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SUPREME COUR’]J OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW| YORK

Fl

FEB 0 4 204

X

PHILIP THIBODEAU,
Plaintiffs,

against-

Index No. 12-190436

NO OPPOSITION

OUNTY CLERK'S OF
COU NEW YoRK

LED

FICE

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, f/kfa Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing

Co., etal.,

Defendants,

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, 3M Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case,| pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disP]issing

plaintiffs’ complain{ against defendant, 3M Company, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, |that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims [against

defendant, 3M Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

cOsts.
Dated: New York, New York
/o I | | ;3014
e o v £ 4
Z)L% ?M% /WS(/’;({:‘«"ZM“\A ﬁ W

Bremdan-TullyEsq. [12H 16K 1oy st
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

860 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED: N
chorT i

Timofhy J/McHugh, Esq. ———

LAVIN, O’NEL, RicCl, CEDRONE &

ISIPIO
Attorneys for Defendant
3M Company

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335
New York, New York 10170

(212) 319-6898

_CEIVEL

JAN 22 2014

v e o |,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York Asbestos
' X Litigation (NYCAL)
IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION F ' L E D Index No.:
190235/2013
BRYAN HOCKLER,
FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
-against- COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ﬁgﬁ%‘ﬁm
NEW Y
TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, US.A., INC, etal '+ ' OPK AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC,, hereby refuests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to the Civil Practice Law and Rules S
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A,,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ection
INC,,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TOYOTA MOTOR SALES, U.S.A., INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs,

Dated: New York, New York
Wighaoid 2014

LAVIN, O’NEIL, RICCI, CEDRONE LEVY PHILLIPS &
& DiSIPIO

By:

Timothy J. M .
TOYOTA MOTOR SATES, A., INC. 800 Third Avenue
420 Lexington Avenue Suite 335 New York, NY 10022
New York, New York 10170 (212) 605-6200
(212) 319-6898 Attorneys for Plaintiff

Our File No.:08517-130189 —
Attorneys for Defendant

SO-ORDERED:

CEIVEL

JAN 29 2014




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 201
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 'LAS.Part30  soUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
! (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

 Index No.: 106915/99

EDWARD J. DEGEORGIS, :

]

Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION

' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
1
]
]

-against- MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agajnst
defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withput

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

August—, 2013 %Dn‘e”nba’/Z JOIZ

>/ S
Stephaple Spangler, Phan Alvarado, Esq.

HAWKINS PARNELL THALKSTON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Sglgabcs,s Itnc't oth Fl Edward J. Degeorgis
road Street — oor
New York, New York 10004 700 Broadway
New York, N

(646) 589-8703 200

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShertyKlei Heitler ' Eg\j e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE; NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LAS. Part 30
1 (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
' Index No.: 190135/2013
ROBERT FLAHIVE, !
]
Plaintiff, l NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- ' MOTIO D

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to

}
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et | CEB 0 4 2014
al., :
}
I ICE
Defendants. . NTY CLERK'S OFF
efendants cou NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the aboye-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withput

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
January | 7, 2014

¢ . Bryan Belasky, Esq
HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP BELLUCK & Fox, LLP

Attorneys for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
QOakfabco, Inc. Robert Flahive
90 Broad Street — 9th Floor 546 Fifth Ave., 4™ Floor

New York, New York 10004
(646) 589-8703

New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,

11043237v.1




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S DFFICE
' (Heitler, J.) NEW YDRK
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
| Index No.: 100517/1996
LEONARD AHART, ! 101305/2002
. ! 111055/1998
Plaintiff, ! 115286/2005
]
-against- : NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ' MOTION AND ORDER
1
1
Defendants. .

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the abgve-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s .
complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Tanuary [\ 2014 .
OXCW@ 4 me 7@49/@/1 /3

nnd Drozd . I uzann R tchffe
AW S PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP WEITZ XENBERG P.C.
Altorhey

vs for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Oakfabco, Inc. Leonard Ahart
90 Broad Street, 9th Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10004
(212) 897-9655

New York, New York 10003
212-558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrﬂlein Heitler

i “,,
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FILE

D

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NEW YORK
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. 190304/2013
This Document Relates To :

LOONEY CONWAY CLEVELAND JR.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant LIQUID COMBUSTION TECHNOLOGY, LLC, incorrectly

sued herein as LCT, LLC (“LCT™) hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled ca
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant LCT with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant LCT be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
December 27 , 2013

1se,

Attorney for Plaintiff Xttorney for Defendant LCT

Patti L. Burshtyn C. Canoni

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hawkins Parnell Thackston & Young LL
700 Broadway 90 Broad Street, 9th Floor

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED:

gﬂ i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

WILLIAM DELGADO and MAR?RET E.LED(D
Plaintiffs, - Index No: 12-190401

: 014
7 FEBO4L NO OPPOSITION

o cricE SUMMARY JUDGM
A L EASTMOND & SONS Indg)mbmmy éikﬁ cessor MOTION AND ORD
_to Easco Boﬂer Corp et al CONEWY

efendant Alfa L.'aValk Inc. hereby requests S':

3 vy




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK New York City Asbe
X Litigation
ROBERT BRUCE BURAWA and DEBORAH ANN NYCAL

BURAWA,,
RAWA FIL ED Index No. 190272/2012

Plaintiff,
-against- CER 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ACKER DRILL COMPANY, et al. . JUDGMENT MOTION
GoUNTY CVLVE%RSKOFHCE AND ORDER
Iﬂ\é: endants.
X

stos

WHEREFORE, defendant, AMDURA CORPORATION i/s/h/a Amdura Corporation

{/k/a Amdura Corporation Individually and as Successor to American Hoist & Derrick Company

and Clyde Iron Works, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled cas
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint agains

Amdura Corporation, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

5¢, pursuant

t defendant,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Amdura Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with pre

without costs.

sjudice and

Joseph W. Belluck, Esq. Timothy J. M&Hulh, Esq.
BELLVCK & FOX LAVIN, O’NEIL, RicCl, CEDRONE &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs DISIPIO

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 Amdura Corporation

420 Lexington Avenue, Suite 335
__ New York, New York 10170
(212) 319-6898

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JEAN CLAUDE EDOUARD and KITTY ANN Index No.: 190237-13
EDOUARD,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,

Defendants.
- X

COUNTY CLERKS
WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION h&¥EMY Y&Etests summ

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32

ary

12,

dismissing the Plaintiff’s Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all ¢1aims and cross claims agai

Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
dNﬁva/ 12, Aol

Patti Burshtyn No J. Golub

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Marghali Conway & Bradley, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation
700 Broadway 45 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10006

(212) 558-5500 (212) 619-4444

nst




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

ED

X FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION: NYCAL

X I.A.S. PART 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document relates to: : (Heitler, J.) NEW YQRK

BARBARA J. LADWIQG as Personal

Representative for the Estate of DONALD G.

LADWIG and BARBARA J. LADWIG, as

Spouse,

INDEX NO. 121107-2000

Plaintiff(s), '
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.P. GREEN INDUSTRIES, INC,, et al,,

Defendants.

WHEREAS, defendant Ametek, Inc. hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
Complaint against defendant Ametek, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Ametek, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

January 9, 2014
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP
By: / W P OM
Brian Early, Esq. R1chard P.O’Leary,Esq. U
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor The Chrysler Building
New York, NY 10017 405 Lexington Avenue
(212) 986-2233 New York, NY 10174-0700

212.704.6000
Attorneys for Defepdan

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Barbara J. Lagwiz
As Personal Representative for the Estafe 0
Donald G. Ladwig, and Barbara J. Lidwig

4

h/

SO ORDERED:

21656955v1




FILE

FEB 0 4 201

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION: NYCAL COUNTY CLERK'S O
X LA.S. PART 30 NEW YORK
This Document relates to: : (Heitler, J.)
JOSEPH LENZ and HELENE M. LENZ,
Plaintiffs,
. INDEX NO. 109644-2004
-against-
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AMETEK, INC., et al., . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
...................................... X

WHEREAS, defendant Ametek, Inc. hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Ametek, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Ametek, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
January 9, 2014

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP

D

FFICE

| @/4@ by fdad P 0Bae

Richard P. O’Leary, Esq. j

Brian Early, Esq, ' The Chrysler Building
360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor 405 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10174-0700
(212) 986-2233 212.704.6000

Attorneys for Defendant

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Joseph Lenz and
metek, Inc. o

Helene M. Lenz

SO ORDERED:

CEIVE-

3&&§ 2,?'13\&
™

L

21657008v1




ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FILED

X ‘
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION: NYCAL FEB 0/4 2014
X LA.S. PART 30
This Document relates to: : (Heitler, J.) COUNTL&{,T&;?KOFHCE
KLARA TATKOVIC as Executrix for the
Estate of RENATO MEZIC,
Plaintiff(s), " INDEXNO. 108439-2004
-against- " NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
AMETEK, INC., et dl,,
Defendants.
...................................... X

WHEREAS, defendant Ametek, Inc. hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Ametek, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Ametek, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

January 9, 2014
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC TROU SANDERS LLP
- é{ By: g Io - Oﬁ.&uj
By; ‘) Richard P. O'Leary, Esq. 7
Brign Early, Esq. The Chrysler Building
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 405 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10174-0700
(212) 986-2233 212.704.6000
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Klara Tatkovic as Attorneys for Defendant

Executrix for the Estate of Renato Mezi .

SO ORDERED:

CEIVEL

JAN 29 2014

21657062v1




SUPREME COURT OF T OF NEW YORK |

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

WILLIAM J. BAYNES, JR. and ‘
JULIE BAYNES, No Opposition Motion for
Summary Judgment

FICED

-against-
FEB 0 4 2014
140 BW LLC, et al. Inidex No.: 190163/13
COUNTY.CLERK'S OFFICE
“bﬁraﬁm «

WHEREFORE, defendant THE STATE-WHITEHALL COMPANY i/s/h/a THE STATE
WHITHALL CORPORATION hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against
defendant THE STATE-WHITEHALL COMPANY i/s’h/a THE STATE WHITHALL
CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant THE STATE-WHITEHALL COMPANY i/s/h/a THE STATE WHITHALL

CORPORATION be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

July 3,2013

= »“ ots D e
Laurence V. Nassj& Fsq. FAUST GOETZ SCHENKER & BLEE
Moshe Horn, B<q. By: Nicholas J. Marino
Dennis M, Geier, Esq. Attorneys for Defendant
SEEGEK WEISS LLP THE STATE-WHITEHALL COMPANY
Attorneys for Plamtlffs i/s/h/a THE STATE WHITHALL CORP
77 Water Street, 26" Floor Two Rector Street, 20" Floor
New York, NY 10005 New York, NY 10006

(212) 363-6900

(212) 584-0700
Our File No.: 12385-CRT

49 Of“oqff@gz -

Ho Chedhy Eley ?/7//67

N =) e 22, 910/7/




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105717-02
111478-02
190245-09
Joseph M. Huntz F ‘ L E D
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FEB 0 4 20% JUDGMENT
- MOTION AND
, ' F ORDER
CLERKS OF
COUNTY EW YORK
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9“& Crang

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File 14501.00468

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler g 2o 2014
i sl

5891002v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105713-02
D 1 12591—0%
William N. Johnson F a L E NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CEB 0 4 201 JUDGMENT
cE MOTION AND
ERK'S OFF '~ ORDER
COUNTY B YORK
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withm%t
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ve [14

X ¢ . A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00505

T [Ty

SO ORDERED, JEN G2 D
Hon. 7Hedler .

5891041v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 125782-99
104271-0(
Tony Cipolla F ! L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FES 04 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
TY CLERK'S OFFICE ORDER
----------------—---—p-qq‘\f-NEw-YoﬂK ------ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v f e \ "‘

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBER WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Qur File No. 14501.00463

g
AR

11,

SO ORDERED,

5890943v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 110397-0(
F | L E D 100207-01
100772-03
William Cunningham
FES 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLE MOTION AND
NEW Y
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoy
costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, New York
(il

it

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

oy () 59£ Qi G

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00641

SO ORDERED,

Host—8ferry K/ Hcitler

5890986v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X

Index No: 105921-01

FIL ED | 119398-0

100754-07
Willard Conklin
FER 0 4 204 NO OPPOSITION
o SUMMARY
LERKS OF JUDGMENT
COUNTY N YORK MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in tl
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
VA SRR

% &&P@

)

ne

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

At

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff _ EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00464

SO ORDERED,

Hon. &

5890952v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 119388-0(
F % L E D 125797-00
100773-03
Russel Boiko
FED 04 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
S OFFICE JUDGMENT
COUNTY g\ﬁ‘g% MOTION AND
N ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
Costs.

Dated: New Yark, New York
WAA L

% Sang

Frank Ortiz, Esq. —eatlll Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Ry WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00511
SO ORDERED,

5890921v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 119038/01

Michael V. Bruno F % L E D NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
cpa 0 4200 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
. OFFICE ORDER
GOUNTY CLoRK

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in tl
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withov
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
N [re )\

2 ? 5 i\{ o ‘ 3 ,iw ot g‘*
iﬁﬂ#%f ¢ r e ‘ (Q@aﬂs

1€

It

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 427 Street e b

New York, New York 10017, 7014

- £

Our File No. 14501.00462

SO ORDERED,

5891016v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 108101-02
F L E D NO OPPOSITION
Robert S. Cope SUMMARY
ol JUDGMENT
FEB 042 MOTION AND
_______________________ i CLEEKS OFICE ORPER
cO NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against IL
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New Y7rk New‘\York
e/

. T
it G

Frank Ortiz, Esq. < Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00465

SO ORDERED,

5890963v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J1.)
_________________________________________ X

Index No: 105876-02

F ‘ L E D 109691-02

Emerson D. Chandler 4 S0\ NO OPPOSITION
FEBO4C SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ Lw | \

94&& C?umw

Frank Ortiz, q.

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG o WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00504
SO ORDERED,

5890937v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190199/11
David P. Garrity F ! L E NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FER 04204 JUDGMENT
£1CE MOTION AND
ERK'S OF ORDER
COUNTY B YORK
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ ! v _! v

}é&v @J&D@

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG e ™ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 14501.00467=7% /|~

L it Toosan ol
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Q. e, T

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheiry K. Heitler

5891028v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190291/1
NO OPPOSITION

Rosemarie J. Modica, as Executrix for the Estate of John SUMMARY

Saladino, and Rosaria Saladino, Individually JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a CARRIER
CORPORATION, Individually, and as successor in interest to BRYANT HEATING &
COOLING SYSTEMS (hereinafter CARRIER CORPORATION), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CARRIER CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\}\;3\\} F & LED

Frank Ortiz, Esq. KS OGRS Rvans, Esq.

