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

X
In the Matter of the Application of
PHILIP NOBILE, AFFIRMATION OF
' JORDANA SHENKMAN IN
SUPPORT OF

Plaintiff, ~DEFENDANTS’ CROSS
MOTION TO DISMISS AND

-against- OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR
BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY SCHOOL A PRELIMINARY
DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK: CARMEN INJUNCTION
FARINA, in her official capacity as Chancellor of the
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NEW Index No. 150914/17

YORK: and. KAREN SCOTT, in her official capacity as
Superintendent, District 14 of the CITY SCHOOL
DISTRICT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK,

Defendants.

[, JORDANA SHENKMAN, an attorney admitted to practice before the Courts
of the State of New York, affirms, pursuant to Rule 2106 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules
(*CPLR™) and under penalty of perjury. that:

1. I am an attorney with the New York City Department of Education’s (“DOE™)
Office of Legal Services.

2. I was assigned to represent the DOE in its Education Law § 3020-a charges
brought against Plaintiff Philip Nobile on April 21, 2016.
3. On October 7, 2016, I attended a pre-hearing conference in the matter in front of

Hearing Officer (*“HO™) Mary O’Connell. At the conference, Plaintiff was represented by New

York State United Teachers Union attorney Christopher Callagy.
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4. During the pre-hearing conference, HO O’Connell had denied Plaintiff’s motion
to dismiss the charges. Thereafter. we went off the record to discuss settlement and reached an
agreement in which the DOE agreed to discontinue the § 3020-a hearing in exchange for
Plaintiff’s irrevocable retirement from the DOE, effective January 31, 2017.

A, I recorded the agreement in a document entitled “Post-Charge Stipulation of
Settlement.” Attached here as Exhibit A. I included four signatures lines in the agreement — for
Plaintiff, his attorney. Plaintiff’s supervisor (District 14 Superintendent Karen Watts) and myself
as the DOE attorney.

6. Ms. Watts was not present at the pre-hearing conference: however, it is DOE’s
practice to include the employee’s supervisor’s signature on such agreements.

7. As the DOE attorney, I have authority to negotiate and enter into such stipulations
of settlement and bind the DOE by signing stipulations.

8. We then went back on the record to inform the HO that an agreement had been
reached. A copy of the Stipulation was provided to the HO, who asked Plaintiff a series of
questions about his understanding of the Stipulation and his intention to enter into it.

9. After the HO adjourned the pre-hearing conference, Plaintiff, his attorney. and |

all signed the Stipulation.

10. A copy of the pre-hearing conference transcript is attached as Exhibit B.
11.  Irecall having a conversation with Plaintiff and his attorney during the signing of

the Stipulation regarding the process for providing Plaintiff with a copy of the agreement once
Ms. Watts had signed it. 1 do not recall the exact words used in the conversation. At no time
was there any discussion about whether Plaintiff had a right to rescind the agreement and his

irrevocable resignation.
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2. Thereafter, Plaintiff’s matter was removed from the DOE’s trial calendar and I
forwarded the Stipulation to Ms. Watts for her signature.

13. On October 11, 2016, Mr. Callagy notified me that Plaintiff wished to rescind the
agreement and his resignation. At no time did [ ever indicate to Mr. Callagy that DOE would

accept Plaintiff’s rescission.

Dated: New York, New York
February 14, 2017

Qm Jong \O/{\m!ému«_

JORDANA SHENKMAN
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THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
THE UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

In the Matter of the Disciplinary Proceeding
NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Complainant,

-against-
POST-CHARGE
STIPULATION
OF
SETTLEMENT

PHILIP NOBILE,

SED File # 29,258
Respondent.
X

Pursuant to Education Law §3020-a.
Arbitrator Mary O’Connell

WHEREAS, the Department of Education of the City of New York
commenced disciplinary charges against Philip Nobile, (‘Respondent”), a tenured
teacher currently assigned to the Absent Teacher Reserve (“ATR") in District 14,

pursuant to Education Law §3020-a and the Collective Bargaining Agreement; and

WHEREAS, the parties desire to eliminate the need for a formal hearing,

have held discussions where they were represented by counsel, have had all terms
and conditions of this Stipulation of Settlement thoroughly explained and now
freely consent to enter into this Stipulation of Settlement; such consent not having
been induced by fraud, duress, or any other influence; and

