Tenant in Possession/Attorney Misrepresentation/Fraud: Plaintiff purchased property that was let. Holdover proceedings were ongoing at the time of the closing and plaintiff signed an acknowledgment. Seller’s attorney made representations regarding the outcome of the proceedings. Thereafter, purchaser sued attorney for fraud and the Supreme Court, Orange County, denied summary judgment to attorney. The Second Dept. reversed… “Shoock's alleged oral representations regarding the future outcome of the holdover proceeding were mere expressions of opinion of present or future expectations, upon which the plaintiff could not justifiably rely (see Goldman v Strough Real Estate, 2 AD3d 677, 678). Thus, we reject the plaintiff's claim that Shoock's alleged fraudulent misrepresentations rather than his own failure to exercise due diligence caused him damages when the holdover proceeding was determined in favor of the tenants (see Cohen v Cerier, 243 AD2d 670, 672).” Adrien v Estate of Peter Zurita, 2006 NY Slip Op 03518, Appellate Division, Second Department, May 2, 2006