3
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P: UNT\(NEJ\\&E\( ORKWILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
File No: 10557.01073

SO ORDERED,
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RENEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: F ‘ L E D Index No: 102565/0]

NO OPPOSITION
Floyd Bivens FER 0 4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
‘ E MOTION AND
CLERK'S OFFIC
couNT\‘:lEW VORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC hereby requests summary judgment in t%e
i

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants BURNHAM LLC with prejudice, and there being
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withd
costs.

g
no
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yut

Dated: WAV, | B
q;;, Sans
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

File No. 14501.00185

SO ORDERED,

5884892v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 120768-01
111223-01
Vincent O’Connell F l L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 0 4 2014 g}%’)fégN AND

NEW YQRK

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

e 14
g # ) &a ng
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, ESq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00478

SO ORDERED,

5891163v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 122204-99
Gilbert C. Pfleger | NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FEB 0 4 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ORDER
NEW YORK
--------------------------------- cemmm=== X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou
costs.

-

Dated: New York, New York
\ / e l \Ul_

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

sq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG vy WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00481

SO ORDERED,
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5891172v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190349/10
NO OPPOSITION
Joseph Pisarro F I L E D SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 0 4 2014 MOTION AND
ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, New York
\ e | \W

- A,
gﬁz Chian§

Frank Ortiz, sq.

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG e WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00482
SO ORDERED, 1 7Y
Hon. Sherty & Heitler

5891177v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
......................................... X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 112971-00
F I L E D NO OPPOSITION
Michael Rodack SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 0 4 2014 MOTION AND
' ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
------------------------------- NEW-YORIC - - X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou
costs.

—

Dated: New York, New York

\ / ot ? Rl
o g . =
Frank Orti sq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00510
SO ORDERED,

cany O
J:‘,Z‘“‘; -~

5891185v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190073/11
James Barkley F l L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FEB 04 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs. '

Dated: New Yok, New York

Lot G

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
QOur File No. 14501.00497

SO ORDERED,

5891009v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: F ! L E D Index No: 190422/
Sue Paluh NO OPPOSITIC
FEB 0 4 201 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., incorrectly 4
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as Successor to Amtico Floors” (he
after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the ab
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint
complaint against defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with prejudice, and there bein
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaii’nst‘

defendants AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed
prejudice and without costs.

IN
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Déhiel Blouin, Esq Julie Evans, Es¢#
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC WILSON, ELZER, MOSKOWTIT
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DIGKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for{Defendant
New York, NY 10003 American Biltfite Inc.
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 13139.00404

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5880188v.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 119908-98
108708-01
Chester Kendziora F I L E D
NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK « ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\/ul\ﬂ

0

% Siang

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG . WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00469

SO ORDERED,

5891053v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION. L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 103465-01
119381-0(
100758-03
John Robert McAllister
F I L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 04 2014 MOTION AND
ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

------------------------------ NEW-YORK - - - X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\ /e W2
=y
I <ang

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 14501.00472
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Skerry K. Heitler

5891088v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 110270-02
F I L E D 126710-02
Ronald Z. Kosiba NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

v/ (A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00470

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherfyK. Heitlery gt

5891062v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: , Index No: 107220-02
F I L E D 113448-02
Richard C. Lawida NO OPPOSITION
4 2014 SUMMARY
FEB JUDGMENT
ERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK
NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.
% Coang

Dated: New York New York

w [\ A

Q0

Frank Orliz, Esq -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Julie R, Evans, Esq.

' WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00640

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5891068v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190366-09

Gerald J. McCormick F I L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

FEB 0 4 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE ORDER

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
WAYE AL

the
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F 4. Y Caand
et .,‘,&a‘{.v W % 4: . .V ' i ] . :

Frank Ortiz,

5q.

R S Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG *om WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITYZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff - EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00473
SO ORDERED, ' ,, R
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler S T
A A AR
‘\x} r}‘ ‘r‘\\ PR

5891097v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: FlL ED Index No: 19007109
NO OPPOSITIO
Jerome H. Meyers £EB 04 204 SUMMARY P
¢ JUDGMENT
\ c MOTION AND
COUNTT\“S\‘[\: VORK ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being n(ﬂ
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withg
costs.

Dated:

ut

. =
, g
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP W
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00475

SO ORDERED,

5891125v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY ' ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION - LAS. Part 30
S : (Heitler, 1.)
_________________________________________ X
Barbara L. Birdall, Esq. As Administrator for the Estate of Index No:190371/10
Chung Soon O’dwyer,
Plaintiffs, D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
-against- F ‘ L E JUDGMENT
MOTICN AND
84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al. £EB 0 4 20\4 ORDER
| Defendants.
COUNTY CLERK‘SKOFF\CE
__________________________________ NEW, YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. INC., incorrectly s/h/a “CHEVRON
CORPORATION.” (hereinafter “CHEVRON U.S.A. INC.”) hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant CHEVRON U.S.A. IN C., with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
CHEVRON U.S.A. INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

1212313

/\, | 4
A

L0

Mark Strauss, Esg.

EARLY‘;& STRAUSS, LLC
Attorney for Plgintiff

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor
New York, NY 10017

New York, New York 10017

SO ORDERED,

5759728v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ‘ I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 111353-02
F | L E D 106999-02
James G. Stephenson NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 42014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

[ee 114
D& @'{{‘" gﬂz Siang
Frank Orliz, Esq. ,, e

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ™™=, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00489

SO ORDERED,

Hon. St . Hettler

5891301v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 121763-97
LE D 105235-98
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FEJB Q 4 ZQ\A
c NO OPPOSITION
. \CE SUMMARY
pKs OFF
coUNT“(\&\,E\(oRK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withopt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ I Le L\”l

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Julie R. Evans, Esq. |

WEITZ & LUXENBERG . WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 1450100495
Rl
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry eMer

5891311v.1
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COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190070-09

Allen R. Thorogood F i L E D NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
0 4 201 JUDGMENT
FEB MOTION AND
ORDER
....................... CQUN -NEW-Y-GRK cea-X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Le 14

g&. Srang

. A Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG Bl "™ WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00637

W F o
) G 15 ‘- 4, Lr
et '%\,,we S W B b
S

Pm?}fﬁqeitler g 2l 4

SO ORDERED,

5891338v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
----------------------------------------- X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 101958/0
101840/96
111027/98
James Tracey F % L E D
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FEB 04 100 | JUDGMENT
N AND
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 1(\)41(1)13::(1){
_______________________________ NEWYORK |«

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs,

Dated: New Yprk, New York

v

, cans

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00528

SO ORDERED,

5891343v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

s Docomenranste. T FTLED X Index No: 190011/10

FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
Gladys Miller SUMMARY
5 OFFICE JUDGMENT
COUNTY O Rk MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
[ee |14

/ 3

#

-

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00476

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

5891136v.1

& -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. % Julie R. Evans, Esq‘
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 121111-97
105221-98
F I L ED 111037-98
Thomas Gaetano Neri ‘ 110522-00
FEB 04 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
N A, l\

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00639
SO ORDERED, , e
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler ' AENAVE S

5891147v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 113937-0
106581-0
George F. Novak FILED NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 0 4 2014 MOTION AND
ORDER
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

............................. NEW.YQBK ____x

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

2. Sng

T~

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT}
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00503
SO ORDERED, g

Hon. Sﬁgrry K. Heitler

5891153v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

RUSSELL L. ROOD, JR. as Personal Representative  Index No.: 104841-05
of the Estate of ROMEO HENRY POIRIER,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
N -+ - Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against- L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

B 0 4 2014

Defendant(s). FE
X
' OFFICE
TY CLERKS O
COUN NEW Y ORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,
there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defer
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

puet: N\ \2Z]14

w York, New York

L . Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLLC

‘ Attorney for Defendant
New York, New.York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 , COMPANY

2137 Route 35, Suite 29(
] ew Jersey 07733 .
837-9019

(72)

SO ORDERED,

and

dant

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L X
KARIN E. O’BRIEN, Individually and as Index No.: 190510/2012
Executrix of the Estate of JOHN J. O'BRIEN,
deceased, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-against- F I L E D

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014

Defendants.

S OFFICE

X ?8 CLERK
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFAC MWY hereby requ

summary judgment in the aone-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sec
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURI

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ests

tion

ING

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag'c{inst

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

[ Bated: ‘ l 2 ) /L’
York %

Jordan Fox, . Lisnl, Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avgnue, 4* Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, Mew York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2 oute 33, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 0773 :

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Kikir Meitler

(732) 837-9019 s PR




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

PENRYN A. NAUMOFF, Individually and as Index No.: 190204-09
Executrix of the Estate of HAROLD NAUMOFF,
Deceased, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
FILED
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., FEB 0 4 2014
Defendant(s).
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismijsing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereo,

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

Jordan Fok, Esq\./ | L1 . Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avenye, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
8379019

SO ORDERED,

Judge

and



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK -

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

NANCY ROURKE, as Executrix of the Estate of Index No.: 100406-08
Hugh McMunn and DOROTHY MCMUNN,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER E D
-against- L
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,, FEB 0 4 2014
Defendants.
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I.aw and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereo,

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

s

Liswf. Pascarella, Esq.

Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTYR
COMPANY

olnrdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

g :{"; ,ij o Ty
w LG

and



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

PHYLLIS “SUE” MELANCON, Individually and as Index No.: 190212-09
Executrix of the Estate of NEAL LOUIS

MELANCON, deceased, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
- ... Plaintiff, ORDER
-against- F ‘ L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., FER 04 204
Defendant(s).
x GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests sum:
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereo,

ary
sing

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against deferdant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without cots.

s\ AV 24

New K\ , New York

Jordan F %j}/ Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck- s Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth| Avenue, 4® Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, Néw York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2137

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

THEODORE MAJKA, Index No.: 190054-09
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER F ! L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
S SR FEB 0 4 2014
Defendant(s).
X 'S OFFIC
COUNTY CLERK'S
NEW YORK

m

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismijsing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereo,

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEE ANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without cost
Dai \ ,Z } ) L’l

w York
Jor Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & F Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth Avepue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2137 Route 335, Suite 290

SO ORDERED,

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109747-0

o

F i L E D 122191-99
Gerald R. Root _ " NO OPPOSITION

FEB 0420 SUMMARY

cE JUDGMENT

'S OFFN OTION AND
UNTY CLERKS O M
co NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

WAY 14

%,
#, 3 :
B P £
R e 3
gl 3

Caang

Frank Orti Esq.

. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

v WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00483

P Y
I

SO ORDERED, v v/l
Hon. "‘Sd{dﬁy K. Heitler

5891205v.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105870-02
F ! L E D 108773-02
Ross F. Russo Jr. NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9‘14;, Cf‘.ft‘uw

Frank Ortiz, Esq. N Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00484

@/ ,,,,,,,,, }

Hor Sty H. Heitler

SO ORDERED,

1 '\i oy ’:”,54
RTS 0% BV RV E S §

5891215v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ x
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 120391-01
104257-02
190173-09
Ralph Salzano F I L E D
NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 42014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York New York

A
Qu &
CAang
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 1450_1 90538

Mw& W e

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ < NI '4
v vasi © TGl
,';“"‘ o "’“

SO ORDERED,

5891221v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: F g L E D Index No: 190188/11
NO OPPOSITION
Lewis Shaw SUMMARY
FEB 0 4 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ORDER
NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
VAR

<uand

O\ by .
Frank Ort W Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG* erecon WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00486
g/ /
SO ORDERED, 45?»¢!

Hon. Sherry’K. eitler

Ja g i

5891255v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 190155/09
NO OPPOSITION
Delphine M. Stachowiak SUMMARY
F g L E D JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
FEB 0 4 2014 ORDER
"""""""""""""" COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHIX%\/IIVIY]?EThereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
e | \

q:;)kldi (fiéﬁns

Frank Ortiz, Esq. |

Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

- WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00488

SO ORDERED,

et e mhe w0 s o

5891272v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 674607-11
ROGER FARTHING, [LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al., F i L E D
Defendants.
FEB 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANMEWHNEYY requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintif’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

vt AWV 2013 K
Frank Ortiz, Es(. ) Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXE P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

6% etid
SO ORDERED,

Hon. §l§rry RY Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190140-10

WILLIAM FIELDS, I.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION

BB D

Defendants. FER 0 4 20W

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,

FFICE

'S 0
TY CLERKS

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed

-

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\t\\® 2013

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENB SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

panl 0o 507
NoA g Wt

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190279-10
ROBERT P. FLYNN, [.LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SERLEDT
M D
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al,,
014
Defendants. FEB 04 L

'S OFFICE
COUNTY CLERKS O
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff°s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v\ 2013

L

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENB SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon.Mﬁeitler ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 107680-00
ARTHUR M. KEY, 1.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F ‘ L E D

1 \'b , 2013
Q £ 0 4 200
v L,'L.CF‘KS OFF\CE

Frank Omz Esq. Katrina H. MurphyCBsY* EW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBE . SEGAL McCAMBRIDG%
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
- New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

W itler it 2220




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 102118-07
RAYMOND R. ROWLING, _ I.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York F E L E D

\\ 2 2013
& L FEB 0 4 2014

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Katrina H. MWE@ tLth\u";b\:‘OFF‘CE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.™ SEGAL McCAMBRY W}]\é
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
12) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190146-10
PAUL SCULLY, ILA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION NIERBR
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants. cEB 04 2014
GCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

EW YORK
WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY Nlereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

0ot

Frank Ortiz, Esq. g Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P* SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

PR AT £ ey N
R A I R
Gont o g LU

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190010-08
MATTEO J. GUILIANO, I.A.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
TION AND ER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.
FEB 04 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

WHEREFORE, Defendant HB. FULLER COMPANRY Y&REy requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

~, , 2013
Frank Ortiz, Esq- Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXE C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

. New York, NY 10022
12) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190246-10
LARRY V. GUMAER, LA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Plaintiff,
~aganst- £ | L ED NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
" MOTION AND ORDER
HLB. FULLER COMPANY, etal, FES 84120
< QFFICE
UNTY DefelishR"
GO NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

—

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG .C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

P QIJ’
i e [P
.,3.‘““"3 w s L

SO ORDERED,

Hon. "HéA




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 110269-02
THOMAS M. RAISH, LA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Plaintiff,
- against - F ‘ L E D NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
FEB 0 4 204 MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yorli, New York
S\ L2013

) P

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 .. -

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Ho. Alhy: . Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
MADISON JENNINGS and SYLVIA JENNINGS, Index No.: 13/19008
PlaintiF( ),
-against- 1 L E D
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/aFEB 042014 MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
De £ GRUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
__________________________________ NEW YQRK

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATION
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in th
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

(For

John J. Fannfing q . Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.

