


2 of 2 
 

In the Report, Judge Gloade recommended dismissal of the unreasonable interference claim as 
moot because the January 2020 narrative statement, which was the only narrative statement pending at 
the time of the application filing, was found to be incomplete.   

, Loft Bd. Order No. 5069 (Sept. 23, 2021).  We agree.  Under § 2-01(h)(5)(iii), the Loft Board may 
issue an unreasonable interference finding if, in the course of performing the code-compliance work, an 
owner departs significantly from the estimated time schedule listed in the narrative statement.  Here, 
there was no estimated time schedule because the January 2020 narrative statement was incomplete, 
and it is also not clear that Owner was engaged in code compliance work.   

 
Additionally, we note that, although Tenant describes with meticulous specificity, Owner’s actions 

which have allegedly caused delays in achieving code compliance, Owner’s noncompliance with the 
statutory code compliance deadlines in MDL § 284 and 29 RCNY § 2-01(a) is not relevant.  The standard 
for unreasonable interference in 29 RCNY § 2-01(h) does not contain a reference to MDL § 284 or § 2-
01(a).  It only refers to the “estimated time schedule” required in the narrative statement pursuant to § 2-
01(d).  Noncompliance with statutory code compliance deadlines is not a basis for an unreasonable 
interference finding under 29 RCNY § 2-01(h).  The Loft Board has rejected attempts to impute other 
grounds for unreasonable interference in 29 RCNY § 2-01(h)(5).  , Loft Bd. Order 
No. 4428 (Sept. 17, 2015).    

 
The application for a finding of unreasonable interference is dismissed.   

 
DATED: June 26, 2025 
 
       ______________________________ 
       Guillermo Patino 
       Chairperson 
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