Successive Notices of Pendency: Plaintiff sued for rescission of a deed and re-conveyance from defendant. Notice of Pendency was filed with the case, however, plaintiff failed to serve defendant within 30 days of filing as required by CPLR §6512. Defendant then moved to cancel the Notice of Pendency. The Notice of Pendency was cancelled and plaintiff "abandoned" the case. Thereafter, plaintiff filed another case and Notice of Pendency based upon the same facts. The Court ruled that successive notices based upon the same facts are prohibited by CPLR §6512 & §6514. Cohen v Elul Diamond, Inc. 2004 NY Slip Op 50916(U) (Supreme Court, Kings County) 
opinion 
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