WHEREAS, no other person not a party to this proceeding has an interest
in its outcome, and no party to this proceeding is an infant or incompetent person

for whom a committee has been appointed; and
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WHEREAS, the parties have reached an agreement as to the complete and

final resolution of this matter;

NOW IT IS HEREBY AGREED AND STIPULATED by and between said
parties that this matter shall be fully resolved as follows:

1. Subject to the terms and conditions enumerated in this Stipulation of
Settlement, the Department agrees to discontinue the disciplinary hearing
against Respondent with regards to disciplinary charges preferred on April 21,
2016 and further agrees that it will take no further disciplinary action against
Respondent relating to the same.

2. Respondent agrees to irrevocably retire from his employment with the New
York City Department of Education, effective close of business January 31,
2017. Respondent’s written irrevocable retirement is annexed hereto as Exhibit
“A.

3. Respondent is to remain assigned to the ATR pool, until his retirement date
as stated above, pursuant to the current contract between the DOE and the
United Federation of Teachers.

4. Respondent understands that this irrevocable retirement may or may not affect
his ability to work for a vendor doing business with the DOE. The DOE
represents that in any case where the DOE has denied a vendor the ability to
employ a person by virtue of the individual's irrevocable retirement, a review of
the matter will be done by Human Resources. Although the DOE has the final
decision concerning employment, the DOE will not unreasonably deny a vendor

from hiring former DOE employee who has irrevocably retired.
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5. The parties to this Stipulation of Settlement knowingly waive their right to make
any legal or equitable claims or to initiate legal or administrative proceedings
of any kind against each other or against their respective employees, relating
to or arising out of this matter, except to enforce this Stipulation of Settlement.
Respondent further agrees to withdraw any charges, grievances, claims or
actions relating to or arising out of this matter.

6. Respondent affirms that he has entered into this agreement freely, knowingly
and openly, without coercion or duress and that he has voluntarily waived all
statutory, contractual, constitutional or other rights he may have held in this

matter for a hearing in accordance with Education Law §3020-a and the

applicable collective bargaining agreement.

7. The Respondent affirms that he has had access to counsel in reaching this
agreement and has consulted with counsel regarding the terms of this
Stipulation of Settlement and has entered into this agreement with the advice
and consent of his counsel.

8. Nothing in this Stipulation shall be deemed to be a practice or policy of the New
York City Department of Education or District 14.

9. The parties agree that all signatures obtained by facsimile are deemed to be
originals.

10. This written agreement contains all the terms and conditions agreed upon by
the parties hereto and no other agreement, oral or otherwise, regarding said
allegations and charges shall be deemed to exist or to bind the parties hereto

or to vary any of the terms contained herein.
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11.Respondent understands that a copy of this Stipulation shall be maintained in
his personnel file, the files maintained at the Office of Legal Services of the

Department of Education, and the files maintained by District 14.

ated: Ly M t
Dat d.O&&o&er T, A 0//6 Pg"gﬁ?&/) ol
Respondent

Dated: | 0/7 /(’(O

RICHARD E. C AGRANDE
Attorney for Respondent

52 Broadway, 9" Floor

New York, New York 10004

BY: Chris Callagy, Esq., of Counsel

Dated: [O’{?>i b K&% /(/\r)‘&'{_'f;

Karen Watts
Superintendent
District 14

Dated: (O( > [[(Q;

BRANTLEY, ESQ.
Attorney for Complainant
Office of Legal Services
NYC Department of Education
100 Gold Street, Suite 3401
New York, NY 10007

By: Jordana Shenkman, Esq.
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EXHIBIT “A”

Philip Nobile
421 Degraw Street
Brooklyn, New York 11217

Date: October 7, 2016
Karen Watts
Superintendent
District 14

Dear Ms. Watts:

| hereby irrevocably retire from the New York City Department of
Education, effective close of business January 31, 2017.

