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Plaintiff Entry 180.00 - Notice of Appeared Attorney Michael J. Keane Jr.’s July 31st, 2026 

Representation of Defendant’s Rejection of Plaintiff’s Offer of Compromise, Entry 173.00; 

Unresolved Principal-Member Delivery & Receipt Confirmations; Deferral of Counsel-

Disqualification; and Preserved Application of General Statutes § 52-192a(c) 

 

_____________________________________________________________________ 

 

The self-represented Plaintiff Matthew Elliott submits this Notice following Entry 178.00 

and attaches and incorporates the complete July 16th through July 31st, 2026 procedural 

correspondence between the Plaintiff and appeared Attorney Michael J. Keane Jr. of Garfunkel 

Wild P.C. concerning Entry 173.00, the Plaintiff’s Offer of Compromise under General Statutes § 

52-192a for the sum certain of $12,500,000.00, which the Defendant New York Bariatric Surgery 

Group, PLLC (d/b/a New York Bariatric Group), through its appeared attorney, has denied by 

July 31st, 2026.  

1. The attached correspondence is provided in its complete chronological form so that the 

Court may directly review the parties’ respective statements, service communications, requests, 

representations, and responses without Entry 180.00 separately summarizing, quoting, or 

reconstructing an email exchange that is fully preserved within the included attachment. 

2.  The attached thread consists of procedural correspondence arising directly from this civil 

action and from the electronic service of filed Court entries pursuant to Practice Book §§ 10-

12(a) and 10-13, with the incorporated email record and corresponding certification preserving 

proof of that service pursuant to P.B. § 10-14(a). It includes the Plaintiff’s service of Entry 

173.00 and its supporting attachment upon appeared Attorney Keane; the subsequent service of 

Entry 178.00; the requested confirmations concerning appeared-counsel receipt, principal-

member delivery, actual receipt, and organizational authority; and Attorney Keane’s resulting 

representations concerning the Defendant’s rejection of the Offer of Compromise. Because the 

correspondence itself forms the procedural service-and-response record between the parties 
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concerning those filed entries, the Plaintiff places the complete thread before the Court so that 

both parties’ exact statements may be reviewed directly in their chronological context. 

3. The limited present application of the attached correspondence is that Attorney Keane, 

appearing as the Defendant’s attorney, represented in writing by July 31st, 2026 that the 

Defendant had rejected Entry 173.00 and attributed that rejection to principal member and 

NYBG founder Dr. Shawn Garber. Entry 180.00 therefore records the Defendant’s rejection 

through the written representation of its appeared attorney. 

4. Attorney Keane’s representation of the Defendant’s rejection does not inherently confirm 

that Dr. Shawn Garber personally received, reviewed, authorized, or performed the attributed 

rejection as a principal member acting for the named Defendant New York Bariatric Surgery 

Group, PLLC. The requested documentary delivery record, date and method of principal-

member receipt, separate principal-member acknowledgment, and confirmation of the 

organizational capacity through which the represented rejection occurred were not provided 

within the attached correspondence. 

5. The Defendant’s represented rejection therefore does not establish that the Plaintiff’s 

three separate and cumulative confirmation requirements preserved through Entry 178.00 were 

collectively satisfied, as it solely constitutes evidence of receipt by the Defendant’s attorney. 

Attorney Keane’s receipt of the Offer and subsequent representation of its rejection remain 

distinct from neutral documentary proof of delivery to an identified principal member, that 

principal member’s separate acknowledgment of actual receipt and knowledge, and confirmation 

of the represented-client identity and organizational authority through which the Offer was 

evaluated and rejected. 

