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PER CURIAM

Kyle Khorozian, (Khorozian), appeals from the trial court's post-judgment
September 8, 2022 order denying his motion for a stay and/or recall of an arrest
warrant entered against him, granting plaintiff's cross-motion finding him in
contempt, and once again ordering his deposition. Khorozian argues he is not
competent to testify at a deposition. He also reiterates arguments alleging the
trial judge has a conflict of interest because his attorney, who began representing
him in this case after Khorozian's pleadings were stricken for failure to attend
the deposition, had a prior, unrelated matter against the trial judge.

This is Khorozian's fourth appeal stemming from plaintiff's efforts to
enforce the sale of two residential real estate contracts. On April 24, 2023, we
considered these arguments fully in Khorozian's appeal of the trial judge's denial
of his motion for reconsideration, which was not consolidated with this appeal.

See Rivervale Homes, LLC v. Aida Santa Lucia (Rivervale I), No. A-3355-20

(App. Div. April 24, 2023) (slip op. at 4-6, 18-20). Thereafter, we affirmed the
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trial court's decision denying Khorozian's motion to recuse the trial judge and

cross-motion to prevent the sale of the property at issue. Rivervale Homes, LLC

v. Aida Santa Lucia, Nos. A-2945-21 and A-3136-21 (App. Div. June 27, 2023)
(slip op. at 2).

For the reasons explained in our prior decisions, we conclude the trial
court did not err in denying Khorozian's motion for a stay and/or recall of an
arrest warrant entered against him, granting plaintiff's cross-motion finding
Khorozian in contempt, and compelling his deposition. We note this appeal is
duplicative of the arguments we addressed in Rivervale I and should have been
withdrawn after our decision was issued in April 2023. Further, the issue of the
stay is moot due to a subsequent court order entered by the trial court on
February 3, 2023, requiring Khorozian to post the amount of the judgment in
escrow, with which he complied, to stay the arrest warrant and the sale of the
property.

Affirmed.
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