Clukr Nolids

Philip Nobile
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THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
THE UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Sheet 1

In the Matter of
NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
V.
PHILIP NOBILE

Section 3020-a Education Law Proceeding (File #29,2 58)
DATE: October 7, 2016
TIME: 10:00 a.m. to 2:50 p.m.
LOCATION: NYC Department of Education

Office of Legal Services
100 Gold Street, 3rd Floor
New York, NY 10038

BEFORE: MARY J. O'CONNELL, ESQ.
HEARING OFFICER

APPEARANCES: FOR THE COMPLAINANT:
JORDANA SHENKMAN, ESQ., of Counsel
NYC Department of Education
Office of Legal Services
49-51 Chambers Street
New York, NY 10007
Telephone: (212) 374-6741
jshenkman@schools.nyc.gov

FOR THE RESPONDENT:
CHRIS CALLAGY, ESQ., of Counsel

Office of Richard E. Casagrande

52 Broadway, 9th Floor

New York, New York 10004

Telephone: (212) 533-6300
ccallagy@nysutmail.org

Ubiqus Reporting, Inc. 10-07-16 SED No. 29,258 In the Matter of Mr. Nobile
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PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016 1
(The hearing commencetle0 a.m.) 2
THE HEARING OFFICER: Gbmormning. 3
We're here in the matter of NewkYGity 4
Department of Education and Philgile. Did 5
| pronounce that correctly, sir? 6
MR. PHILIP NOBILE: Almbs 7
THE HEARING OFFICER: Qka 8

MR. NOBILE: Nobile. 9

THE HEARING OFFICER: bile, okay. 10
State Education Department Filenkier 29,258, 11
My name is Mary O'Connell, therregofficer 12
assigned to this matter. Toddriay, 13
October 7th, 2016. Counsel, magve your 14
appearances, please? 15

MS. JORDANA SHENKMANDrdiana 16
Shenkman for the Department ofdatian. 17

MR. CHRIS CALLAGY: ChrCallagy for 18
the Respondent and the generaisgdin our 19
office who is Richard E. Casageand 20

THE HEARING OFFICER: dhnote, 21
obviously, for the record that Respondent is 22
present. At this time, we arengao go off 23
the record to attend to a few austriative 24
matter. 25

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

[OFF THE RECORD, Gettrmpies]
[ON THE RECORD, Gettingpes, 10:25
am,]

THE HEARING OFFICER: Bamn the

record in this pre-hearing confegenl note
that this matter has been assignether
hearing officer and it's the fifst seeing of
amotion to dismiss and the Respatisldemand
for a bill of particulars. At ghpoint, why
don't | listen to your argumenttoe motion to
dismiss and then we'll kind ofetkdrom
there.

So, first in supportioé motion?

MR. CALLAGY: Well--goautorning,
everybody. Madam Hearing Offics, |
think, pretty clearly demonstraltgcthe number
of decisions, one of which iscite our brief
motion and that is that these pedmgs are
not designed to or intended texteine whether
or not criminal conduct had beemmiitted. We
have not taken a position nor édeday that
in any way the DOE is prohibiteshi going
after underlying conduct that haye formed a
basis for some other allegatioaregst or

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

conviction under some penal statute

But the underlying contlwould be
the issue. Itis our position fiyatl know,
under 3020-a, hearing officers $jnjo not
have the power to say yes, thalvbave heen
acrime. They just don't haveahthority to
do so. That belongs to other parti
Obviously, it's about misconduand that's
why the underlying conduct is tgame, of
COUrse.

But that's really théstance of why
part of the charges we've movedigmiss to
the extent it's asking you to heaconclusion
regarding whether or not condsicriminal.
Obviously, there may be introduirgd
evidence, evidence of convictibsame
offense, that we don't objecstpiece of
evidence. But the underlying agsiovould
remain the nature of the procegdimd if not,
anything that goes to somethimplsory
should be dismissed as beyond duthority.
So, that's simply what it is.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Mhenkman?

MS. SHENKMAN: | belitieis notion

Ubiqus Reporting, Inc. 10-07-16 SED No. 29,258 In the Matter of Mr. Nobile
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PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

is not really applicable to thercfes that you
have at hand because, clearlyufrgad the -
-[00:01), the same specificatidhsy don't
ask you to make any determinatfosudwhether
or not a crime was committed. Thaly talk
about specifically, whether or hetviolated
the regulation in C-105, which, yéses
mention the word crime or violatend arrest,
because it's laid out in thisipatar
regulation that an employee isgatiéd if
they're arrested on a violatioa erime to
report that to his or her empleyand also,
obligated to report a convictidrarime or
violation. So to that extent thegords appear
In here, but we are not asking tgomake any
conclusion about the Respondemineitting a
crime. We're only asking you taleate as in
Specification 3 the underlying doct which
defense counsel, | think, cantsetair game
here. So, that's our respongiet

