{[Pinellas, State of Florida.

i i 2. That at all times herein mentioned, Defendant DELTA AIR LINES, INC. maintained a

A 4, That at all times herein mentioned, Defendant DELTA AIR LINES, INC. was, and still is, |

|| naving a place of business in New York.

‘bearing International Flight Number 263 designated for air travel from Paris, France to New York, United .

|l States.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YOREK
G S S T iy B ot X Tndex Noy /4 5651 / ZolH
Date Purchased: § ~z=—2¢|

GAIL HAMILTON,
VERIFIED COMPLAINT
Plaintiff,
- against -
DELTA AIR LINES, INC. and “JANE DOE”, name j
being unknown, !
1l Defendants. !i

; Plaintiff, by her attorneys, JONATHAN D’ AGOSTINO & ASSOCIATES, P.C., complaining of the |

! IDefendants, respectfully alleges, upon information and belief: f

1. That at the time of the commencement of this action, Plaintiff resided in the County of

liresidence in the County of New York, State of New York.

3. That this action falls within one or more of the exemptions set forth in CPLR §1602,

:a domestic corporation duly organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York |
i

5. That at all times herein mentioned, Defendant DELTA AIR LINES, INC. was, and still is,
2 foreign corporation duly organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of New York *
| Ehan.ring a place of business in New York.

6. That at all times herein mentioned, Defendant DELTA AIR LINES, INC. owned an airplane }

i

A

7. Thatat all times herein mentioned, the aforesaid airplane was operated by Defendant DELTA. : l
ATR LINES, INC.
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JOE?, mamebeingunknowi,

5098, Plantitt had erirayvelitinerary £ ol DELTA Bligh\imberdes
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18. The above mentioned occurrence, and the results thereof, were caused by the negligence of |

the Defendants and/or said Defendants’ agents, servants, employees and/or licensees in the ownership,
i
operation, management, maintenance and control of the aforesaid cart and airplane. !

"s 19.  That no negligence on the part of the Plaintiff contributed to the occurrence alleged herein

F

fin any manner whatsoever.

j

‘il i
: 20. The above mentioned occurrence and the results thereof were due to and caused by the
; |
inegligence ofthe Defendants, and its agents, servants, employees and/or licensees innegligently, carelessly | |

‘and recklessly in fajling to protect the plaintiff; in failing to properly train employees; in failing to prevent . I

| §Iinjury and/or further injury to plaintiff; in failing to safely operate a cart in the isle of said airplane and in ’
otherwise being negligent. |
\ | 91.  That because of the above stated negligence, Plaintiff GAIL HAMILTON was caused o
Evsus’tain serious injuries and to have suffered pain; that these injuries and their effects will be permanent; and
I las aresult of said injuries Plaintiffhas been caused to incur, and will continue to incur, expenses formedical |
: fcarc and atiention; and, as a further result, Plaintiff was, and will continue to be, rendered unable to perform f

‘Plaintiff's normal activities and duties and has sustained a resultant loss therefrom.

22.  That by reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff GAIL HAMILTON was damaged in a sum which |

E

‘exceeds the jurisdictional limits of all lower courts which would otherwise have jurisdiction,
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against the Defendants herein in an amount which:

i

exceeds the jurisdictional limits of the lower courts; altogether with the costs, interest and disbursements:‘@if

"this action. f'

st

Dated: Staten Island, New York
, June 20, 2024

as v e Py

JONATHAN D’AGOSTINO & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

3309 Richmond Avenue

Staten Island, New York 10312

718-967-1600

Our File No. Q26220-M222106
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