
Law Offices of
Ravi Ivan Sharma
A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
404 Park Avenue South, 14th Floor, New York, New York 10016

212 686 3434 x212
FAX 212 202 4598*
sharmalaw.com

ravi@sharmalaw.com*
September 7, 2004
BY OVERNIGHT FEDEX

Honorable Laura Drager, JSC
New York State Supreme Court

111 Centre Street, Rm. 684

New York, NY 10013


RE: Kleinberg v. Sherrill, Docket No. 350228/2004
Dear Judge Drager:
I am writing to you to raise various discovery issues.
First, with regard to the deadline for requests for discovery and inspection and for deposition of the plaintiff, I inadvertently failed to serve the same as a result of my failure to properly calendar the required dates. I am unsure at this time whether such was caused by my failure to initially enter the dates or by some other computer software failure. Nonetheless, as soon as I discovered this oversight I immediately dispatched such requests to plaintiff’s counsel.

It should be noted that my requests are mirror images of those requested by plaintiff of defendant and should not be objectionable as to content. At this time, defendant has responded to plaintiff’s requests although the depositions of the parties have not taken place.
As an initial matter, plaintiff’s counsel has rebuffed this late service notwithstanding his client’s current failure to provide responses to interrogatories, provide a petition and provide an answer to the counterclaim for divorce, all served on June 1, 2004 and requested of counsel numerous times since then.

I would not like to resort to formal motion practice if all possible given my client’s frail financial position. She is currently not able to keep current with her legal fees and Mr. Kleinberg has failed to live up to his part of the stipulation to pay for all of his daughter’s expenses as set forth in my previous letter to you of July 20, 2004.
Finally, I believe an enlargement of time to deal with discovery set forth in the court’s order is required since my observation of only portion of the copious (11 filled boxes of documents) indicates that much of Mr. Kleinberg and his family’s expenses were paid for or through the marital companies such that a clear picture of both Mr. Kleinberg’s actual income and the actual value of the company is not so clear. The copying/scanning of such documents is yet to be completed at this time despite the cooperation of both counsel to get this done. The documents are extremely voluminous and the necessity of scanning the same at plaintiff’s counsels office only during hours in which their library is available has had a slowing effect through no fault of either side.
I have attached some correspondence between counsel indicative of my efforts to resolve these issues amicably. I am hopeful that we my yet resolve at least the discovery issues prior to our appearance before you on Friday.

In furtherance of my letter regarding Mr. Kleinberg’s failure to pay Anabelle’s expenses, I am enclosing itemized receipts.

Finally, at Friday’s appearance, I will request to the court to re-visit the issue of pendente lite attorney’s fees. Attached are affidavits showing that my client received and received no income from the books she has published.

Very truly yours,

Ravi Ivan Sharma

/Enlcosures

Cc: Kevin McDonough, Esq., Dawn Cardi, Esq. by facsimile






* Such does not constitute consent to service by facsimile or email


Law Offices of
Ravi Ivan Sharma


letter to court 004 re discovery.doc