MR. CALLAGY: If I mayeg one thing
to Ms. Shenkman, the motion haghtgibmitted,
which we're talking about novalmut the
preamble and then the foregoifigere is a

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

mention of criminal conduct in fireamble to
this specification as is there inethe
foregoing constitutes to the dedieé that
means that there has to be sothe it
does, judgement made by the heafiiger to
determine whether criminal conchard occurred.
To that degree, | think those pisashould be
dismissed from the proceeding.

Also, | think, it maytrize--| don't
know how it could be known to tearing
officer, but the one of the thingsich | don't
think is in dispute, is the natoféhe
offense that forms, at least, pathe
charges was not a crime. Thagther
thing. We're not even talking @ crime.
We're talking about a convictiompart, that
goes to harassment, but not aircaim
conviction. That's all.

MS. SHENKMAN: Right.hdt's correct
and we can get into this latefsf
necessary, but just to clarify tia Nobile
was convicted was is under the Newsey penal
code, soit's a little hit diffatéhan what
we're used in New York. Butitiere like the

6
1 PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016
2 equivalent of a violation heres #ctually
3 in between, in New Jersey, whatvks convicted
4 of is actually in between a viaatiand what
5 would be equivalent of a violateamd a B
6 misdemeanor here. But, yes, liketion,
7 it's not considered a crime, agidered a
8 criminal offense. We will arguéstehow C-105

9 still contemplates the convictidrawiolation
10 as it states that in C-105.
1 But as to the point tigt motion to
12 dismiss refers to the preambierforegoing
13 portion, in my opinion, | thinkattthe
14 preamble and the foregoing porisonst a
15 description of what the condueticharged
16 may or may constitute under thecation law
17 and the rule and regulations oiN@rk State
18 and 3020-a. When you have afset 0
19 specification in front of you, yinot asked
20 to make a determination aboufahegoing or
21 the preamble, you're only asketidtie a
22 determination about whether orRespondent is
23 quilty of Specification 1, 2, 3b4. So
24 ﬁtill think that it shouldn't rigebe an issue
25 ere.

1 PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016
2 MR. CALLAGY: That's arye
3 interesting point which I'd likedgree with
4 you on, but I think it's kind ofarable to
5 Respondents generally, but | dbirk it's
6 true. 1think the charges, thefming
7 constitute, and even though weyateell on
8 that, | think does have legal megrand |

9 think does go to the range of (megenalties
10 or remedies the hearing officer eater into
11 at the end of the case if any.
12 So, I do think it magiealthough |
13 understand your point, Ms. Sherkstteat it's
14 fundamentally it's talking the Gifieations.
15 | understand that, but | do wagt-- don't
16 want to waive any possible arguniesay that
17 no, we're not, we shouldn't bieiig about and
18 we're not, in fact, talking abantany event,
19 criminal conduct.
20 THE HEARING OFFICER: &k What I'd
21 like to do because | just receitresland |
22 want to review the specificatiepat some
23 point, go off the record and It consider
24 this, but | think | certainly chave a
25 decision for you today.

Ubiqus Reporting, Inc. 10-07-16 SED No. 29,258 In the Matter of Mr. Nobile
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PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

In the meantime, do weho go
through the hill of particularstts get kind
of that work done.

MS. SHENKMAN: Sure.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Qka

MS. SHENKMAN: Oh, soriygave you
my marked copy, o here's the biay.

MR. CALLAGY: Let the red reflect--

[Laughter]

[crosstalk|

MS. SHENKMAN: So we gast go
through paragraph by paragraph.

THE HEARING OFFICERthink that
makes sense if that's okay wighRlespondent.

MR. CALLAGY: Yes.

MS. SHENKMAN: Startingth Paragraph
1, no objection other than, ofrsayiwhen
defense asks for addresses agghtehe
numbers, that would only be wasktact
information. We're not going teeyout
personal addresses or cellphongats.

MR. CALLAGY: That's uidtood, at
least, for present purposes, oblpm.

MS. SHENKMAN: As to fgraph 2, no

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

objection.