Cullen and ¥k WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney fory ‘ Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRII A 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShérinyT‘Héitler

O

AL

a

Le

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

RAYMOND T. PRESTON and JEAN PRESTON, Index No.: 12/190400

00/10859

Plaintist) , 99/12220
-~against- L E D

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a FEB 042014 MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Ur &

e fenSQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
___________________________________ NEW ¥ORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212}
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

d without costs.

o,

John J. Fannipgd, |} Charles M. Ferguson, Esg.
Cullen and Dyj WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for ¥ ) Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERGI'ION LLC 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003

New York, NY 100 (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2000 ”

hereby dismissed with prejudice

Dated: New , New Yorj
Vl;Kiiﬁb , 208

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— e (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

PAUL NIEDERT and EDITH NIEDERT, Index No.: 12/1903

PlaintiffE)] L E D igié(—)cl:g

NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 42014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER

NATIONAL GRID, et al.,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendants. NEW YORK

-against-

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATION

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudig and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York jw
1LY 2013 4

I

John J. Fanning Chertes M —Ferguson—Bst . f3£N
Cullen and Dy WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATEON LLC ) 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street 3 New York, NY 10003

New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-5500

(212)732-2000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérzyfg. feitler -
peny 6

78
02
-08515-KBF

AL

a

DAL Lt

B S o

‘"‘,‘:4
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

RICHARD A. HIDDIE and SHIRLEY HIDDIE, Index No.: 98/119850

plaintifEsl, L E D

NO OPPOSITION

FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

-against-

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendants NEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATION
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC £/k/|
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in t}
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defeggﬁﬁﬁy&ATIONAL GRID be and the same are

y

hereby dismissed with pgéjudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

I .

John J. Faxnin Edq? David J. Barty, Esg?’
Cullen and Pykmgn BLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney fodg De ant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-

44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry ReAMeitler

AL

e

’




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

AUDREY RUDA, Individually and as Executrix Index No.: 116965-06
of the Estate of JACK RUDA, deceased,

NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMN#Y
-against- ‘(I)URII))%R Nt I\ETE ﬂ)
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., - FEBO4 2014
Defendants COUNTY cLERKS OFFICE

x NEW y
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby reque

sts

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agéinst‘

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed w

prejudice and without costs.

Dated:/ \ | ’ 2 l} Y

New York, New York

A

Jordan Fox, Bsq\\/

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Belluck & Fox, L\P Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plain}iff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avenue, A™ Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY
oute 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

(212) 681-157

SO ORDERED,

W

Judge Sherry KTéin Heitler

Croag e rw«lgq.
SR i g L

ith



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
---- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F L E D Index No: 190159-12
HELEN NAGY FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER
— e e e e m e X

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorneys,

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-enti
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ compl
against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposi

thereto,

ted

aint

tion .

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: _)eem2a N/ 2013

New Yark, New York

(N~

Bryan B¢ sq.
BELLUC 0X WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
546 Fifth|[Avgnue, 4™ Floor 140 Broadway, 46™ Floor

New York, Y 10036 New York, NY 10005
Attorneyg Or Plaintiffs > Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, ]

SO ORDERED,

@”ﬁ!” Heitler

S

AN 25 201

o, )
S S 2

nc.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY LLA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
--- =-J-4-X
This Document Relates to: F 1 L E D Index No: 190135-13
ROBERT FLAHIVE FEB 0 4 2014 l;I(J) I\f[)hll)ligi'ITION
cou JUDGMENT
NTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER
________________________ — X

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorngys,.
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: Q&éwév 34,2013
Q@\N YA1, New rk Qﬁ\ §
Bryan Belasiy E'sq/ S. Howarth, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
546 Fifth Ayghue, 4™ Floor 140 Broadway, 46th Floor

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005 ' ‘
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills, Inc.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: F Index No: 121803-97
105232-98
| L E D 104164-03
Robert P. Funkhouser
e 0.4 20 SOMMARY |
Cou JUDGMENT
TN CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND
=W YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ve 1+

. CAGNE

18

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00001

SO ORDERED,

“Hon. SH@JM Heitler M 22

5890997v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 110339-9§
111031-98
F | L E D 110521-0(
Joseph Corneyea ’ OSITION
NO OPPOSITI
FEB 0.4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoyt
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/e l v\

. CAUNE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00518

b
W e b

AN 85 20

g g

P

5890979v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 118537/98
Anselmo Emanuelli L E D NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

FEB 04 204 JUDGMENT
COUN MOTION AND
TY CLERK'S OF ORDER
NEW YORK FICE

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in t
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withot
costs.

Dated: New York, New York

=3

€

/e [\
(> A 4 69 ga& Ciang
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00516

SO ORDERED,

Weitler

5891020v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 119394-0
F ! L E D 100607-01
Lawrence J. Farrell FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OF JUDGMENT
NEW YORK FICE MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, lN ew York
e[ 1A

0 =
. CAGNg

Julie R. Evans, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, q.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00466

SO ORDERED,

Hon. —Hitler

5890990v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 126687-02
FRANCES R. DEFILLIPIS, I.A.S. Part 30
F g Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
€D
- against - NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
H.B. FULLER COMPAN¥GWAtry c| ERks OFFICE
NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\2 |[\® 2013 K
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENB .C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, oo




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

JOHN DAUB and JEANETTE DAUB INDEX NO.: 190426-12

Plaintiff(s),

vS. _

A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, ET AL., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. ~ JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff]s

complaint against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositio

thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the saLarEe @dlsmlssed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New Yor

Dl g aae L
¢
. CLERKS
Jordon Fox/Hsq. I & COUNTY NEW YORKSidanni/Regina,
BELLUCKI&FOX, LLP WATERS, Mc SON McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
546 Fifth Ayerue 4th Fl. 233 Broadway
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279
(212) 681-15(3 ) 227-7878
SO ORDERED:

7748481

n




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

JANEED KHAN, INDEX NO.: 190512-12

Plaintiff(s),

VS.

3M COMPANY, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s co

against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without coss.

Dated; New York, New York
ate €W Y Or ev;//)? /,_A L E D
N |

cER 0 4 20 / =

Jordon Fox] q.\ ‘ OFF\CEGio%mi Refgina, Pxq.
BELLUCK|&|FOX, LLP GOUNTY CLE\\;‘ggK WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys fbr Plaintiffs NEW Attorneys for Ritey Power, Inc.

546 Fifth Ayepue 4th Fl. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279

(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

774610 1

laint

g

st

1Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

ERNEST G. SMITH and CLAUDIA SMITH,
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

Index No.: 190299-13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

"FILED

FEB 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SRS
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COM hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

Dated: Kovermsen. //) 2073
New York, New York

e

Michael Roberts, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

7

(e~

%2 M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPAN
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

/)
S0 ORDERED, T '*,J

ein Heitler

" Judge Sh@ﬂl(

and

Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEWYORK

X
p.

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
"

This Document Relates to: Index Neo.: 190030-13
LOUIS D’ESPOSITO,
et . e NO OPPOSITION S
ORDER
-against-
FEB 0 4 2014
BIRD INCORPORATED, et al.,
Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED, hereby requests summary judgment in
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s compld

against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

the

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

BIRD INCORPORATED, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \\/L’i},\g

~ New York, Ngw York\ %
Parad (p( Ca 3

BrianEarlyBsq. DY 20) . b2 ( £q c\ . Ly, Pascarella, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) LINDENBAUM & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 BIRD INCORPORATED

(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

int



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
VINCENT J. CALIMANO, Index No.: 190238-13
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
_against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., F ! L E D
Defendant(s).
X FEB 0 4 2014

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACT&QH@%W&E@? requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dism_.ssing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:

New York, New York %
m & _—

[ﬂ/?/ /)

John E, Fichmond, Esq. Lisa"M. Pascarella, Esq.

WeitZ& Luxenberg, P.C. Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

WILLIAM DELGADO and MARGARET Index No.: 190401-12
DELGADO,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
JUDGMENT M@T1 N
-against- ORDER F (IN L E D
A.L. EASTMOND & SONS, individually, and as FEB 0 4 2014
successor to Easco Boiler Corp., et al.,
Defendants. COUNTZ1 gvl;lEYRgl;KSKOFFK’E

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a
AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agxrinst

defendant TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. be and the same are hereby

(A

LisTR1L. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
i & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth\Avdnye, 4" Floor : Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN
(212) 681-1575 STANDARD, INC.
o~ 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
] / (732) 837-9019 -

,Z’Weitler JPA A

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 190050-09
RONALD P. MCDONOUGH, LLA.S. Part 30

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
Y EN

Nerjobazoker

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants. FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed
with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
~\ o 2013

-

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

Frank Orliz, q.

WEITZ & LUXENBE ). SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 H.B. FULLER COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651- -

SO ORDERED,

Hon.kS‘l%r\r/y"K‘Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------- -FHEED o
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY [.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
FEB0.42014
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190234-11
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

GLORIA F. CASSANO, Individually andngsw YORK NO OPPOSITION

Executrix of the Estate of RICHARD M. CASSANO, SUMMARY

Deceased, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_____________________ — X

WHEREFORE, defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. by its attorneys,

WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint

against defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agpinst

defendant MANNINGTON MILLS, INC,, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicé

and without costs.

Dated: W@méﬂ/ 2013

T Qs

Bryan Bel \%ME S. Hdwarth, Esq.

BELLU; FOX ILBRAHAM LAWLER & BUBA
546 Fifth nue, 4™ Floor 140 Broadway, 46th Floor

New Ypri, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005

Attorneys for Defendant, Mannington Mills,

Inc.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 13-190121

VINCENT SANTINO and FRANCIS

SANTINO, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plamtlffs, ORDER
-against- F l L E D
FEB 0 4 2014

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., et al

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Defendants. NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., he
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Seq
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/lk/a AMERI(
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen|

reby
tion

LAN

dant:

TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

patea: V2|44 l 15
New York, New York ﬂ\-—'
= %
Brian Early, Esq. LIS M. Pascarella, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC : PASCARELLA DIVITA
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) LINDENBAUM & TOMASZEWSKI, PLL
360 Lexington Avenue, 20% Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10017 TRANE US, INC,
(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019
SO ORDERED,

Judge

)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:;

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

LED

SELWYN HACKSHAW, INDEX NO.: 190022-13

Plaintiff(s), -

e ) FES 0.4 2014

ABB, INC., ET AL, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  JUDGMENT MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in thg above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\2 & |yva

S

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

7

Giovanpi RegiNa, Esq.
WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorne iley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

e T

Hon. Shetry Klein Heitler

TRRD 80 ) i
NPT Iy au Ay




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

FREDERICK ABRAMS,

Plaintiff(s),

VS,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.
Defendants.

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 108667-07

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., requests summary judgment in the abpve-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\212( 12

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG;
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

%Vaaf(i Regiha, Esq.
WATHRS, MCPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attornéys for Riley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
'S OFFIGE

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 36 OUNTLSVL\'/E\?SF?K
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
WILLIAM DELGADO and INDEX NO.: 190401-12
MARGARET DELGADO,
Plaintiff(s),
Vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A. L. EASTMOND & SONS, ET AL., JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s com plaiht
against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
J /;, ) of

|9P]

ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
iley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED: ,,<;;;é;2%%;%;2’—’_—_————~

(212) 6§1/1575




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

Plaintiff(s),
YS.

Defendants.

ROBERT D. BENCE and SHARON BENCE

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., ET AL.

FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
NYCAL  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
LA.S. Part 30 NEW YORK

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190502-12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in tl

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif

complaint against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no oppositic

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated; New York, New York

Jordon Fox E‘%q.
BELLUGK & FOX, LLP
Attorneys far Plaintiffs

546 Fifth\Ayenue 4th Fl.
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED:

Giov Regit, Esq.
WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Atto T Riley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

774847 1

ne

5
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b'd (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JOSEPH CUNDARI and ELLEN CUNDARI,F | L E DIndex No.: 13/190098
01/110638

Plaintiff (s),

-against- FEB 04 2014
NO OPPOSITION
RY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/%ngNTy<3LERKS‘3FF‘ TION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., NEW YORK

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL

GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k

LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

Chaxrles M Eesguson, VEsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

John J. Fanni
Cullen and D
Attorney for R4 Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATRO / 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street New Yoyk, NY 10003

New York, NY 10005 58-5500
(212)732-2000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She K. Heitler

j2023 ) g JX/
W /6/73
| \éﬁi/ﬂg/@%‘?&




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— b'd (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

THOMAS J. MURRAY and PATRICIA MURRAF | L E Bﬂex No.: 01/1194

Plaintiff (s),

-against- FEB 04 2014
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/gOUNTY CLERKS OFRM&EION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., NEW YORK

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIO}
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in t]
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

==

Dated: New York, New York
2|l . 2013

John J. Fgnnifg, . Charles M. Ferguson, Esqg.
Cullen anf§l Dykma WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Pefdndant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL IDY\GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-5500

(212)732-2000 \
_J

SO ORDERED,

v™K ] Heitler

72

NAL
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. KONIGSBERG, L.L.P.

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN THE CITY OF NEW YORK

..................................... X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE
AGAINST DEFENDANT

..................................... X INGERSOLL RAND

F E P & D company

FEB 0 4 2014
Morton Frieder Index No. 190212/12

This document Applies To:

o
]

_________________________ GCOUNTY_CLEBKS OFFICE Judge Sherry K. Heitl
NEW YORK

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED by and between counsel for the plaintiff

in the above-captioned action and defendant INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY that, whereds no

party herein is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been appointed and no

person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the action, the above entitled action be,

and the same hereby is, discontinued with prejudice and without costs to either party as against

the other. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk of the Court.

Dated: ,2013

New York, New York

KKONIGSBERG, LLP PASCARELLA DiVITA
LINDENBAUM & TOMASZEWSKI,

Ll Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
New York, New York 10022 Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

LEVY PHILLIPS &

800 THIRD AVENUE

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10022




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

ANTHONY CUSUMANO and JOAN
CUSUMANO,

Plaintiff(s),
VS.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Pla

Complaint against Defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opp¢

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice witlJout

costs.

