Mortgagee Nominee's Incidental Furnishing Attorney Not Practice of Law: In a foreclosure action, mortgagor moved for summary judgment based upon Judiciary Law § 495. The mortgagor had discovered that the mortagagee retained a firm to service the loan. Part of the servicing agreement called for the firm to furnish legal counsel to the mortgagee if necessary. The supreme court denied summary judgment on this issue and the appellate court sustained. "In any event, the primary role of KGI under the servicing agreements was to service the mortgage, not to furnish counsel or provide legal representation to the mortgagees. Accordingly, the integrity of the legal profession, which Judiciary Law § 495 is intended to protect, was not at risk (cf. People v Peoples Trust Co., 180 App Div 494)." Kingsland Group, Inc. v J.B. Satcin Realty Corp., 2005 NY Slip Op 01683, Appellate Division, Second Department, March 7, 2005
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