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T h e a b o v e- c a pti o n e d a cti o n w as i niti at e d o n J ul y 2 2, 2 0 2 4.  D kt. N o. 1.  O n S e pt e m b er 6, 
2 0 2 4, a m o n g ot h er b as es, D ef e n d a nt m o v e d t o dis miss t his a cti o n f or l a c k of s u bj e ct m att er 
j uris di cti o n u n d er R ul e 1 2( b)( 1) b as e d o n D ef e n d a nt’s cl ai m of s o v er ei g n i m m u nit y as a n ar m of 
t h e St at e of N e w J ers e y u n d er t h e El e v e nt h A m e n d m e nt.  D kt. N o. 2 0. 

O n J ul y 3, 2 0 2 5, t h e S u pr e m e C o urt gr a nt e d c erti or ari o n t h e q u esti o n “[ w] h et h er N e w 
J ers e y Tr a nsit C or p or ati o n is a n ar m of t h e St at e of N e w J ers e y f or i nt erst at e s o v er ei g n i m m u nit y 
p ur p os es. ”  G al ett e v. N J Tr a nsit C or p. , N o. 2 4- 1 0 2 1, 2 0 2 5 W L 1 8 2 9 1 6 0, at * 1 ( U. S. J ul y 3, 
2 0 2 5); N J Tr a nsit C or p. v. C olt , N o. 2 4- 1 1 1 3, 2 0 2 5 W L 1 8 2 9 1 6 2, at * 1 ( U. S. J ul y 3, 2 0 2 5).  O n 
J ul y 2 8, 2 0 2 5, D ef e n d a nt fil e d a l ett er, a d visi n g t h e C o urt of t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s gr a nt of 
c erti or ari.  D kt. N o. 3 9.  L at er t h at s a m e d a y, t h e C o urt dir e ct e d a n y p art y wis hi n g t o st at e a 
p ositi o n i n f a v or of or o p p osi n g a st a y of t his a cti o n p e n di n g t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d e cisi o n t o fil e 
a l ett er n o l at er t h a n J ul y 3 1, 2 0 2 5.  D kt. N o. 4 0.  O n J ul y 3 1, 2 0 2 5, D ef e n d a nt fil e d a l ett er, 
r e q u esti n g t h at t his a cti o n b e st a y e d b e c a us e it b eli e v es t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d et er mi n ati o n of 
N e w J ers e y Tr a nsit’s i nt erst at e s o v er ei g n i m m u nit y “ will n e c ess aril y i n cl u d e a d et er mi n ati o n of 
w h et h er N e w J ers e y Tr a nsit is a n ar m of t h e St at e of N e w J ers e y, ” w hi c h is a “ c e ntr al q u esti o n ” 
i n t h e p e n di n g m oti o n t o dis miss.  D kt. N o. 4 1.  Pl ai ntiff di d n ot fil e a l ett er r e g ar di n g its p ositi o n 
o n w h et h er a st a y p e n di n g t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d e cisi o n is w arr a nt e d. 

T h e C o urt a gr e es wit h D ef e n d a nt.  T h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d et er mi n ati o n of w h et h er N e w 
J ers e y Tr a nsit C or p or ati o n is a n ar m of t h e St at e of N e w J ers e y f or i nt erst at e s o v er ei g n i m m u nit y  
will p ot e nti all y b e dis p ositi v e of t his a cti o n, b e c a us e if t h at q u esti o n is d e ci d e d i n f a v or of 
D ef e n d a nt’s p ositi o n t his C o urt will l a c k j uris di cti o n o v er t his c as e i n its e ntir et y.  A c c or di n gl y, 
all pr o c e e di n gs i n t his c as e s h all b e S T A Y E D p e n di n g t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s r uli n g. 

D istri ct c o urts h a v e br o a d dis cr eti o n i n d et er mi ni n g w h et h er t o st a y pr o c e e di n gs.  Cli nt o n 
v. J o n es , 5 2 0 U. S. 6 8 1, 7 0 6 ( 1 9 9 7); s e e als o L o uis V uitt o n M all eti er S. A. v. L Y U S A, I n c. , 6 7 6
F. 3 d 8 3, 9 7 ( 2 d Cir. 2 0 1 2) ( “[ T] h e p o w er t o st a y pr o c e e di n gs is i n ci d e nt al t o t h e p o w er i n h er e nt
i n e v er y c o urt t o c o ntr ol t h e dis p ositi o n of t h e c a us es o n its d o c k et wit h e c o n o m y of ti m e a n d
eff ort f or its elf, f or c o u ns el, a n d f or liti g a nts. ” ) ( q u oti n g L a n dis v. N. A m. C o. , 2 9 9 U. S. 2 4 8, 2 5 4
( 1 9 3 6)).  Fi v e f a ct ors g e n er ally g ui d e a c o urt’s dis cr eti o n i n d e ci di n g w h et h er t o st a y a n a cti o n:
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( 1) T h e pri v at e i nt er ests of t h e pl ai ntiffs i n pr o c e e di n g e x p e diti o usl y wit h t h e ci vil 
liti g ati o n as b al a n c e d a g ai nst t h e pr ej u di c e t o t h e pl ai ntiffs if d el a y e d; ( 2) t h e pri v at e 
i nt er ests of a n d b ur d e n o n t h e d ef e n d a nts; ( 3) t h e i nt er ests of t h e c o urt; ( 4) t h e 
i nt er ests of p ers o ns n ot p arti es t o t his ci vil liti g ati o n; a n d ( 5) t h e p u bli c i nt er est. 

