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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
PANTHERS CAPITAL, LLC 

Plaintiff 
-against- 

FRUIT STREET HEALTH INC and LAURENCE 
NATHANIEL GIRARD,  

Defendants.

:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:

Index No. 656880/2021 

THIRD PARTY SUMMONS 

FRUIT STREET HEALTH INC and LAURENCE 
NATHANIEL GIRARD, 

Third-Party Plaintiffs, 

-against- 

PANTHERS CAPITAL, LLC, BENJAMIN 
ISAACOV, and the JOHN DOE AND JANE DOE 
INVESTORS,  

Third-Party Defendants 

:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:
:

TO: Benjamin Isaacov  
         157 Church Street  

New Haven, CT 06510  

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to answer the complaint in this action, and to serve a copy of 

your reply on the Defendants-Counterclaimants' attorneys within 20 days after service of this 

summons, exclusive of the day of service (or within 30 days after the service is complete if this 
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summons is not personally delivered to you within the State of New York).  If you fail to appear 

or answer, judgment will be taken against you by default for the relief demanded in the complaint. 

Date: December 28, 2021  
Respectfully submitted, 
WHITE & WILLIAMS LLP 

Shane R. Heskin 
7 Times Square, Suite 2900 
New York, New York 10036 
(215) 864-6329 
heskins@whiteandwilliams.com
Attorneys for Defendants/Third Party 
Plaintiffs 
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 SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
 COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
PANTHERS CAPITAL, LLC 

Plaintiff 
-against- 

FRUIT STREET HEALTH INC and LAURENCE 
NATHANIEL GIRARD,  

Defendants.

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

Index No. 656880/2021 

VERIFIED ANSWER TO 
COMPLAINT, AFFIRMATIVE 
DEFENSES AND 
COUNTERCLAIM 

FRUIT STREET HEALTH INC and LAURENCE 
NATHANIEL GIRARD, 

                                          Counterclaim Plaintiffs, 

            -against- 

PANTHERS CAPITAL, LLC, BENJAMIN 
ISAACOV, and the JOHN DOE AND JANE DOE 
INVESTORS,  

                                        Counterclaim Defendants 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

Defendants Fruit Street Health, Inc., (“Fruit Street”), and Laurence N. Girard (“Girard”) 

(collectively, “Defendants”), by and through their attorneys White and Williams LLP, hereby 

answer the complaint filed in the Supreme Court of the State of New York, County of New York 

(NYSCEF 1), as follows:  

1. Defendants lack sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1.  
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2. Defendants admit that Fruit Street is a company organized under the laws of the 

State of New York.  

3. Defendants admit that Girard is a resident of New York.  

4. Denied as stated.  Defendants admit that on or about August 12, 2021, Plaintiffs 

and Fruit Street entered into an agreement titled “Secured Purchase Agreement” (the 

“Agreement”).   The remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4 constitute legal conclusions 

to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

5. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 5 constitute legal conclusions to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself. 

6. Denied as stated.  The allegations contained in paragraph 6 constitute legal 

conclusions to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants 

deny those allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents 

of the Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

7. Denied as stated.  The allegations contained in paragraph 7 constitute legal 

conclusions to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants 

deny those allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents 

of the Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

8. Denied as stated.  The allegations contained in paragraph 8 constitute legal 

conclusions to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants 

FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 01/10/2022 04:35 PM INDEX NO. 656880/2021

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 10 RECEIVED NYSCEF: 01/12/2022

4 of 26

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


3 

28177275v.1

deny those allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents 

of the Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.   

AS AND FOR A FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

9. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 9 constitute legal conclusions to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

10. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 10 constitute legal conclusions to 

which to no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

11. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 11 constitute legal conclusions to 

which to no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

12. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 12 constitute legal conclusions to 

which to no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 

allegations.  Moreover, to the extent the allegations attempt to misconstrue the contents of the 

Agreement, Defendants refer the Court to the Agreement, which speaks for itself.  

AS TO THE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

13. Denied.  The allegations contained in paragraph 13 constitute legal conclusions to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny those 
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