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1. The article discusses a lawsuit between Benjamin Gomez and Sherry Netherland Inc. over the denial of his application to purchase an apartment unit in the building.
2. The article outlines the background check conducted by the Board's attorneys on De La Fuente, which included news articles about his failed bids for public office and a list of approximately 60 lawsuits to which he was either a party or associated with.
3. The Board ultimately rejected De La Fuente's application due to concerns about his finances, litigiousness, and character, as well as a misrepresentation in his board package regarding who would be living in the unit.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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This article is generally reliable and trustworthy, as it provides detailed information about the lawsuit between Benjamin Gomez and Sherry Netherland Inc., including background information on De La Fuente and the reasons for the Board's decision to reject his application. The article is well-sourced, citing multiple sources such as news articles, court decisions, financial statements, board meeting minutes, and emails from both parties involved in the case.
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided; it presents both sides of the story fairly by providing evidence for each side's claims and arguments. It also does not contain any promotional content or partiality towards either party involved in the case. Furthermore, all possible risks are noted throughout the article; for example, it mentions that Horvitz had already negatively evaluated De La Fuente's application before receiving Stroock's report.
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or present both sides equally; instead, it focuses mainly on presenting evidence for De La Fuente's claims against Sherry Netherland Inc., without providing much detail on why Sherry Netherland Inc.'s decision was justified or reasonable. However, this does not significantly detract from its overall reliability or trustworthiness.
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· Sherry Netherland Inc. board decision
· Benjamin Gomez lawsuit
· Horvitz evaluation of De La Fuente
· Stroock report on De La Fuente
· Reasons for Sherry Netherland Inc. rejection
· Counterarguments to De La Fuente's claims
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