 
S V B Fi n. Gr p. v. F e d. D e p osit I ns. C or p. , N o. 2 3-C V -0 7 2 1 8 (J P C), 2 0 2 4 W L 3 2 5 2 5 9 7, at * 3 
( S. D. N. Y. J ul y 1, 2 0 2 4). 
 
 W ei g hi n g t h e s e  f a ct ors, t h e C o urt fi n ds t h at a st a y of t his c as e is w arr a nt e d.  “ C o urts 
wit hi n t his Cir c uit h a v e r o uti n el y st a y e d c as es ‘ w h e n a hi g h er c o urt is cl os e t o s ettli n g a n 
i m p ort a nt iss u e of l a w b e ari n g o n t h e a cti o n.’ ”  C o ns u m er Fi n. Pr ot. B ur e a u v. M o n e y Gr a m 
I nt’l, I n c., N o. 2 2-C V -0 3 2 5 6 ( K P F), 2 0 2 2 W L 1 7 5 4 7 4 3 8, at * 2 ( S. D. N. Y. D e c. 9, 2 0 2 2) ( q u oti n g 
Si k hs f or J ust. v. N at h , 8 9 3 F. S u p p. 2 d 5 9 8, 6 2 2 ( S. D. N. Y. 2 0 1 2)).  H er e, t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s 
d et er mi n ati o n of N e w J ers e y Tr a nsit’s i nt erst at e s o v e r ei g n i m m u nit y n e c ess aril y b e ars o n t h e 
t hr es h ol d q u esti o n of t his C o urt’s s u bj e ct-m att er j uris di cti o n t o h e ar t his a cti o n.  S e e, e. g. , N e w 
Y or k C o m m u niti es f or C h a n g e v. N e w Y or k St at e U nifi e d C o urt S yst e m/ Offi c e of C o urt 
A d mi nistr ati o n , 6 8 0 F. S u p p. 3 d 4 0 7, 4 1 3 ( S. D. N. Y. 2 0 2 3) (r aisi n g t h e iss u e of El e v e nt h 
A m e n d m e nt s o v er ei g n i m m u nit y s u a s p o nt e b e c a us e t h e e xist e n c e of s u bj e ct -m att er j uris di cti o n 
i s a t hr es h ol d i n q uir y).  E v e n if t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d e cisi o n w o ul d n ot dis p os e of t his e ntir e 
c as e, it will at t h e v er y l e ast pr o vi d e s u bst a nti al g ui d a n c e t o n arr o w t h e iss u es i n dis p ut e a n d 
p ot e nti all y f a cilit at e a r es ol uti o n.  “ A st a y is pr o p er e v e n w h er e t h e p e n di n g d e cisi o n m a y n ot 
s ettl e e v er y q u esti o n of f a ct a n d l a w b ef or e t h e c o urt, b ut i n all li k eli h o o d it will s ettl e m a n y a n d 
si m plif y t h e m all. ”  G o nz al ez d e F u e nt e v. Pr ef err e d H o m e C ar e of N e w Y or k L L C , N o. 1 8-C V -
0 6 7 4 9 ( A M D), 2 0 2 0 W L 7 3 8 1 5 0, at * 3 ( E. D. N. Y. F e b. 1 3, 2 0 2 0).  
 
 N o ot h er i nt er ests o ut w ei g h t h e f a ct ors s u p p orti n g a st a y.  T o st art, Pl ai ntiff h as n ot 
ass ert e d a n y pr ej u di c e t o its i nt er ests if t h e C o urt w er e t o st a y t his a cti o n.  A n d t h e C o urt d o es 
n ot fi n d t h at a n y f urt h er d el a y o n t h e r es ol uti o n of D ef e n d a nt’s m ot i o n t o dis miss, f or a k n o w n 
p eri o d, w o ul d si g nifi c a ntl y pr ej u di c e Pl ai ntiff’s i nt er ests i n pr o c e e di n g e x p e diti o usl y wit h t his 
liti g ati o n— es p e ci all y w h e n a st a y of t his c as e w o ul d a v oi d p ot e nti all y pr otr a ct e d or d u pli c ati v e 
liti g ati o n or a p p e als, a n d a p ot enti al w hi ps a wi n g of o ut c o m es s h o ul d t his C o urt d e ci d e t h e  k e y 
l e g al iss u e of D ef e n d a nt’s cl ai m of El e v e nt h A m e n d m e nt i m m u nit y o nl y t o h a v e t h at d e cisi o n 
c o u nt er m a n d e d b y t h e S u pr e m e C o urt i n t h e f or es e e a bl e f ut ur e.  Al b ert v. Bl u e Di a m o n d 
Gr o w ers , 2 3 2 F. S u p p. 3 d 5 0 9, 5 1 3 ( S. D. N. Y. 2 0 1 7) ( u n d er t h es e cir c u mst a n c es, a st a y w o ul d 
cl e arl y “ pr o m ot e t h e i nt er est of n o n -p arti es a n d t h e p u bli c t o c o ns er v e j u di ci al r es o ur c es a n d 
pr o m ot e j u di ci al e c o n o m y. ”).  
 
 A c c or di n gl y, t his c as e is S T A Y E D p e n di n g t h e S u pr e m e C o urt’s d e cisi o n i n G al ett e a n d 
C olt .  Wit hi n 1 4 d a ys of t h at d e cisi o n, t h e p arti es s h all s u b mit a j oi nt l ett er pr o p osi n g n e xt st e ps 
i n t his c as e.  T h e Cl er k of C o urt is r es p e ctf ull y dir e ct e d t o m ar k t his c as e S T A Y E D. 
 
D at e d:  A u g ust 1, 2 0 2 5                                                       S O O R D E R E D.   

N e w Y or k , N e w Y or k                
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