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Upon the foregoing papers, it is ordered that this motion

of defendant Google, Inc. to dismiss pursuant to CPLR 3211 (a) (7)

18 GRANTED. Claims for injunctive relief are barred by the

* |Communications Decency Act. See Noah v AOL Time Warner, ING.,

261 F Supp2d 532, 540 (Dist Ct, ED Va 2003). The portion of
defendant Godgle, Inc.'s motion that seeks an order asgesgaing
panctions and attorneys fees agaiﬁst plaintiff is denied as this
action is similar to neither the muitiplicity of frivolous

lawsuits that the court concsidered in Nyitrav v New York

lathletic Club, 274 AD2d 326 (1° Dept 2000) nor the patently

frivolous allegations. of the defamation claim aggerted in

Mitchell v Herald Co,, 137 AD2d 213 (4% Dept 1988).
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