Dec. \B >\
Dated: New York, New York

DadlD

Daniel Wa$serberg, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6™ Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO. 190348/13

St o el
JUDGMENT M A

FEB 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests sum%vx&cfﬁggment

in the

intiffs’

nsition

nst

igvannyReginy, Esq.
WATERS, McPAERSON, McNEILL, P.(
Attorne iley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

L)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

CYNTHIA SCHONBERGER,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

Defendants.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., requests summary judgment in the ab

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190138-13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

DVE-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agdinst

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same a ( l‘r:bEsu@ed with prejudice without copts.

Dated: New York, New York

7z

Jordan Foy
BELLUCK &
Attorneys ffor Plhintiffs

546 Fifth Avenye, 4th F1.
New York\New York 10036
(212) 681-1%75

SO ORDERED:

FEd

LER
C\N y OP\K

T\(
COUN NE

g 4 200

s OFFICE

New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

{C.

ﬁm? PR
i
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

JAMES LAWRENCE SHEEHAN and MARGARET Index No.: 190425-13
SHEEHAN,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER F I L E q
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., FEB 0 4 2014
Defendant(s).
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudic¢, and
there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

(e {
Dated: ’}' ‘ \ 15
N ork, NewXork %—
David A€handler, Esq. ~ NgaM. Pascarella, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPAN}Y
(212) 558-5500 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
~(732) 837-9019

o e 0
B, §3 7.t

R A AT ;\'L
JEN & w VI

SO ORDERED,

R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190040-13

JAMES AUGUSTUS PROCTOR and JOY C.
PROCTOR,

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), DR ENT MOFN !&1@ ED
Vo
4
ALCOA, INC., et al., FEB 0 4 201
Defendant(s). COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hergby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secf

ion

3212, dismissing plaintiff°’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend

ant

TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ‘ 2*’(4\, B

New York, New York

e

Brian Early, Esq. Lisa¥®l. Pascarella, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAU]I
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 TRANE US, INC.

(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

SO ORDERED,

M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

%

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190040-13

JAMES AUGUSTUS PROCTOR and JOY C.
PROCTOR,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
P laﬂltlff, ORDER
-against- F l L E D
ALCOA, INC,, et al., FEB 0 4 2014

Defendant(s). COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgn

ent

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost

Dated: \2-', Q} 15
New York, New York

Brian Early, Esq. -——D

L . Pascarella, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAU
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10017 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New J‘e:gey 07733

Q START L

SO ORDERED,

no

ant

M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190166-13

MICHAEL VIGGIANO and JOAN VIGGIANO,

Plaintiff NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
aintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against- F I L E D
ABCO REFRIGERATION SUPPLY CORP., et FEB 04 2014
al., |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE]
Defendant(s). NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary jud

oment

ntiff’s

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plail

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY with prejudice, and there beileg no

opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defepdant

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \Zlcl I'5

New York, New York

Brian Eaﬁy, Esq. —_— Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) , & TOMASZEWSK]I, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue, 20% Floor  Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY

(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ’

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190166-13

MICHAEL VIGGIANO and JOAN VIGGIANO,

Plaini NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
aintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER
FILED
ABCO REFRIGERATION SUPPLY CORP., et
al., FEB 0 4 2014

Defendant(s).

-against-

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/lk/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., lhereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules [Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AM RICAN
STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

TRANE US, INC. f/i/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \Z\ q I l 5

New York, New York

7/77 T,

Bria'n/Early, Esq. LT, Pascarella, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC == " - PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) SR & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC '

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor ‘ Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 TRANE US, INC.

(212) 986-2233 , 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

~(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

Judge SYEMPK I Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS
LITIGATION Index No.: 190166-13
MICHAEL VIGGIANO and JOAN VIGGIANO,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-
ABCO REFRIGERATION SUPPLY CORP., et al.,
FEB 0 4 204
Defendant(s).
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant, TUTHILL CORPORATION, solely for
Murray Turbine (“Defendant™), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint againgt
Detendant TUTHILL CORPORATION solely for Murray Turbine with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to alt co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

b 1210113

New York, New York

-

Foe—

Brian Farly, Esq. — Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, L1LC Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant e
New York, New York 10017 TUTHILL CORPORATI%,E&} b b

(212) 986-2233 tirray Turbine

2137 Route 35, Suite Q/9Q ¢ 75
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733 »
(732) 837-9019 N

SO ORDERED,

T AR E 4 K Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190150-13
RICHARD C. THOMAS and CAROL
THOMAS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

» JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ORDER
-against- F I L E D
A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., FEB 04 201
Defendant(s). COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. flk/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN

STANDARD, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed witlf

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ‘Z‘ q ) \3

New York, New York

oz

Brian Early, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSK]I, PLLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10017 TRANE US, INC.
(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
~ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190150-13

RICHARD C. THOMAS and CAROL

THOMAS, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND

Plaintiff(s), ORDER F ILE

-against-
FEB 04 2014
A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al,,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Defendant(s). NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgy

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaint

nent

iff’s

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen

dant

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \Z‘q l l ?)

New York, New York

75 20

Brian Early, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq. UlM
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBA
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 ’ INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY

(212) 986-2233 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CYNTHIA SCHONBERGER, Index No.: 190138/2013
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER F ' L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014
Defendant(s).
X

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment i
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s comj
against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe

BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Date;ir.‘"\\\ Z’EDI I 5

. New York, New York /%_k_

Jordan Fox, Esq. - Lisa M_Befcarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneysfor plaintiff{s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avenue, 4® Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 BIRD INCORPORATED
(212) 681-1575 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

Jud Héifler

n the

blaint

ndant




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ROBERT FLAHIVE, Index No.: 190135-13

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY
-against- JUDGME oJ10
ORDER
3M COMPANY, et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014
Defendant(s).
¥ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgme
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there bein

opposition thereo,

nt in

$sing

g no

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: \2) 5 ) 5
Now Y rljfl;y@rk %—-
J oraaﬁ?(;x, \’7 Lisa™¥T. Pascarella, Esq.
' OX, LLP PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
r plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
546 Fisth’Avenue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 BIRD INCORPORATED __

(212) 681-1575 2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 390, ,

Holmdel, New J ersey 07733

SO ORDERED,

JudéMﬂé\T/{eﬁler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
SAUL SHEIMAN, Index No.: 190382/2013
Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT ON AND
ORDER E D

3M COMPANY, Indivudually and as Successor to

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et FEB 0 4 2014
al.,
COUNTY CLERK'
Defendant(s). NEW YORSKOFFICE
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, BIRD INCORPORATED hereby requests summary judgment i

n the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s com]blaint

against defendants, BIRD INCORPORATED with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe

BIRD INCORPORATED be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Jordan F??,E q.v 7 MPascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorney$ fér plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 BIRD INCORPORATED
(212) 681-1575 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

(732) 837-9019 |
SO ORDERED, / / en
ejptfretiler =

Judge S

BN Y

”

i n 20y
BN B 5 ¢

o, WRETIAPSS

ndant




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM and JOHANNA Index No.: 190129-13
PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIQN, AND ‘
-against- ORDER (ﬁ F L E D
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company, et FEB 04 2014
al.,
Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Segtion
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed (with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ‘32,50, ' 5
rk, New York

Jordan Fox, E M W N~ Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
BELLUCK & KX LLP PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAUM
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, \¢ York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY e

2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 200 = |} i

ersey 07733 N
JAN 23 10M
SO ORDERED, , |
i Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DONALD IZBICKI and MADELINE IZBICKI, Index No.: 190140-13
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

) SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT NP‘II)I\I::NE U
ORDER
ADVANCE AUTO SUPPLY, et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014

Defendants.

X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby req
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Se
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMP
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed

prejudice and without costs.

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENB
& TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPAN
2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, W, /// AN 2320

o] wpem,

uests
ction

ANY

rainst

with

UM

Y

| Holmdel, New Jersey 07733 .
‘ (732) 837-9019 - LAY I
st Baer o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ROBERT TEAGUE, Index No.: 190131/13

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION F ' L E p

i SUMMARY
et JUDGMENT MOTIO*EAé\Ib) 420
3M COMPANY, et al., ORDER
Defendant(s). COUNTKIECV!\.IEYROK;RSKOFﬁ ICE

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby reqy

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sed
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMP;

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

lests

tion

ANY

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agpinst

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed [with

prejudice and without costs.

a2t %
km' @/—\—4_
]&, Lisn. Pascarella, Esq.
, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
laintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLL.C
Avetiue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New Yoyk, Ngw York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
COMPANY
2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS

FEB 04 2014
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et

al., NTY
COUNT EW YORK

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, TUTHILL CORPORATION, solely for
Murray Turbine (“Defendant™), hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint again
Defendant TUTHILL CORPORATION solely for Murray Turbine with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against Defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

BTN

w York, New York

Dated:

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant

2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 0738 £ & 20
73273837-9019

SO ORDERED,

LITIGATION Index No.: 190340-12
DANIEL E. VALENSI, Individually and as
Executor of the Estate of FRANCES S. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
VALENSI, deceased, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
Plaintiff(s), - F | L E m
-against-

TUTHILL CORPORATIONWSG}Gny o
for Murray Turbine ., i _§_ RHI

CLERKS OFHAICE

t

T




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
PAUL SALMERI and JUNE SALMERI, Index No.: 190404/13
Plaintiff,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER F I L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
Defendant(s). FEB 0 47014
X
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests suminary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismigsing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice| and

without costs. ,

Dated: ‘2’ 2‘6’ ‘ 5

New York, New York

T . S

Matthew T. Maclntyre, Egﬂ Yse® M. Pascarella, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. -Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY
(212) 558-5500 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED, _ / M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

GIOUSEPPE LIOTTA, Index No.: 190373/2013
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as F ‘ L E D
successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC,, et
al, FEB 0 4 2014

Defendant(s).
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY hereby requests summary judgm
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plair
complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY with prejudice, and there bein
opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

e

S
&l 1Y

Jo " Wiliams, . g M. Pascarella, Esq.
TREAVILLIAMS LAW HIRM, P.C. PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBA
Attorneys for plaintifi(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC

245 Park Avenue, 39 Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10167 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY

(212) 668-1122 2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

ent in

1tiff’s

2 no

ndant

ts.

UM




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

GIOUSEPPE LIOTTA, Index No.: 190373/2013
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER F‘LED

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as

successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, INC., et
al., T FeB 04 e
\CE
Defendant(s). N CLEP\K'S OFF

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Se

ction

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC., f/k/a AMERICAN

STANDARD, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

TRANE US, INC., f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed

(~—

LiSa M. Pascarella, Esq.

prejudice and withoutjcosts.

PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAL
g & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC
245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10167 TRANE US, INC.
(212) 668-1122 2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry R¥h Heitler

with

UM




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

This Document Relates To: | Index Nb.: 190334-11
VIRGIL LAFFEY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
-against- F ‘ L E D
A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al. £EB 04 204
Defendants. e OFFICE
CLERKS O
COUNT\‘{I EW YORK

o

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, with prejudice, and there beix?g no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

INGERSOLL-RAND COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: ' A 2-0\ \3

New York, New York

Erik Karst, Esq.” a M. Pascarella, Esq.

Karst & Von Oiste, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 Attomney for Defendant
Houston, TX 77070 Ingersoll ~Rand Company

(281) 970-9988 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
del, NJ 07733
(732) 837-9019
SO ORDERED, T/
Honorable S ot e .;%. (T W




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190334-11
VIRGIL LAFFEY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintift, ORDER

-against- F ‘ L E D

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, ct al.

Defendants.

5 OFFICE
CLERKS
x COUNTY (N YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC,,

reby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintifPs complaint against defcndants, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AM
STANDARD, INC.,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe
TRANE US, INC. fik/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed|

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: IZ‘Z@I]%

New York, New York
) -
Erik Karst, Esq. Ly . Pascarella, Esq.
Karst & Von QOiste, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attomeys for Plaintifi(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
19500 State Highway 249, Suitc 420 Attomney for Defendant
Houston, TX 77070 Trane US, Inc.
(281) 970-9988 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, NJ 07733
9019

SO ORDERED,

L R
onm i % fofa

. i 5 [

Fies Lanmen ‘w Hanlome £l

CAN

ndant

with




.~ INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

FRANCIS X. MCCARTHY and ANNE :
MCCARTHY, : CIVIL ACTION NO.
: 1:12-¢cv-06556-RA
Plaintiffs,

-against- : STIPULATION OF
: DISCONTINUANCE WITH

: U E D
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, . F

a/k/a BUFFALO PUMPS, INC.,, et al.,

Defendant(s). FE3 0472014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED AND AGREED, by and between the undersigned, the
attorneys of record for the parties to this stipulation, that whereas no party hereto is an infant of or
incompetent person for whom a committee has been appointed and no person not a party has an
interest in the subject matter of the action, the above entitled action against Defendant, Trane US,
Inc. f/k/a American Standard, Inc., be, and the same hereby is, discontinued with prejudice, and
without costs to any party as against the other. This stipulation may be filed without further notice
with the Clerk of the Court. The parties herein preserve the venue of this matter in the United

States District Court for the Southern District of New York.

Dated: December 5, 2013
New York, New York

Christopher Gladd, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Napoli Bern Ripka Shkolnick Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

& Associates, LLP & Tomaszewski, PLLC

Attorney(s) for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Sk fro.
350 Fifth Avenue Trane US, Inc. it e iy W e
New York, NY 10118. 2137 Route 35, Suite 290 RPN P

Holmdel, NJ 07733 JAN L Lo




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

ROBERT J. SHANSTROM, Index No.: 02/1185

02/10686

-against- PlaintiffF)I L E D

NO OPPOSITION

47014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a  FEB 0 MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Ty CLERK'S OFFICE

Defenda@EN NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIO}
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in tl
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit]
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon noticeyggﬁaTT”E6-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defend wL’NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with pyéjudice and without costs.

brk
2913

Dated: New York, New

T TS

John J. Fannin Michael Fanelli, Esq.
Cullen and Dykm WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for De ant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

e

VA N

SO ORDERED,

31
95

NAL

e

h




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

———————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

HERMAN BRESSEL and FRANCOISE BRESSELF l L E IDex No.

