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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 
---------------------------------------------------------------X 

MICHAEL ARNSTEIN, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- Index No.: 

STEIN SAKS, PLLC, JUDAH STEIN, ESQ., 
and JOHN DOES 1-5, 

Defendants. 

---------------------------------------------------------------X 

SUMMONS 

------

Plaintiff designates New York County as the place of trial. The 
basis of venue is Plaintiff's residence and the location where the 
harm occurred (CPLR § 503(a)). 

To the above-named Defendants: 

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED and required to serve upon Plaintiff, whose 
address is listed below, an Answer to the annexed Verified Complaint, or a Notice 
of Appearance, within the following time periods: 

Within 20 days after service of this Summons, exclusive of the day of 
service, if served by personal delivery within the State of New York; or 
Within 30 days after service is complete, if served in any other manner 
permitted by CPLR § 308 or CPLR § 313. 

TAKE NOTICE that should you fail to appear or answer, a judgment will be 
taken against you by default for the relief demanded in the Verified Complaint. 

This action is brought in Supreme Court, County of New York, pursuant to CPLR § 
301 and § 302, to recover damages for defamation and abuse of process, based 
on knowingly false and malicious statements published by Defendants in a court 
filing unrelated to Plaintiff, with actual malice and in violation of Plaintiff's 
constitutional, statutory, and common law rights. 
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Respectfully submitt d,

NATURE OF ACTION: 

This action seeks: 

Compensatory damages for emotional distress, reputational 
harm, and economic losses; 
Punitive damages to deter future abuse of the judicial 
process; 

• Injunctive or declaratory relief as deemed just and proper. 

( R7Jd;f;s 

Michael Arnstein 
Plaintiff Pro Se 
608 5th Avenue, 11th Floor 
New York, NY 10020 

Dated: June 19, 2025 
New York, New York 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

-------------------X 

MICHAEL ARNSTEIN, 
Plaintiff, 

-against- Index No.: 

STEIN SAKS, PLLC, JUDAH STEIN, ESQ., 
and JOHN DOES 1-5, 
Defendants. 

-------------------X 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 

I. NATURE OF THE ACTION 

------

1. This is a civil action for defamation, brought by Plaintiff Michael Arnstein against Stein 
Saks, PLLC and its managing attorney Judah Stein, for the publication of knowingly 
false, malicious, and defamatory statements in court filings that had no legal relevance, 
and were designed to humiliate, retaliate, and inflict reputational harm on Plaintiff. 

2. Plaintiff is a private individual who has accepted full responsibility for a prior federal 
conviction and has since worked diligently to rebuild his life. Defendants weaponized 
this history, publishing it in a litigation record to which Plaintiff was not a party, and 
doing so in a manner calculated to defame, embarrass, and silence him. 

3. In Defendants' public court filing, NYSCEF Document No. 22, they falsely claimed 
that: "Mr. Arnstein ... appeared before the Court in an overly aggressive, rude, 
demeaning, disrespectful and bullying manner." They also wrote, "A Michael Arnstein 
was sentenced to nine months in federal prison for conspiring to forge a federal judge's 
signature on counterfeit court orders ... " despite Plaintiff not being a party to the 
litigation. 
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------

4. These statements were not necessary to any legal argument, claim, or defense. They 
served no legitimate litigation function, and as such, fall entirely outside the scope of 
litigation privilege. 

5. This Court is respectfully urged to take judicial notice that Defendants are under 
active federal RICO investigation (Experian v. Stein Saks, et al., G.D. Cal. Case 
No. 8:24-cv-01186), and have been sanctioned by federal judges for unethical conduct 
and abuse of process in other matters, including Zinnamon v. Satya Jewelry 11, LLC, 
2023 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 74479 -------- evidence that their pattern of abusive litigation is 
widely recognized and legally sanctioned. 

5a. Defendants' filing constitutes malicious abuse of process and is part of a broader 
pattern of retaliation targeting individuals associated with legal accountability for Stein 
Saks' misconduct. 

6. Plaintiff seeks to hold Defendants accountable for their malicious misuse of judicial 
forums to defame non-parties, and for weaponizing the public record to inflict 
extrajudicial reputational harm. 