Paragraph 3, no objection

Paragraph 4, | don'tkhis
applicable as there's no SCI or OS
investigation involved here. Tisigust the
C-105 violation which that inforriuat is sent
to us by OPI so there's not a ticl
investigation like you might haes in some
of the other cases.

Have you done a C-10éedaefore?

THE HEARING OFFICER: o this
lifetime.

MS. SHENKMAN: Theres 8CI or OSI
investigation investigated.

THE HEARING OFFICER: drprior
context, | was familiar with that.

MS. SHENKMAN: Okay. AsParagraph
5, no objection.

Paragraph 6, no objectio

Paragraph 7, we do hakthe
Respondent get ahold of his owsqrenel file
and | believe that he--when |ealko the
secretary at the school, they &witlthey had
already provided a copy.

10

11

1

12

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

MR. CALLAGY: | think tha true.

MS. SHENKMAN: To the Regident.

MR. NOBILE: They madavailable
but because of all of the postpagrdrand so
on, I haven't gone by and pickagit It's
only four blocks away from my hogsell try
to do it today.

MS. SHENKMAN: So just fee know if
there's any problem with thatan make a
phone call on your behalf, busheuld be able
to do that on his own.

MR. NOBILE: Thanks.

MS. SHENKMAN: Where & Paragraph
8. It's not applicable to thiseas it does
not involve students.

Paragraph 9, no objectither than
the same thing, again, no persadatesses or
phone numbers, just work inforomati

MR. CALLAGY: No objeoti to that.

MS. SHENKMAN: Paragreffh not
really applicable because it ddémve to do
with conduct that occurred in slaghis is
conduct between two adults.

MR. CALLAGY: Okay.

13

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

MS. SHENKMAN: Paragralih no
objection.

And we would ask, of csyrthat if
Respondent has any exculpatoryrinddion to
provide to that us, to make us avedthat as
well as we would ask for reciprodiscovery
just in reasonable amount of timebk over
before whatever witness testifiet tlay.

MR. CALLAGY: UnderstantiVe would,
as you know, it's our practicgiie you
whatever we're going to use oehaied on
prior to when we begin the defenigou rest
your case, we'll give you thabmfation such
as | have it and I'l give it towas | go
along if we acquire more of isomething
else. No problem.

THE HEARING OFFICER: dnappreciate
the parties cooperating in fuiti their
mutual discovery obligations.

Okay, at this point, wdgn't we go
off the record. Let me just reviie motion
and we go back about that. Ieetheing to
be--why don't we do that and twercan talk
about future stuff later. Okay.

Ubiqus Reporting, Inc. 10-07-16 SED No. 29,258 In the Matter of Mr. Nobile
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PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

[OFF THE RECORD, Revieacdments

|OFF THE RECORD, Revieacdments,
11:00a.m,]

THE HEARING OFFICER: Qkdack on
the record. I've had an opporjutatreview
the motion and the arguments madgokh sides
and the motion to dismiss as wethe
specifications in this matter.

And I find, looking pelar at the
specifications that none of thecszations
request that | rule on whethenatran
activity was a crime. They conoahether or
not the Respondent failed to i€l a copy
of a criminal complaint and cectite of
disposition as well as severabottlegations
which do not allege criminal cootlu

So, insofar my chargmigeview the
specifications to determine whetivaot those
specifications have been provehthat those
specifications do not request tioigtermine
whether or not criminal conducs bacurred,
the motion is denied.

I'm mindful that the Readent has
pointed out that the referencagitainal

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

conduct occur in the prelude anthen
foregoing. However, that, for theposes of
this hearing, that is irrelevalty charge is
to determine the specifications ted
appropriate penalty in the eveat tisustain
any of those specifications.

So your motion and argutg noted,
but the motion is denied.

At this point, it's mpderstanding,
Ms. Shenkman, that the Departrhastsome
discovery which it can providdlie Respondent
per his review at this time.

MS. SHENKMAN: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: dwhy don't we

go off the record to allow youdmthat and
we'll take it up in a bit. Thanks

[OFF THE RECORD, Revigiscovery,
11:30am]

[ON THE RECORD, Revieisabvery,
12:32 p.m)]

THE HEARING OFFICER: &k back on
the record. Just for an updéate Department
has served discovery upon the étegmnt and
there's been a settlement propaseh needs

14
1

15

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

to be discussed further so wegalbff the
record to provide time to discus more.