Plaintiff (s)

13/190046
10/190112

-against-
FEB 0 4 2014 yo opPosITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/ s OR9EZON_AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., QCOUNTKéﬁfigﬁio

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID"), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC £/k/
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims an
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are
and without costs.

hereby dismissed with prejudi

Dated: New York, New York
W8y, 2013

pro k> 72/

John J. Fanrfingf, Es ChaztesM—Forguson ~Had .

0 ghacl Fmed)

Cullen and vk
Attorney fo
NATIONAL GRI

44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10

(212)732-2000

SO ORDERED,

an L
fendin
ENERRTION LLC

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

Hon. Shertry XHeitler e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— x (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

JEAN M. DONNAY, F I L E DIndex No.: 13/190118

Plaintiff (s),

_against— FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC df¥JWNTY CLERK'S OFFICEOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., NEW YORK

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are
hereby dismissed with pre}f’izg and without costs.

Dated: New York, New rk
/2130, 2f13

John J. Fapnifg, Esdb Pattl Burshtyn, ESq.
Cullen and Dyagzﬁ LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for DA&§#ndant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC 700 Broadway

44 Wall Street New York, NY 10003

New York, NY 10005 (212) 558-5500
(212)732-2000

Ea

SO ORDERED,

NS W

A > o
—Shefry B feitler ‘ lﬁ%g&mi

o
L
W o b




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- x NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
———————————————————————————————————————— X (Heitler, J.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

SANDRA CARROCCIA and CHERYL ANN PI?O}IKAL E Bdex No.: 02/118155
as Co-Executrices for the Estate o 98/111039

JOSEPH K. PIECZONKA, 97/113281

97/101498
Plaintiff (s) ,FEB 042014
-against-
) OPPOSITION
COUNTLéﬁfiggipFFggiMARY JUDGMENT

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al.,

Defendants.
________________________________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATIONAL
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC t/k/a
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
cross claims against defendant NATIONAL GRID be and the same are

Y Without costs.

hereby dismissed with prejudicg

Dated: N%§ York, New York '

A

John J. Fanningy, § Y Phan A r Y YEsq.
Cullen and DykmMaj v WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Def{gh Attorneys for Plaintiffs

NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LL
44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10005
(212)732-2000

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
STEPHEN D. HORTON, Index No.: 190300-13

Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., n/k/a RHONE

FIL'ED
POULENC AG COMPANY, n/k/a BAYER

CROPSCIENCE INC., et al., FEB 0 4 2014

Defendant. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
X NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice

there being no opposition thereo,

, and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defepdant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

Dated: NOV. S~ o3
New York, New York

e

Adam Coopes, B PP \?;773\9 e REK o~ Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) , & Tomaszewski, PLLC

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPAN|

(212) 558-5500 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

SO ORDERED, 0.

Ju K(fe\vnlﬁeitler JAN %9 2334

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 34
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This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190118/13
Jean M. Donnay,
Plaintiff! FEB 04 2014
- against - NO OPPOSITION

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI€SMMARY JUDGME
A.O. Smith Water Products Co., et AEWYORK  MOTION AND ORI

iN'T
DER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby rg
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plair
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Ing.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
iv|3 o , 2013

\/fﬁi_/ ///’ﬂ
Patti Burshtyn, Esqg. M /Taf Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. and D, k n LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff A orneys for Defendant
Jean M. Donnay Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway, 6 Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10003 ; New.. York, New York 10005
212) 732-2000
Our File No.: 6754712885

So Ordered:

P) / . -
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler N 99 201

rquests
Civil
wwiffe!

udice,

claims

, Dbe




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3(
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: " I x No.: 106915/99
Edward J. Degeorgis and Mary AnnF: i im EE

Degeorgis,

Plaintiffs

- against - FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFMOITION AND ORDER
NEW YORK

Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.| Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled| case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section |[§3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there bging no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all |claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Phan Alvarédo, Esqg. Ju in\M. Téer;EEg//////
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cdllen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Edward J. Degeorgis and Mary Mario & DiBono Plastering| Co.
Ann Degeorgis Inc.

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10003 tk, New York 1000

~Ns A
a6 o 20
AR VAL

So Ordered:

Hon. She?@y K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3¢
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler

______________________________________ X

This Documernt Relates to: Index No.: 19025

Dennis Absher, as Executor for the

Estate of Cecil W. Absher, F ! L E D

‘ Plaintiff,
- against - FEB 042014 NO OPPOSITION
) SUMMARY JUDGME
A.0. Smith Water Products COcoUﬂ%V%kEﬂKSCFHCEOTION AND ORI

~—

2/10

ER

NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant M4
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

;2 (32 , 2013
B T 2Z, L .
Matthew T. MacIntyrd, Esq. Jus%in &./Tafe[;Esﬁ:
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Dennis Absher, as Executor for Mario & DiBono Plastering
the Estate of Cecil W. Absher Inc.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 1000 New ¥cTrk, New York 10005 _
12) 732-2000 ;:;&i
Our File No.: 10924-6343

JaN £y dus

So Ordered:

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.

i . i
jroms iacri




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler|

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 10907/0/00

Norman L. Newkirk and Kathleen NeFEiEk

LED

Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 summaRY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendants NEW YORK
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

Inc.,

case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section |§3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there befing no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all |claims

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
W
Dated: New York, New York
},[.—3 o, 2013

Hl 7 Zee L L

Matthew T. MacInty¥e, Esq. Just Téfe,

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cull}en and Dyknia

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant 7
Norman L. Newkirk and Kathleen Mario & DiBono Plastering|Co.
Newkirk Inc.

700 Broadway, 6% Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005

So Ordered:

Hon. SW Heitler g |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3(

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 10402

Richard Babravich and Bonnie BF[?ig:, E D

Plaintiffs,

FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION

- against -

~—

8/00

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.C. & 5., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORDER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendan®EW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mg
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Dembeer V10, 2013

({:)AL%§%£:>"7xr’ /4721/7///i::;//77
David J.véé%r§T’Esq. Ju in‘ML Ta%e, ]
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Richard Babravich and Bonnie Mario & DiBono Plastering
Babravich Inc.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 44 Wall Street
New York, New York 10003 ork, New York 10005

So Ordered:

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.

Eadie




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler))

This Document Relates to: F ‘ LE Dndex No.: 19001
John A. Guiliano, as Executor for the

0/08

Estate of Matteo J. Guiliano, FEBQ‘42MA

Plaintiff,

FFICE
- against - CouNTYCLEﬁ§ﬁf) NO OPPOSITION
NEW Y SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.| Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled| case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section (83212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there befing no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all |claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

_Dewmber Yo, 2013 46;77
pavid J. Bagly, Egq. Juigﬁ Yafe] Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Culien and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
John A. Guiliano, as Executor Mario & DiBono Plastering| Co.
for the Estate of Matteo J. Inc. -
Guiliano 44 Wall Street : I
700 Broadway, 6" Floor New York, New Yo&k%1%005

212) 732~ 2000 201k

New York, New York 10003 N 29
e NoO.: 1@?%4 5789

P

So Ordered:

E\E/f& K“Vﬁeltler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3(

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitlery

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 19034
Peggy Baum, as Executrix for t Egtate
of Joseph Baum, E L E D

Plaintiff,
- against - FEB 042014 NO OPPOSITION

~—

5/09

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.0. Smith Water Products COCOUNTW%&ERKSCFHCEOTION AND ORDER

NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Ma
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
{2jt2 , 2013
T

()" i

Joh . RiEhmondT'Esq. Ju%ﬁiﬁ\M. Tafé,/qu.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Peggy Baum, as Executrix for Mario & DiBono Plastering
the Estate of Joseph Baum Inc.

6" Floor 44 Wall Street

700 Broadway, -
New York, New Yor!

New York, New York 10003

So Ordered:

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

---------------------------------------- % NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
---------------------------------------- x (Heitler, J.)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
RICHARD H. DIMLER and CAROL DIMLER, Index No.: 98/1184
saincilfd L E D
-against-
NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a MOTION AND ORDER
NATIONAL GRID, et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Defendants NEW YORK
________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant, NATIONAL GRID GENERATION LLC d/b/a NATION
GRID (“NATIONAL GRID”), sued herein as KEYSPAN GENERATION LLC f/k
LONG ISLAND POWER AUTHORITY, hereby requests summary judgment in tk
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant NATIONAL GRID wit

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to al},,@rdefendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendagf’iATIONAL GRID be and the same are

hereby dismissed with p A udice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New

Deceomber G

ca ),

Adam Raffqyf/Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
ant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
RATION LLC 700 Broadway

New York, N

Cullen and D
Attorney for
NATIONAL GRID
44 Wall Street

003

New York, NY 10005 75500
(212)732-2000
et 47
TH §
SO ORDERED, AN e
Hon. Sherry K. Meitler e

VAL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MARCIA KRIVICIC, Individually and as Executrix Index No.: 190095-08
of the Estate of CARLO KRIVICIC, deceased,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-against- F I L E D

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., FEB 04 2014

Defendants.
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

x NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests sumI\ary

judgment in the above-éntitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereo,

sing

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLL.C
Attorney for Defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

' 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733 e
9019 T ™
SO ORDERED, AN 9

Jud in Heitler

and




-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
> {

BARRY KASVEN, Executor of the Estate of IRENE Index No.: 110879/2008
KASVEN and NATHAN KASVEN, Individually,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ?)T L E D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,, FEB 0 4 20t
Defendant(s). K'S OFFICE
UNTY CLER
x CO NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice,
there being no opposition thereo,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice]

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

( Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys fot plaintiff(s) - & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Avknue, 4* Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York! Mew York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
75 COMPANY

2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 0773 }
732) 837-9019 . o e

tAN 59 ZJM

T e

and

dant

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ADELINE CHOBOT-SPITZER, Executrix of Index No.: 111767-08
the Estate of ARMAND DEL CIOPPO and

CARMELA DEL CIOPPO, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against- F | L E D

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,,
Defendants. FEB 0 4 2014

X NTY.CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTUI&HH El ADRK hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Segtion
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudige andl without costs.

W2y

q. Lisd'M. Pascarella, Esq.

% Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant

ew York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY s
del, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019 IAN 25 201




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

PATRICIA COFFEY, Individually and as Index No.: 190077-08
Proposed Executrix of ARTHUR COFFEY,
Deceased, - - . NO QPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDG TI
ot 1 L ED
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al. FEB 0 4 201
Defendants. Ty CLERKS OFFICE

COUN
N

EW YORK
X
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby req\{csts

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sedtion

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag

inst

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with'

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: l,Z//L{
New York, New York

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
& Tomaszewski, PLLC
Attorney for Defendant

New York\New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY
2137 Route 1e290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07‘71}”
(732) 837-9019 A 7514

SO ORDERED, _

. / A
Judge Shest$&Tein Heitler

,agyl S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

MIKHAIL ABKIN, Index No.: 190105-08
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDERF‘LED

FEB 0 4 2014

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

> < OFFICE
TY CLERKS O
COUNT | EW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sec

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTUR]

o

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

tion

ING

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agginst

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated \ ) Z / I L’I
New New York

Jordan A L% M. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox| LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plhintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

546 Fifth Aveniie, 4* Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2137 Route 35, Suite 290
Holmdel, New Jersey 07738y

Jan 23 2d

e ey

ol

SO ORDERED,

(732) 837-9019 . ot e i W omm o’




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
AS FOR THE ESTATE OF CHUNG SOON Index No.: 10-190371
O’DWYER AND AS SPOUSE,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
~against- ORDER
A, FRIEDMAN SUPPLY CO., INC, et al., F %
- \4
Defendants. FEB 04 W
X
.« OFFICE
CLERKS

WHEREFORE, defendant, INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendants, INGERSOLL. RAND COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereo,
ORDERED, that upon notice te all co-defendants, all ¢laims and cross claims against defen

INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost
Dated: ' Zl ¥

Brian E‘Qr\y;é% WG L?(Q,Q\‘BB M7 M. Pascarella, Fsq.

EARLY & STRAUSS, LL PASCARELLA DIVITA LINDENBAU
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & TOMASZEWSKI, PLLC

360 Lexington Avenue Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10017 INGERSOLL RAND COMPANY
(212) 986-2233 2137 ROUTE 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733 L
(732) 837-9019 ' ‘

SO ORDERED,

EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & STRAUSS
An Association of Professional L.L.C.s
EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C.

360 LEXINGTON AVENUE e 20th FLOOR
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10017 e (212) 986-2233

dant

M




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WILFREDO CRUZ, Index No.: 190394-13
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER F I L E D
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al.,
Defendant(s). FEB 0 4 2014
X
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests sum

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi

mary

ssing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereo,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudics

without costs.

Dated: \, 2/

New York, New York

(%

Jagtes M. Kramer, Esq. Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

evy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLL.C
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10022 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY

(212) 605-6200 2137 Route 35, Suite 290
' Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

TN
wﬁi i V EX

SO ORDERED,

ndant

> and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

BRYAN HOCKLER, Index No.: 190235/2013
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining & F ‘ L E D

Manufacturing Co., et al.,

Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. h
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sg¢
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, TRANE US, INC f/k/a AMERI
STANDARD, INC. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defe
TRANE US, INC. f/k/a AMERICAN STANDARD, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \ 2’ , L"

New, York, New Yor

Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.

