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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
NEW YORK COUNTY: COMMERCIAL DIVISION

PRESENT:  HON. JENNIFER SCHECTER PART 54
Justice
X INDEX NO. 157220/2021
ANGUS MURRAY, CASTLESTONE MANAGEMENT LLC,
MOTION SEQ. NO. 001
Plaintiffs,
V- DECISION + ORDER ON
JASON STONE, STONE HUNTING SAFARIS, MOTION
Defendants.

X

The following e-filed documents, listed by NYSCEF document number (Motion 001) 2, 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 9,
10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 43

were read on this motion to/for DISMISS

Defendants move to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction and because this action
is time barred. The motion is granted.

Plaintiff Angus Murray (Murray) is the CEO and founder of plaintiff Castlestone
Management LLC (CMS) (Dkt. 1 1 6). CMS is a Delaware investment advisory firm,
which now has an office in New Jersey but, at the time of the alleged misconduct, was
“based in New York” (Dkt. 1 § 7). Defendant Jason Stone (Stone) is an African hunting
guide who has a website and social media page for his safaris, Stone Hunting Safaris a/k/a
Jason Stone Professional Hunting Safaris (Dkt. 1 1 8-9).

In 2000, while developing his business in South Africa, Murray met Stone on a
hunting trip and the two established a relationship based on Murray’s interest in “Top 10”
trophy animals (Dkt. 1 1 12-13). Murray hired Stone and his companies for multiple
hunting trips spanning over 10 years (Dkt. 1 1 15-24). Murray alleges that between 2001
and 2011, Stone misrepresented and exaggerated the size of the kill and that the fraudulent
measurements caused Murray to be listed in, and upon discovery of actual measurements
later removed from, the “Top 10 on SCI’s [Safari Club International] record books” (Dkt.
1 at § 16). Murray further alleges that Stone induced plaintiff to hunt with him based on
false trophy measurements and by claiming the animals were free range when they were
not (Dkt. 1 at 1 34-35). According to the complaint, Murray did not discover that the
measurements were exaggerated until at least nine years later, in 2020, after Stone and his
brother made comments about canned hunts in an unrelated proceeding that caused him to
be concerned “about the validity of his trophies” (Dkt. 1 at 1 16, 29-30). Plaintiffs
commenced this fraud action seeking damages “in the amounts that they have paid for
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trophy fees, the amounts that they have incurred in rectifying Stone’s false measurements”
and for the great deal of “embarrassment and detriment to [Murray’s] character at having
the false records removed from the record books” (Dkt. 1 9] 16).

Defendants’ motion to dismiss is granted because this action is time barred. New
York’s statute of limitations for fraud is “six years from the date the cause of action accrued
or two years from the time plaintiff . . . discovered the fraud, or could with reasonable
diligence have discovered it” (CPLR 213[8][emphasis added]; see CPLR 202). As alleged
in the complaint, the last measurement from defendants was in 2011, well over six years
ago (Dkt. 1 { 24; Dkt. 15 at 12-13). Plaintiffs contend that the two-year discovery rule
should apply from when they uncovered the fraud and that dismissal is not warranted as a
matter of law (Dkt 1 1 29). Accepting the allegations as true, plaintiffs failed to allege that
they could not have timely discovered the fraud with the exercise of reasonable diligence.
It is undisputed that plaintiffs had the animals at their own disposal. They have the burden
of demonstrating that, using reasonable diligence, they could not have discovered the fraud
more than two years before commencing this action; yet, they do not allege any basis for
reasonable reliance on Stone’s statements or how Stone attempted to conceal anything
preventing them from learning the actual measurements of the animals that were in their
possession for years (see generally Lentini v Lentini, 280 AD2d 330 [1st Dept 2001]).

Accordingly, it is

ORDERED that defendants’ motion to dismiss is GRANTED and the Clerk is
directed to enter judgment dismissing the complaint with prejudice.
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