[OFF THE RECORD, Settleme
discussion, 12:34 p.m,]

[ON THE RECORD, Settlerhéiscussion,
211pm]

THE HEARING OFFICER: Haan the
record. | understand from theiparthat a
settlement has been reachedsmihiter?

MS. SHENKMAN: Yes.

MR. CALLAGY: That's cect.

THE HEARING OFFICER: &k Sir, in
order--the next step in this isrfe to ask
you a series of questions.

MR. NOBILE: Please.

THE HEARING OFFICER: %mdly
listen and answer them.

Have you carefully réae post-
charge stipulation of settlemehiol consists
of five pages?

MR. NOBILE: Can | glanat it
quickly?

THE HEARING OFFICER: rGanly.

MR. NOBILE: Becausanokv what's in

PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

it, but | actually haven't, | confoanswer in
good conscience.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Qka

MS. SHENKMAN: s therense--what?

MR. NOBILE: Okay, yedydve.

THE HEARING OFFICER: \kieed to go
off the record a moment.

[OFF THE RECORD, Discosswith
Respondent, 2:13 p.m.]

[ON THE RECORD, Discussivith Repo,
2:31pm]

THE HEARING OFFICER: &k we're back

on the record. Okay, there wiii@concem
about some language which has siegightened
out so, Mr. Nobile, we're goingdée it from

the top, okay?

Let me ask you thesestjaes again.
Now, have you carefully read tostgcharge
stipulation of settlement whicliive pages?

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: dudo you
understand all the provisionshef t
stipulation?

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

Ubiqus Reporting, Inc. 10-07-16 SED No. 29,258 In the Matter of Mr. Nobile
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PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

THE HEARING OFFICER: Ahds your
attorney explained all the prowsi@f this
stipulation to you?

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Aatithis time
do you have questions concernirygavision
in the stipulation?

MR. NOBILE: No.

THE HEARING OFFICER: dwdo you
understand that you have the t¢fuse to
settle this case, in other wotkist you have
the right to go forward with ydanure
hearing?

MR. NOBILE: | do?

THE HEARING OFFICER: ido.

MR. NOBILE: Yes, | undtand.

THE HEARING OFFICER: lYdo
understand that?

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: &k good. Do
you understand that you haveitité to
require the Department of Educatmprove
these charges and that this rghtiaranteed
to you under the education law?

18

19
PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

MR. NOBILE: Would youpest that?

THE HEARING OFFICER: 8urDo you
understand that you have the tighequire
the Department of Education to prthese
charges and that this right is goged to you
under the education law?

MR. NOBILE: Oh, sure.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Ayeu aware
that if you decide not to settle tase, that
NYSED would provide you with coahat your
tenure hearing free of charge?

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: &k And do
you understand that by enteritg ihis
stipulation of settlement, thatiye waiving
your right to a hearing and thet settlement
agreement is binding and irrevéah

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Wan the
presence of Ms. Shenkman, Mr.a0gll and
myself, do you freely waive yoights to a
hearing and do you enter into $higulation
of settlement of your own freelwiithout any
coercion or duress?

1

20
PHILIP NOBILE - 10/07/2016

MR. NOBILE: Yes.

THE HEARING OFFICER: Vawell, then.
Good luck to you, Mr. Nobile. Thayou. Is
there any other business?

MS. SHENKMAN: No.

MR. CALLAGY: Other thaust
explaining to Mr. Nobile what whibppen with
this document after he signs it.

MR. NOBILE: Itll becimed, |
presumed, right?

MS. SHENKMAN: Sure, stiywe go off
the record?

THE HEARING OFFICER: rSywe can go
off the record for that.

(The hearing adjouragd2:50 p.m.)

CERTIFICATE OF ACCURACY
21
|, Trisha Ruckart, do hereby certify that the faieg
typewritten transcript of proceedings in the mateew
York City Department of Education v. Philip Nobifgle
No. 29,258 was prepared using the required travtgmmi
equipment and is a true and accurate record of the
proceedings to the best of my ability. | furthertiée
that | am not connected by blood, marriage or eymémt
with any of the parties herein nor interested diyemr
indirectly in the matter transcribed.
Signature:
Date; October 10, 2016
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