& Konigsberg, LLP

Levy Philli Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

800 Third Avenue Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10022 Trane US, Inc.

(212) 605-6200 ; 2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

ereby
zction

CAN

ndant

with




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: F E %w E Dndex No.: 117266/05

Joseph L. Peteley,

PlaintiFER 0 4 0%
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
NTY CLERKS OFFICESUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INCC. eqEANORK  MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant td
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaij
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps In

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Civil
ntiffs!

judice,

claims

7

., Dbe

Dated: New York, ﬁew York
W, 2013 /
- 42£a7/:4// i
L W Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxen! o mwmd Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Joseph L. Peteley Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, York 10005
F . (21 1-4164
PPN — L "
\L * »w ur File No.: 6754-9559 -

So Ordered:

vA g 90
éﬁerrfgk Heitler it 23




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part BO
ASBESTOS LITIGATIOI\F i L E D (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 117706/05
Anthony J. Simini, FEB 0 4 2014
Plainti BrRK
&3 FRK'S OFFICE
- Against - &ﬁﬁSWYORK NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all|claims

L]

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps 1In
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, N

w York
\\ |[t1-
(), A+ oy

/TA%F'AQ§CJ4>/1¢"Lf——H
Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP

Weitz & Luxenberg

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Anthony J. Simini Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003 ‘ New York, New York 10005
Vo (212) 701-4164
1t o~ e “ /// Our File No.: 6754<9557

i T s ¥ :
§o Ordered: W 220 20
Pt & g LV

Hon! . Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY EE I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATIONE: l Em (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to: FEB()42m4 Index No.: 116854/06
John C. Bowen,
P1LOMNTEGLERK'S OFFICE
- Against - NEW YORK NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGiENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

hereby requests

pursuant tqg Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'’

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

and there being no opposition thereto,

with

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

prejudice,

all |claims

InF., be

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York New York
™ \}—‘* 2013
i i '
| Yo AN
A L/§KJ¢>1;//1~M
Raéﬁu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenbe? Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for PlaintIffs Attorneys for Defendant
John C. Bowen Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003

'G”‘*‘\L - —\\\—

New York, New York 10005
2) 701-4164

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherr¥ K\/Heitler  JAN




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

----------------------------- F_g—E;_E NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
ST omeeoeoooeeeoooooooo FEB 14 2014
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 108170/06
Irving Feuerman,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
PlaintiPEd, oK
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tog Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all|claims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps In¢., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

"% New York, New York
2 el 2013
75 Y/
Rag%u Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Irving Feuerman Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005
: (212) 701-4164
ol ok / Our File No.: 6754-976171
NP B
So Ordered:

; PAN
Heitler Wi




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
THOMAS LEAHY and EVELYN LEAHY, Index No.: 190162-09
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER E D
3M COMPANY, et al., F
014
Defendant(s). FE8 041
X
E
RS OFFIC
. COUNTY (E;VL\,E\(ORK
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPB*IY hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice; and
there being no opposition thereo,

. ORDEREI?, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant
RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice| and
without cgst

\ ]2, L
Dated: I l
New Yt \7/ York

Jordan|Fox, ﬁ q. Lis3M., Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fpx, LILP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys.fi ﬁ'ntiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth Ayehue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, Néw York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

2137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733

837-9019 -
s ii ﬁw Yo
SO ORDERED, ot o
p gL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S.

(
FILED
This Document Relates to:
Genevieve H. Kockler,

FEB 0 4 2014
Plaintiffs,
- Against -
NEW YORK
et al.,

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.,

Index No.:

Part

105

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI@®® OPPOSITIO!
SUMMARY JUDGIMENT
MOTION AND Ol

B30
Judge Heitle

592/05

N

RDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED,
and claims defendant Goulds

cross against

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

Pumps

hereby rs
pursuant td
dismissing plail

with pre]

all

In

rquests
Civil
ntiffs!

judice,

claims

be

\J

Dated: New Yer , New York
Ve L 2013 / /
o ‘.i 7" /rﬂ//7/;// s
 \ /. 7 787U e A,
o ~ Ra§hu Bandlamudi, Esdg.
Weitz & Luxenbg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plal fs Attorneys for Defendant

Goulds Pumps Inc.
44 Wall Street

Genevieve H. Kockler
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 .

C\w\‘ o -"\v

/(212) 701-4164

New York, New York 10005

Jour File No.: 6754-9342

So Ordered:

/

Hon. ZﬁEEf?ﬂﬁf Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to: -gi EEIJE!X No.: 104954/06
Frank E. Koone, Sr.,
plaintiffs FEB 042014
- Against - NO OPPOSITION

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF$3MMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et MEWYORK MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tq Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all|claims

and cross «claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc¢., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
W[rvr 2013 / /

L/yC/Cyf//’L,, ‘
o\ o Raghh Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxen Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for PlainWffs Attorneys for Defendant
Frank E. Koone, Sr. Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005
; ) 701-4164

[/l _~Tour File No.: 6754-9717

So Ordered: /
Hon. ‘exy K. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S.
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Part 30

(Judge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: IM¥ex No.: 1025861/06
Morton Meckler,
FEB 0 4 2014
Plaintiffs,
- Against - COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIER OPPOSITION

NEW YORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al.,

MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tog

rquests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plainptiffs’

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

Eﬁ%  @X‘-Q‘ , 2013 /(ii/f,ﬁ??/ )

all

Ing.,

claims

be

Ny e C~_

Attorneys for PlaintTffs
Morton Meckler Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003

Raéﬁu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10005

%42TZT—763—4164 o |
- four File No.: 6754-9646 1=

AN
N

H
{
Wb

So Ordered:

e o
]

2014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION F g L E (Bige Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 102288/06
Thomas J. Metz, FEB 04 2014

, Plaint EBRATY CLERK'S OFFICE

- Against - NEW YORK NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby rs

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

quests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with pre]
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

udice,

claims

, - be

Dated: New York, New York
\!‘L'L , 2013 /
J‘!"’/ % p) -
» # Ay U o\

e\t o «‘ Raghu Bandlamudi,
Weitz & Luxenber Cullen and Dykman
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defe
Thomas J. Metz Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003

-

New York, Ne@w York 10005
(2 01-4164:- T
Our File No. #6454 059G

Esqg.
LLP
ndant

A
(>

P

[}
Hon. SHefr¥/K. Heitler

So Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY
-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION F E)L E ﬁdge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 115712/05

Elmer F. Muller, FEB 0 4 2014

Plaintiffs,
- Against - COUNTY CLERK'S OFR@EOPPOSITION

NEW YORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.0O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND OF

tDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tg
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plair
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Ing.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
s Wlae , 2013

rquests
Civil
wtiffs!

udice,

claims

, Raghu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxe Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Elmer F. Muller Goulds Pumps Inc.

700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005

2)

701-4164

So Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:
Edwin A. Murray,

Plaintiffs,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFRGEOPPOSITION

- Against -

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC.,

Defendants,

defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

WHEREFORE,

summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212,
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc.,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED,

and cross c¢laims against

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

nWlee | 2013

__F g}&! E (ﬁdge Heitler)

that upon notice to all co-defendants,

defendant

NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30

Index No.: 102879/05

FEB 0 4 2014

NEWYORK gUMMARY JUDGMENT
et al., MOTION AND ORDER

hereby requests
pursuant to Civil
dismissing plaintiffs'
with prejudice,
claims

all

Goulds Pumps Ing., be

m//ﬁ AN

Y i,

Weitz & Luxé
Attorneys for
Edwin A. Murray
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

,G 1,.,\(__ o-ha
L

/ bﬁﬁ/(/tf
Raghu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Goulds Pumps Inc.

44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

Hur File No.

So Ordered:

Hon.

Sherr?VKF’Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to: F g Em EdeBNo.: 102562/06
Nelson E. Newcomb,

Plaintiffs, FEB 04 2014
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S O RY JUDGMENT

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et aﬁ&ﬂVYORK (0) N AND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tg Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

claims

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc¢., Dbe

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: =~ New York, New York
I \\ v, 2013

T T

A

&

/
71 = et T~

,gﬂi' Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Nelson E. Newcomb Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 ew York, New York 10005
Sl o= /\(7212) 701 =464 ,
j File No.:

So Ordered:

Hon. Sherfy ¥. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler

This Document Relates to: ITMfex No.: 19001

James W. Hiler and Joette Hiler,

FES 04 2014
Plaintiffs,
- against - COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI}® OPPOSITION

3/10

NEW YORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.O0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORD

ER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Maj
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

N2023 , 2013 /

-/ Jzifin MNTafe, Boq—

\%Mfﬂl/mk, il

Suzan@k M. Ratcliffe, Esg
&

‘Weitz Luxenberg, P.C. Cétlen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
James W. Hiler and Joette Hiler Mario & DiBono Plastering

6th

700 Broadway, Floor Inc.
New York,-.New-York 10003 i Wall Street

: i ew York, New York 10005
f212) 732-2000

[ [bur File No.: 10924-6145

So Ordered; v

Hon. Sherf?'K. Heitler

Inc.,

case,

§3212,

rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 10273p/02

Luis R. Quintero and Kathy QuintFog L E D

Plaintiffs,
- against - FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.C. & S., Inc., et al.,

MOTION AND ORDER

COUNTYCLEW(SOFHCE

NE
Defendants.\/VYORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

hereby requests summary 3judgment in the above-entitled

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Ma
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be

opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

M. Ratcliffe, EHq)f ~  Justj M Téfe, £sq.

‘WeitzV& Luxenberg, P.C. ' CulYen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Luis R. Quintero and Kathy Mario & DiBono Plastering
Quintero Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005

2(212) 732-2000

So Ordered:

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 11563
John D. Sorensen, as Executor for the

Estate of John A. Sorensen, F E L E D

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
FEB 0 42014 SUMMARY JUDGME
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., MOTION AND ORD

4/01

NT
ER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
DefendantigEw YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice ©Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Ma
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/\12234, 013

ol N

Suza M. Ratcliffe, Esq. o Jd%%in {. Tafe, EEGT'
Weit#/& Luxenberg, P.C. Culfen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
John D. Sorensen, as Executor Mario & DiBono Plastering
for the Estate of John A. Inc.
Sorensen 44 Wall Street g ey
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor New York, New York 10005 ]
New York, New York 10003 (212) 732-2000 L

/ Our File No.: 10924~AN Z 3|2

So Ordered:

Heitler

&R
[

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.

]

S
0
[
* R

L Y

)
e J
g
I~




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 3(
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitley

This Document Relates to: F Q(L E Ddex No.: 10030
Sandra J. Wilcox, as Administrdtri

for the Estate of William M. Wilcox,

sr., FEB 0 4 2014

Plaintiff,
- against - NO OPPOSITION

~

7/06

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE3yMMARY JUDGMENT

VY YORK

A.0. Smith Water Products Co., MOTION AND ORI

DER

Defendants.
WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mg
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
gp 2p ., 2013

C:Q%£2/L652(76/ ,/”/;Z///x/dﬂ//i%i///ff7

Frank—M—~efe*5$i#9%-AbM«-WTOES? Jus 1h\Mi Tafe &FEsq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff ttorneys for Defendant
Sandra J. Wilcox, as Mario & DiBono Plastering
Administratrix for the Estate Inc.

of William M. Wilcox, Sr. 44 Wall Street

6th New York, New York 10005

’;(212) 732-2000 .
T File No.: 10924-5158

PAN @
g"’kg\‘! I

700 Broadway, Floor
New York, New York 10003

So Ordered:

Hon. Sheﬂf§/ﬁivﬁeitler

’yms‘ﬁm 4

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.

Co.

Y]

LU




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
DONALD GREENOUGH, ESQ., as Special Index No.: 190066-12

Administrator for the Estate of ALLEN DEWITT
HUTCHINS and MARTHA HUTCHINS,

Individually, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDEF ‘ L E D
-against-
FER 04 201
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., e
: FIC
CLERK'S OF
Defendant(s). COUNT\‘(\‘EW YORK
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY with prejudice

there being no opposition thereo,

8Sing

and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

~ Dated;

// NelwI York:‘ New York
1 v
[ ﬂ /

M)her Romanelli, Es ¥ M. Pascarella, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenber=p-€" Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY

(212) 558-5500 2137 Route 35, Suite 290 . ob
Holmdel, New Jersey 07733; - g_ WL

(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED,

Judge W}}/ Heittet/




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

NANCY COOPER, as Executrix of the Estate of Index No.: 190025-08
HERMAN ZEH, deceased and FRANCES ZEH,

Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDG%%N’LM(EODND
-against-
8 0 4 20\
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al., F
EP\KS O\:F\CE
Defendants. OUNT\( EW JORK

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agInst

prejudice and without costs.

Daged: l}l/\—’

Ne' rk/ New York

JordanRox,-Pd. \ Lisa M. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys for p laintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
Avenue, 4% Floor Attorney for Defendant
ew York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY
2137 Route 35, Suite 290
&l New Jersey 07733 ., o=
(732) 837-9019 . ?.“‘T.,
2 ¢

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sherry Klein Heitler

ith




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK cER 04 04
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X ‘ \CE

v GLERKS OFF

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION (;OUN NEW YORK

X
ROBERT TEAGUE, Index No.: 190131/13

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
3M COMPANY, et al,, ORDER
Defendant(s).

WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby rchcsts

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agarinst

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \]2/}('{

New\York, New York %
/

Jordan FoxFs T~ DisaM¥. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & Fox, LLP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys far plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth Avenug¢, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY

137 Route 35, Suite 290

Holmdel, New Jersey 07733
(732) 837-9019

SO ORDERED, B AV

Judge SherryK leinejtler




COUNTY OF NEW YORK

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F % L E D

X

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
° . FEB 0 4 2014

-

NORMA SAEVA as Executrix for the Estate of Index No.: 109983'08UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

JOSEPH SAEVA, NEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendants,

X
WHEREFORE, defendant, RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section

3212, dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendants, RHEEM MANUFACTURING

COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereo,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant RHEEM MANUFACTURING COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated; \‘ ZQ““I
Ne rk, New York

o

Jordan Fox;IEXq. Livaf. Pascarella, Esq.
Belluck & LIP Pascarella DiVita Lindenbaum
Attorneys fox plaintiff(s) & Tomaszewski, PLLC
546 Fifth Avefue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 RHEEM MANUFACTURING
(212) 681-1575 COMPANY
2137 Route 35, Suite 290 e
/ Holmdel, New Jersey 07733< o \ﬁ e
(732) 837-9019 -
o o 700

A Wl

SO ORDERED,

A

Tudgk Shefz KledwHeitler

AT



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part BO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

------------------------------------ X‘E)
This Document Relates to: E: % %ﬂ EE. Index No.: 115520/05

Wladimir Kiselovski,

.
Plaind%ﬁfgﬁéﬂm
- Against - oice Yo OPPOSITIOﬂ
oL ERKSCW SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, 16NN QEWAIORK MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t¢ Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plai

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with pre]

and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pui.'l Eé

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FEB 0 4 20

Dated: New {oik New York

P

, 2013

CLERKS O

d L7 — v
‘;,,VAG‘YQL_Raghu Bandlamudi, Esq.
S g Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for PlaThtiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Wladimir Kiselovski Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003 New York, New- Y@ﬁ#ngOOS

,ﬁ (212) 701-4164 ko e W bum:
62;§5 | our Ei¥eNo.: 675459525

ntiffs!

udice,

claims

be

RFICE

/ ‘ RN Y AR
So Ordered: ‘ i
Hon. Sheﬂ&y\$. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTYF I L E I.A.S. Part 3

0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: FEB 0 4 2014 Index No.: 108180/06
Thomas R. Nolan Sr.,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
P1lajEtd ¥ERK
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plain
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc|.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

s

1

quests
Civil
tiffs!