6a. Plaintiff seeks redress for this unwarranted public attack and demands that his 
reputation not be used as collateral damage in Defendants' vendetta. 

II. PARTIES 

7. Plaintiff Michael Arnstein is a natural person residing in New York County. 

8. Defendant Stein Saks, PLLC is a professional limited liability company organized in 
New Jersey, actively conducting legal business within the State of New York. 

9. Defendant Judah Stein, Esq. is a licensed attorney and the managing partner of Stein 
Saks, PLLC. 

10. Defendants John Does 1-5 are individuals employed by or affiliated with Stein Saks 
who participated in authoring, reviewing, or filing the defamatory statements. 
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111. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

11. Jurisdiction is proper under CPLR 301 and 302 as Defendants transacted business 
and committed tortious acts in New York. 

12. Venue is proper in New York County pursuant to CPLR 503(a) because Plaintiff 
resides here and the injury occurred in this County. 

IV. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

13. On or about June 2025, Defendants filed a memorandum of law and affirmation in 
the matter of Mark Goldberg v. Stein Saks, PLLC, Supreme Court, Bronx County, Index 
No. 809970/2025E. 

14. In that fi ling, Defendants gratuitously referred to Plaintiff by name and included 
salacious statements regarding his past conviction-accusing him of forgery and 
labeling him a "convicted felon"-without any connection to the issues or parties in that 
case. 

15. These statements were wholly irrelevant to the underlying litigation and were 
inserted for no reason other than to discredit Plaintiff due to his affiliations with parties 
critical of Defendants. 

16. Plaintiff was not a party to that litigation, and the statements made about him were 
not only false and defamatory but also designed to cause emotional distress and 
suppress protected advocacy. 

17. Defendants disseminated the statements through public court records via the 
NYSCEF system, ensuring maximum reputational damage. 

18. Defendants acted with actual malice, knowing their statements were unnecessary 
and with intent to cause reputational and psychological harm. 

19. These actions reflect a pattern of retaliatory abuse of judicial process to intimidate 
critics, consistent with documented misconduct in other proceedings. 
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V. CAUSES OF ACTION 

COUNT I: DEFAMATION 

20. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 19 as though 
fully set forth herein. 

21. Defendants published false, malicious, and defamatory statements about Plaintiff. 

22. The statements were not relevant to any legal argument or defense and served no 
purpose other than to defame. 

23. The publication was made with actual malice and reckless disregard for the truth. 

24. Plaintiff suffered emotional trauma, reputational harm, and economic damages as a 
result. 

COUNT II: ABUSE OF PROCESS 

25. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 24. 

26. Defendants used the judicial process for an ulterior purpose-namely, to retaliate 
against and intimidate Plaintiff and those associated with legal action against them. 

27. The inclusion of defamatory content against a non-party in a legal brief 
demonstrates a misuse of the court system for personal vendetta, not for the 
adjudication of any claim or defense. 

28. Plaintiff suffered injury from the misuse of process, including mental anguish, 
reputational harm, and a chilling of his First Amendment rights. 

VI. PRAYER FOR RELIEF WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the 
Court: 

A. Award compensatory damages in an amount to be determined at trial; 

B. Award punitive damages to deter future misconduct; 
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Respectfully ubmit d,

C. Award costs and disbursements; 

D. Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

Mic ael Arnstein Plaintiff Pro Se 
608 5th. Avenue 
11th. Floor 
New York, New York 10020 

Dated: June 19, 2025 
New York, New York 
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

---------------------------------------------------------------X 
MICHAEL ARNSTEIN, 

Plaintiff, 

-against- Index No.: 

STEIN SAKS, PLLC, JUDAH STEIN, ESQ., and 
JOHN DOES 1-5, 

Defendants. 
---------------------------------------------------------------X 

VERIFICATION 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK) 

I, MICHAEL ARNSTEIN, being duly sworn, depose and say: 

------

I am the Plaintiff in the within action. I have read the foregoing Verified Complaint 
and know the contents thereof; the same is true to my own knowledge, except as 
to matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as to those 
matters I believe them to be true. 

This verification is made by me because I am proceeding pro se and do not have 
counsel of record. 

I affirm under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

~~ 
Michael Arnstein 
Plaintiff Pro Se 

Dated: June 19, 2025 
New York, New York 
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