Landlord-Tenant/Mechanics Lien: Plaintiff supplied restaurant equipment to property  that was let. Plaintiff did not receive payment and brought suit to foreclose a mechanics lien, naming the owner as a defendant.  The equipment supplied by plaintiff was shown on a survey prepared for owner and owner participated in the construction of the premises. Plaintiff moved to compel discovery and the Supreme Court, Rockland County, denied the request and dismissed the complaint. The Second Dept. sustained stating that the owner did not directly procure the equipment…“A contractor who performs work for, or provides equipment to, a tenant may nonetheless impose a mechanic's lien against the premises where the owner of the premises affirmatively gave consent for the work or equipment directly to the contractor, but not where the owner has merely approved or acquiesced in the undertaking of such work or the provision of such equipment (see Lien Law § 3; GCDM Ironworks v GJF Constr. Corp., 292 AD2d 495, 496; Paul Mock, Inc. v 118 E. 125th St. Realty Corp., 87 AD2d 756).” Elliott-Williams Co., Inc. v Impromptu Gourmet, Inc., 2006 NY Slip Op 03044, Appellate Division, Second Department, April 25, 2006 
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