SERVICES; JOSLYN CARTER, as 
Administrator of the New York City 
Department of Homeless Services; NEW 
YORK CITY HUMAN RESOURCES 
ADMINISTRATION; GARY JENKINS as 
Administrator of the New York City Human 
Resources Administration; NEW YORK 
CITY DEPARTMENT OF INFORMATION 
TECHNOLOGY AND 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS; and JESSICA 
TISCH, as Commissioner of the New York 
City Department of Information Technology 
and Telecommunications,, 
 
  Defendants. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:20-cv-9879 (AJN) 
 
 
 
 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT 
OF DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO 
DISMISS 
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