udice,

claims

be

Py i
(o L/ —T .
Raghli Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenber Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Thomas R. Nolan Sr. Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005
Q\—-\«k ov"‘\'-z, . (212) -

So Ordered:

Homn.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORKFIEY
---------------------------- - - -LE D NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB()420M (Judge Heitldr)
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101281/07
Donald B. Prentice, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to| Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all |claims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Ind., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Witv | 5013 /

/7K§/'(,5Z;4;,<://Zﬂ#

Raghi Bandlamudi, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenb v Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for PlaintIffs Attorneys for Defendant
Donald B. Prentice Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New rk 10005
Frenk - h ?7(7/[ (M A\
O 1le No.: 6754- 4 L

So Ordered: JAT

Hon. Shéfﬁ@‘?f Heitler I




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

------------------------------- R NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY E L D I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: FEB 042014 Index No.: 109028/06
Ronald P. Rowe,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
PlainiNERf 2ORK
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

quests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc|.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

udice,

claims

, be

Dated ;s  New YOTk, New York
o 4 5 , 2013 %/
T 1 e, (o~ p o
A (o 7P W
Ra§hu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenber Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Ronald P. Rowe Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New Yoxrks Jew York 10005
Foerll oL my 701-4164 |
" /))/Gr File No.: 6754-9768

L ’-, ; (I |
So Ordered: : ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY E D I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO E L (Judge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: 0
Anna Venturini, as Executrix for %1
Estate of John Venturini,

42m4 Index No.: 190287/09

COUNTYCLEMCSOFHCE
Plalntlﬁgw YORK

- against -

A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

hereby requests summary judgment
pursuant to Civil Practice Law

dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint

DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice,

opposition thereto,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

in the above-entitledl case,

and Rules Secti

against defendant

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

on

Mario &

and there bding no|

all

Dated: New York, New York
i2l23 , 2013
Y, 7 A It I 7
Matthew T. MacInty;@, Esqg. Just/in N. Taﬁé,/Eéa.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cul¥len and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Anna Venturini, as Executrix Mario & DiBono Plastering| Co.
for the Estate of John Inc.
Venturini 44 Wall Street

700 Broadway, 6"

New York, New York 10003

(21
o)

So Ordered:

-~ File No.

2) 732- 2000

Hon. Shéfr& K. Heitler e

Floor 7 New York, New York 10005

Inc.,

§3212,

claims




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY TI.A.S. Part 3(
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FER 0 4 2014 (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to: (i?dex No.: 190169/09

Lana Rae Hall, as Personal(JDUNTYCLaﬁgi?FH
Representative for the Estate oﬂ“%gg§
J. Nankervig,

Plaintiff,
- against - : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.| Inc.,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled| case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section |[§3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Mario &|
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there beging no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all|claims
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(2123 , 2013

BH, 7 . Lt %//,/
Matthew T. MacIntyrg{ Esqg. gzé%iﬂ M. Tat¢, qg.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. llen and b an LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Lana Rae Hall, as Personal Mario & DiBono Plastering| Co.
Representative for the Estate Inc.
of Gary J. Nankervis 44 Wall Street R
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor New York, New/YgﬂK;%Qﬁ%;L%
New York, New York 10003 "732-2000

Our File No.: 10024-Hgé8
So Ordered: I

Hon. Sﬁépf??ﬁ. Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: ndex No.: 101090/02
Ronald Oelschlager and Sara OFS@h]%geE
Plaintiffs,
- against - FEB 04 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C. & S., Inc., et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICEMOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Ma
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be

opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plaster:

Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/2123 , 2013
Lt 7 22 LoZ. /,/4/ =
Matthew T. MacIntyré, Esqg. Jiip{n M{ TafegﬁEﬁ&.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Ronald Oelschlager and Sara Mario & DiBono Plastering
Oelschlager Inc.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10005
. (212) — -

So Ordered:

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
ario &

ing no

claims

Ing Co.

Co.

t




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

--------------------------- F -E - L— E{ NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
R LR FEB-04 26M
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 1134/90/06
Charl R.
es Graves, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
W YORK
Plaingy%fs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

quests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc|.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

New York
. 2013 /
- By 74 y

Dated:

New York,
\ {1

udice,

claims

Raghiu Bandlamudi, Esgq.

Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Charles R. Graves Goulds Pumps Inc.

700 Broadway 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005

.e\_w\‘ _gv\‘\; 7 12) 701 -
ile No.: 6754-9870

l%{ i "

So Ordered: (/ //

Hon. §herg? K. Heitler

=y J7]
IR A
§ Y e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

—————————————————————————————————————— NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F I L E D A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO Judge Heitlqar)
This Document Relates to: FEB()420M Index No.: 101333/07
Walter A. Jensen,
ERK'S OFFICE
PYSLh g ORK
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plain
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Ing.

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

/JK/W%//

quests
Civil
tiffs!

udice,

claims

[ TS~
v Raghﬁ Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Walter A. Jensen Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005
& ~~\ PO TE W7c(/zllr2) 701-4164—7% [ ..
b/

So Ordered:

Hon. Sh VHeitler e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

———————————————————————————— FILED "
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)
STTomoTTooooommommmmommmToooTs FEB- 0 420%
This Document Relates to: Tndex No.: 105764/06
Herbert B. Klindt,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
ORK
Plalntl%\el J
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby reguests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejjudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps 1Ing¢., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York A
\\\’“’ , 2013
Dol N A Aco TH rar
= Raéﬁu Bandlamudi, Esg.
Weitz & Luxenbe o\ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for PlaintiTfs Attorneys for Defendant
Herbert B. Klindt Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 ew York, New York 10005
el o=¥ "' (212) 26T-4164
} |oyrFile No.: 6754-9620« | "
vl‘,,r T R
So Ordered: _ ,,‘

Hon. Sher®m{y R Heitler IAN 9 9 1014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S

. Part 3
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Jud Heitl
N _FEBO 401 (Judge Heitle

This Document Relates to: Index No.:

James Monarchio, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Plaintiffs,

- Against - NO OPPOSITIO
SUMMARY JUD
A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND OR

1134

86/06

ENT

DER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plain

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

all

Ing.

quests
Civil
tiffs'

udice,

claims

, be

(17

Attorneys for Plainti1
James Monarchio

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

va g/thL ,p-f¥{l.

Goulds Pumps Inc.
44 Wall Street

{ (212) 701-4164
Our Fj O.:

Rgghu Bandlamudi, Esdg.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10005

g1

So Ordered:

Hon. Sher K/ Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORKFIEY
---------------------------- g -L-E D NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB 0 4 2014 (Judge Heitlelr)
______________________________________ X
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 101344/07
Mary L. Montante, COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Plaintiffs,
- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

re

to

quests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'’

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej

and there being no opposition thereto,

udice,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Incl., be
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoxrk, New York
W\ , 2013 /
4. o /)//1 .
2 ey A e 17—
-~ ‘ . Ragdfu Bandlamudi, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenbernig \ Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plainti™s Attorneys for Defendant
Mary L. Montante Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 w York, New York 10005
. 212) 701-416
~ o
g’m“ -h m, ME754— 8 1l
= ( ‘c;‘,%%} ‘w B
So Ordered: . et ¥
10

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler




INSYNC

v L]

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, for the Estate of JAMES
E. McCABE, and SHIRLEY McCABE, individually,

Index Now.: 113073/2002
106579/2002

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT
PEERLESS IN S, INCL
A.C. & S. INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING
and SUPPLY), et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014

Defendants.

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., gereby reauestosmmary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaint

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there b

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit]

Ccosts.

Dated: New York, New York

IRAY ,2013
4

Yyl

iff’s

ping

iinst

nout

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Peerless Industries, Inc.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21% Floor
New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.16602

SO ORDERED,

John E,Ritfmond, Esq.

Attornéys for Plaintiffs

Jamie Elaine Felicia, for the Estate of
James E. McCabe and Shirley McCabe
Individually

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C,
700 Broadway

T 6T
Somes e

1 i i /
e Pt Em Bowon i

Ty s W

4818-5658-8567.1

JAN 29 2014

s, e g g,
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INSYNC

»
A

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F l L E

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 "
| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 201

This Document relates to:

BARBARA WALKER AS PERSONAL | NEW YORK
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF ;
MURRAY N. WALKER, SR. AND BARBARA | NO OPPOSITION
WALKER AS SPOUSE . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, ! MOTION AND ORDER
-against- 5
ABB, INC,, et al.
Defendants.

D

| Index Nos. 196@8NTY CLERK'S OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, GRAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, GRAYBAR ELECTRIC COMPANY, INC,,
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag

with

ainst

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

L

ﬁt (- .
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Mﬁttheéff(ark, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiffs
Graybar Electric Company, Inc.. Barbara Walker as Persohal Representative
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP for the Estate of Murray Walker, Sr. and
77 Water Street, 21% Floor Barbara Walker as Spouse
New York, New York 10005 EARLY LUDWICK SWEENEY & STRAUSS, LLIC
(212) 232-1300 360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor

File No. 33249-8044

SO ORDERED,

LoEn me e g

4847-7514-8051.1

JAN 2 2 2014
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Q IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

%m CAROLYN O. BELLE and WILLIAM

% BELLE,
2 Plaintiffs,
——

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

Index No.: 190282-13
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTIG
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDAN

PEER]ﬁSﬂU INC

FEB 04 2014

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

N
T

RK
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc , hereby re[ill?ests summary judgment in.

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaJinst‘

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New Yor New York

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21 Floor

New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.29178

SO ORDERED,

Benjarﬁtiﬁ Darche, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

CAROLYN O. BELLE and WILLIAM BELLE

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C..
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
212.558.5500

4813-9101-3143.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: :
Index No. 190140/13

DONALD IZBICKI and MADELINE IZBICKI,

Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- MOTFNP%E OgEB

ADVANCE AUTO PARTS, INC,, et al.,

FEB 0 4 2014
Defendants.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. NEW YORK .
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmer

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaint
complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there b
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agg
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit

costs.

Dated: New Yoprk, New York
sl

Rt

nt in
iff’s

cing

jinst

hout

Steven T. Corbin, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant

Peerless Industries, Inc.

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street; 21% Floor

New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10036

212.232.1300 212.681.1575
File No. 1863.29042

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShémyKIi Heitler

4829-3347-2020.1 (
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
[N RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: :
~ Index No.: 190135/2013
ROBERT:FLAHIVE,

Plaintiff(s), " NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

- JUDGMENT, ON A ) R
-against- :

3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor

to Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing, etal., - FEB 04 2014
Defendants. "
TS COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby réquests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this:action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

TN

COsts.

Dategd: New York, New York

Bryan Belasky, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Robert Flahive
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITHLLP BELLUCK & FOX, LLP
77 Water Street, 21 Floor 546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor

New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1836.29041

New York, NY 10036
212.681.1573

SO ORDERED,

JAN 22

482047796 247.1

¥

2004
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
......................................... X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates To: Index No: 107217/01
’ F I L E D 119376/00
Philip J. Walsh FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

o

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in th
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\/ I \

. CAGNE

Bag” ™ [ i W Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG " il WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00491

SO ORDERED, o 70
Hon. Sherry K" Heitler . g

5891346v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: F g L E D Index No: 190113-08

Theodore A. Wolkiewicz FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in th
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/el \M

gm&m

5

1

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC

150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017

Our File No. 14501.00492

et
CEWN
SO ORDERED, S
g, 10

Hon. ¥/ Heitler iR 2

e
©

5891351v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

R Re— — o 1 =3 5 R —

NO OPPOSITION
William Zachman FEB 0 4 2014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND
NEW YORK ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in tl
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BURNHAM LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou
costs.

Dated: New York New York
w [1-

=4

€

i1t

.
w gmw, Eank
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie R. Evans, Esq.
RG

WEITZ & LUXENBE WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 BURNHAM LLC
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 14501.00496

CEIVE
SO ORDERED, 69 L@\
Hon. SherfyK. Heitler \N\\*

5891357v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

......................................... X

IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

""""""""""""""""""" F -—mmee==X

This Document Relates To: ! L E D Index No: 108101/
NO OPPOSITIO]

Robert S. Cope FEB 042014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

TION AND
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MO
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant MCCORD CORPORATION with prejudi
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

D2

[}

\/ e 119
01 S ! & ( ;IH aanS
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.CC WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 MCCORD CORPORATION

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
ile No:06507.01017

SO ORDERED, Q_{fjv
I ¥ b i

i A Qo onn
JAN 2 Vo

5887775v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

:I‘;li-s-I;é(:-u-rl;e.n:[ i{-eia:te-s-"l-‘o- o F —! - L- _E - D Index No: 110270/

D2
126710/02
FEB 0 4 2014
Ronald Z. Kosiba NO OPPOSITION
'S OFFICE SUMMARY
COUNTKJSV[QE\E{SRSKO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant MCCORD CORPORATION with prejudi
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant MCCORD CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\!ul\"‘

q‘“‘ Enlant

W

Frank Orti,Esq. el
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

Julie Evans, Esq.

700 Broadway, 7" Floor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 MCCORD CORPORATION
150 East 42™ Street

g New York, New York 10017
’ File No: 06507.01126

SO ORDERED,

AN € o 50
\ji‘\i F/AV AT

5887780v.1

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK COUNTY ~ NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates To: F i L E D Index No: 122204/09
109956/00
Gilbert C. Pfleger FEB 0 4 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. hereby requests summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32

12,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. with '

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud
and without costs.

Dated: YAY, l\"\

nst
ice

(9‘1," g&am

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Julie Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5887860v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

--------------------------- --EE? NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY F E L. . I.A.S.

This Document Relates to: Index No.:

Edward T. Gottlieb,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Plain@%%%é?RK

- Against - | NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGM
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND OR

Part 3
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitle

1146

r)

37/06

ENT

DER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section 83212, dismissing plain

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants,

and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
& , 2013

vy &

’

all

Ind.

quests
Civil
tiffs!

udice,

claims

, be

A o

Attorneys for Plalnt g
Edward T. Gottlieb

700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003

Goulds Pumps Inc.

Ragﬁh Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Defendant

&
vﬁ

b

So Ordered:

Hon. She K¥/Heitler

/ New York, New York
N 12) &4
- A File No.: 67547 98@41

§§§ o °




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ANTHANASIOS KOSTARIDIS and ASIMENI

KOSTARIDIS,
Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al.,

Defendants.