6. The unresolved confirmation requirements arise from the business-entity identity record 

presented within Entry 173.00. Within the parties’ parallel Connecticut Commission on Human 

Rights and Opportunities (CHRO) public-accommodations sex/gender-discrimination 

proceeding, Case No. 2620155, filing materials signed by Attorney Keane and served by his 

unauthorized colleague, Attorney Kathleen M. Brown, identified Long Island Minimally 

Invasive Surgery, P.C. (LIMIS P.C.), Connecticut business ALEI No. 1221221, as outside 

counsel’s organizational client and presented New York Bariatric Group (NYBG) as simply its 

d/b/a, while the January 6th, 2026 verification made under oath by NYBG Plastics Department 
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Manager Christine Meurer likewise identified her as a representative of LIMIS P.C. Entry 173.00 

contrasted those representations with the Defendant actually identified and served within this 

action, New York Bariatric Surgery Group, PLLC, Connecticut business ALEI No. 1318799, and 

preserved the resulting uncertainty concerning which specific business entity retained counsel 

and which principal member authorized representation of the Defendant. The same December 

2025 CHRO filing materials additionally contained an attorney-submitted statement 

misidentifying “the Aesthetic Practice Plastic Surgery and Medical Spa” as the represented 

CHRO Respondent, despite that Darien, Connecticut medical practice possessing no publicly 

identified organizational relationship to the collective New York Bariatric Group entities, 

including the Defendant New York Bariatric Surgery Group, PLLC or its corporate sister entity, 

LIMIS P.C. These severe and conflicting entity presentations remain directly relevant to the 

represented-client identity, principal-member delivery, actual receipt, and organizational 

authority underlying the rejection now attributed by the Defendant’s counsel, Attorney Keane. 

7. Entry 178.00 preserved the Plaintiff’s counsel-disqualification procedure if those 

cumulative confirmation requirements remained unsatisfied through July 31st, 2026. The 

Plaintiff presently defers that filing because Entry 179.00 subsequently imposed an unorthodox 

and expedited in-person Order to Show Cause hearing for August 4th, 2026, requiring the 

Plaintiff’s immediate preparation of his written response, supporting motion filings, and oral 

presentation concerning the presented sanctions language and additional outstanding matters 

identified by the Court after it has already failed to supervise those same paramount matters 

throughout nearly the entire action.  

8. This present deferral does not, in any form, whether retroactively or contemporaneously, 

constitute withdrawal, abandonment, satisfaction, waiver, or resolution of the preserved counsel-

disqualification procedure; acceptance of Attorney Keane’s represented-client identity, scope of 

representation, or organizational settlement authority; independent confirmation that Dr. Shawn 

Garber personally received or rejected the Offer; or concession that the delivery, receipt, 

principal-member, representation, and process-integrity requirements preserved through Entries 

173.00 and 178.00 were satisfied. 
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9. Through the written representation of the Defendant’s appeared attorney that Entry 

173.00 had been rejected by July 31st, 2026, the Plaintiff in good faith provides neutral formal 

notice of the Defendant’s denial of the Plaintiff’s Offer of Compromise.  

Accordingly, if the Court or jury subsequently awards the Plaintiff an amount equal to or 

greater than the $12,500,000.00 sum certain stated within Entry 173.00, the Plaintiff preserves 

the application of Connecticut General Statutes § 52-192a(c) and every corresponding statutory 

consequence arising from that qualifying judgment or award. Entry 180.00 does not request 

present adjudication of those consequences, and affirmatively records the Defendant’s 

represented denial prior to the original statutory deadline of August 17th, 2026, and therefore 

preserves their application upon entry of the qualifying judgment or award contemplated by that 

subsection. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TELL SHAWN I SEND MY RE GARBS!!!!  HAHAHA
U GUYS GET THIS EGGWUH????? AHAHA
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Certification of Service 

I, Matthew Anthony Elliott, certify that a copy of the above was or will immediately be 

delivered electronically on August 3rd, 2026 to all counsel and self-represented parties of record 

and that written consent for electronic delivery was received from all counsel exempt from e-

filing and self-represented parties of record who were or will immediately be electronically 

served: 

 

Michael J. Keane, Jr. (435286) 

Defendant Counsel 

350 Bedford Street 

Suite 406A  

Stamford, CT, 06901 

Phone: 203-316-0483 

Email: mjkeane@garfunkelwild.com 

Respectfully submitted, 

— Matthew Anthony Elliott, Self-Represented Plaintiff 

Phone: 203-383-0079                                                               

Email: matthewelliottsj@gmail.com 

Date: August 3rd, 2026  

Address: 15 Avalon Drive, Unit 1121, Milford, CT 06460 

 

 

____________________________s 

 /s/ MATTHEW ANTHONY ELLIOTT 