Index No.: 190361/2013

NOQ OPPOSITION

FEB 0 4 2014

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, IncNE¥ebPhfuests summary judgment
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff]

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims Aand cross claims against

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

costs.
Dated: New York, New York
-y, , 10 ,2013 %
havna Changrani, Esq. Ben Da?che, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. ANTHANASIOS KOSTARIDIS and
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITHLLP ASIMENI KOSTARIDIS
77 Water Street, 21 Floor WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway
212.232.1300 New York, New York 10003

File No. 285566897 | 36 3.242UH

SO ORDERED,

212.558.5500

% g mm g e

o '{;ﬁi oo
I

+ Yo onm e 5 Do

4826-0493-9798.1

LY

TARE & oy
A

7,
SN & 4

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT

F Ig%-gés E)USTRLES. INC.

i

73]
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY, L E D . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATI ! i LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: FEBR 0 4 2014 ,
i Index No. 106972/08
o THOMAS FRANZONE, ;
D COUNTY CLERK'F?KOFHCE i
DR | NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
P 25 '
@@ A.C.&S.,INC., etal.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defenbdant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

i November 11, 2012 ()
\&/p ///(/IA/VM/\/

Stephanie Coleman, Esq. M DAViD T. ke, E3Q .
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Thomas Franzone

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21% Floor
New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.24125

SO ORDERED,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 —~r=T\ [T .
212.558.5500 M%ﬁ-\‘j =

an 22 100

e,

Pt #

4814-8578-0501.1




SUPREME CO®RT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
RICHARD SMITH, JR., as Executor of the :
Estate of JOHN WARD, Index No.: 115062-96; 117156-96
113281-97; 11028-98
Plaintiffs, 118998-02; 111360-99 -
-against- : NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., ?EFESS EDﬁ RIES. INC.

| Defendants.
FEB 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
ORK )
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., he%‘e%@ -rquuests summary judgment]

ANB ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT

in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thercto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withgut
COsts.

Dated: New York, New York
it/ ,2013

N AH. L S A
Steﬁhen Babinecz, Esq. Matthew Mclntyre, Esq. /
Attorney for Defendant ' Attorneys for Plaintiffs
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. RICHARD SMITH, JR. as Executor for the
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Estate of JOHN WARD
77 Water Street, 21% Floor WEITZ AND LUXENBERG, P.C. _ o , .
New York, New York 10005 \ 700 Broadway - }_v L e

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.27244

New York, NY 10003

JAN G 3 2014
,u."?w PrCG N

SO ORDERED,

ein Heitler

4310-9070-9270 1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

MELVYN B. HALPERN and MARCY HALPERN INDEX NO.: 103068-06

Plaintiff(s),

FILED

84 LUMBER COMPANY, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Defendants. FEB 0 4 2014 JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York /gj
il / )Y Ry
;\. 1":\\& i V;"‘ '
Mark G. Strauss, Esq. GMaKm egina, Bsq.
EARLY, LUCARELLI WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
SWEENEY & STRAUSS Attorne urner Construction Comp@y
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 233 Broadway
360 Lexington Avenue, 20 F1. New York, New York 10279
New York, New York 10017 (212) 227-7878 g W\\f e
(212) 986-2233 B AV
49 2314

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

PATRICK CARMODY,

Plaintiff(s),

VS,

AmCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., ET AL.
Defendants.

FILED

FEB 04 2004
NYCAL COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
I.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190060-13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agajnst

defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\~lalyg

=,

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintifts

700 Broadway, 6th F1.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Giovaggsli‘eé)na, Esq.
WATERSAMcPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279
(212) 227-7878

? Lﬁeit I' N ”“‘",‘, P rﬂ %



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY “NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30

{ (Heitler, J.)

This Document relates to: ,
i Index No. 100057/99
LISA M. SCHRADER, as Administratrix for the Estate
of BART M. MICELL, and JOAN MICELI, Individually, |
{ NO OPPOSITION _
Plaintiffs, . | SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER

-against- F I L E D

A.C. AND S., INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING !
& SUPPLY), et al., |

| FEB 042014

Defendants.

o COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsumn Company, INEWREBK requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., with)prejudice in this action),

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims. against
defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a‘nL’{

without costs.

Dated: NeWYork New York

j - l\)l p]
% O A N : s i \
Stephen Babinecz, Esq. Dana Northeraft, Esq. )
Attomey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. Lisa M. Schrader, as Administratrix for the E:jt_a:te
LEWis BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMitH LLP of Bart M. Miceli, and Joan Miceli, Individually
77 Water Street, 21% Floot WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway
212.232,1300 New York, NY 10003 T
File No. 29510.957 912.558.5500 o
. i v

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SheiryKlein Heitler JAN 29 201

4852-5180-8275.1 e R




(W o

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as : Index No. 102879/05
Administratrix for the Estate of EDWIN :
MURRAY,
- . NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff{(s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
: tl
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.. etal. . 1lon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
>aal. IASPaFOI L E D
Defendants. :

X FEB 0 4 2014

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & RghgnComifaiiit gridfG iR year
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above- entltFeV(}l za?s%Kpursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/A (14
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Rhaintiffs Attomeys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
any and Goodyear Canada Inc.
By: : % &‘
Frank M. Ortiz, E Daniel Gaghardl Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018 = w“‘i\i {
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 L =

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sheﬂsﬁﬂn&gﬂer, J.S.C.

INR2 7004

Rubber

mw‘l‘ L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
SAMUEL DeMARCO and INDEX NO.: 190331-12
JOSEPHINE DeMARCO
Plaintiff(s),
VSs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agailTst
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the saim aE1 ﬂ dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Gtbvanni R gina, EYq.
WATERS, McP SON, McNEILL, P.¢.

Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED:

774615 _1




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK cER 04201
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL CLERKS OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 COUNTT\‘EW YORK
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
EDDIE HOWARD BAILEN and INDEX NO.: 190318-12
RENA NORENE ASH-BAILEN
Plaintiff(s),
vs. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., ET AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintift’s complaint

against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

i[14]14
Giovdhni Reging, Esg)
BELLUYCK 4 FOX, LLP WATERS, Mc SON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorngys fpr Plaintiffs Attorneys for Riley Power, Inc.
ifth Avenue 4th Fl. 233 Broadway

K, New York 10036 New York, New York 10279
(212) 681-1575 (212) 227-7878

SO ORDERED: =% =1 L

Hon. Sherry Kléin Heler R

774616 _1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK €3 0 A 10
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F
, ERKS
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL c OUNTY C\%\l ol
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 NE

Plaintiff(s),
VS.

Defendants.

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

THEODORE LEVY and MERLE LEVY,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Riley Power, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complailLt
against defendant, Riley Power, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Riley Power, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: New /\‘Yrk, New York
1] 14144

f‘/

Jordon Fox, Fsq.

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED:

774850_1

FILE

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
INDEX NO.: 190326-12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

¢

GioGanni R na, ¥sq.
WATERS,McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys {or Riley Power, Inc.

233 Broadway
New York, New York 10279

A

D;

OFFICE

7~




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

IVAN SWEBERG,
Plaintiff(s),

VS.

ABB, INC,, ET AL.
Defendants.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

INDEX NO.: 190017-13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

FILE
FEB 0 4 201

TY CLERKS
(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HERTER) \ oy YORK

D

s OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary ju#lgment

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there bging no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agginst

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

\x (s /)3

==

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th FI.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, F
Attorneys for Turner Construction Com
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279 ... 3
(212) 227-7878 A

TIAN

o]
vl
o

4
A

{Ls. ’

.C.
pany

Hon. Sherry leinHeitler




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ~ FEB 0 4 2014

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL ‘
s OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 30 COUNTY CVLVE\‘(:‘SF?K
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEFIELER)
JEROME ROSEN, INDEX NO.: 190147-13
Plaintiff(s),
VS.
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET AL. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary jud

gment

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there be

opposition thereto,

ng no

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agdinst

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

\z(\ﬁj\‘l

= L

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. Gio‘@ﬁni@a, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WATERS, McPHERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintifts . Attorneys for Turner Construction Company

700 Broadway, 6th F1. 233 Broadway

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10279 o

(212) 558-5500 N2) 227-7878 TN
— %‘ Y g o

e

SO ORDERED:




gILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0420
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
CLEP\K\S FFICE
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL COUNTY 25 VOR
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 NE
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)
EDWARD DUL, INDEX NO.: 190571-12
Plaintiff(s),
\A D
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
AL. JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary jud e;it

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there bejng no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agginst

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

ve @1

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

Giovéanni eg'in Esq. "
WATERS, ERSON, McNEILL, P.C.

Attorneys for Turner Construction Company
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

Hon. S‘h&%ﬁlein Heitler



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

RICHARD FALLON,
Plaintiff(s),
Vs.

AL.
Defendants.

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, ET

EILED

FEB 0 4 2014
NYCAL GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
LA.S. Part 30 NEW YORK

(HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER)

INDEX NO.: 190156-13

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Turner Construction Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plajntiff’s

complaint against defendant, Turner Construction Company, with prejudice, and there bejng no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Turner Construction Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

\1«(\“(11

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway, 6th Fl.

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

GioVanni eginja, Esq.

WATERS, HERSON, McNEILL, P.C.
Attorneys for Turner Construction Company
233 Broadway

New York, New York 10279

(12) 2277878 - ﬁ@ 2y
T hoth
Hon. She Yein Heitler o ’ . ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
InRe: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : I. A.S. Part 30
F & L E D : (Hetitler, J.)

X

This document relates to: A 201 4 : Index No.: 190436/12
FB 0
PHILIP THIBODEAU : NO OPPOSITION
CLERKS OFFICE  sUMMARY
COUNTY Y50 HaK : JUDGMENT MOTION
NEW Y
: AND ORDER
X

WHEREAS, Defendant ROSS OPERATING VALVE COMPANY, d/b/a Ross Controls
Corp.) (“ROSS”) requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff’s complaint against Ross, with prejudice, and th
being no opposition thereto, it is hereby
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Ross, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

A

Dated: New York, New Yark
January’ 14,2014 \

Y

Mck, Esq. Steven R. Goldstein, Esq.

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP SHAUB, AHMUTY, CITRIN & SPRATT
800 Third Avenue, 11* Floor 1983 Marcus Avenue

New York, NY 10022 Lake Success, NY 11042

Counsel for Plaintiff Counsel for Ross Operating Valve

Company, d/b/a Ross Controls (MI Corp

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleir] HeitTer, J.S.C.

ML
ice

cre




- ;

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F ‘ L
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION £EB 0 4 2014
JAMES LAWRENCE SHEEHAN and MARGARET |  Index No.: 190425/20 L3 NTY CLERKS QFF\CE
SHEEHAN, NEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT
-against- KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC.

A.O0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New YorkgNew York
M -

Steﬂhéﬁ M. Babinecz, Esq. David Chandler, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiff
KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. JAMES SHEEHAN AND MARGARET
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP SHEEHAN
77 Water Street, 21* Floor WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway
212.232.1300 New York, New York 10003
File No. 29510.1130 212.558.5500
Gy e 'Vi,?@tiv L i
SO ORDERED, y v J AN 99 201

Hon. Shenyklein Heitler

o i, weeTpER L W N

4823-0189-8774.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK cEB 04 20\
COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
X NYCAL s OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30 cOUNTY CLE% aK
X (Heitler, J.) W ‘
JOHN P. CARROLL and MARY CARROLL,
Index Nos.: 190262/12
Plaintiffs,
STIPULATION OF
-against- DISCONTINUANCE WITH
PREJUDICE
CBS CORPORATION, et al.,
Defendants.
X
It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and between the undersigned attorneys of record for

plaintiffs, John P. Carroll and Mary Carroll, and defendant PFIZER INC. in the above entitled acti

on,

that whereas none of these parties is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been |

appointed or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the act]

and the same hereby is discontinued with prejudice as to PFIZER INC. without costs to either erty |

as against each the other.

on,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agdinst,

defendant third-party plaintiffs, and third-party defendant against PFIZER INC. only be and the s amej

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. This stipulation may be filed without further

notice with the Clerk of the Court. 1113

Qa///& 7

A T PN TR chmend Nicole A. Spence

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
John P. Carroll and Mary Carroll

Pfizer Inc.

S Y
acaaes ﬂ o
5, M 5 S
EX

SO ORDERED,

Attorneys for Defendant , %EV e (e




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ‘ F I L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL FEB 0 4
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X 1
GRACE CHAMIDES, Individually and as . Index No. 105596/63°UNTY CLEAK)
Executrix for the Estate of JOSEPH CHAMIDES,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-agamnst- : MOTION AND ORDER
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
IAS Part 30
Defendants.
........ - X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v/ A\
T

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
' Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Comp/amﬁnd Goodyear Canada Inc.
ByI \ } P %/’—\

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. &~ Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

e

JAN 29 2014

ey, i @,

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sﬁay Kléin 'Il-Iei?rer, J.S.C.

0014

S OFFICE
K

Rubber




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
. x FILED

IN RE; NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : |

X FEB 0 42014
GARY D. KING, LINDA BALLARD, and . Index No. 107012/05
TIMOTHY KING as Co Administrators for the : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Estate of MATTHEW KING, and DOTTIE KING, NEW YORK
Individually, . NO OPPOSITION
Dlaintifs SUMMARY JUDGMENT
amtifi(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

IAS Part 30
A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.

Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims »
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/Al
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP ‘
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

B By: D‘—— @\

q. Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

EIVE-

st

29 201

Dated: New York, New York

3

SO ORDERED:

w0

Hon. Shef# Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL S i L

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X

FRANK L. KOCKLER, Individually and as . Index No. 105592/05 FEB 0 4

Personal Representative for the Estate of :

GENEVIEVE KOCKLER, : COUNTY CLERK
| NO OPPOSITION NEWYO

Plaintiff{(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A. 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. IAS Part 30

Defendants.

........ X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated; New York, New York

a2

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP

Attorneys for Pigtiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
& Co and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By: By:\) (o (—g—\

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. ~Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
- (212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

ED
2014

('S OFFICE
RK

Rubber




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
. X FILED
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X FEB 04 2014

PATRICK J. MCCLOSKEY, as Administrator for : Index No. 115842/05

the Estate of JOHN MCCLOSKEY, : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
: NEW YORK

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

IAS Part 30
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant t
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubbert
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims\
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

AYIC
%

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Pl Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

; & Com nd Goodyear Canada Inc.
By: By: %——\

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq. " Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400
Dated: New York, New York ,»rw'”
SO ORDERED: JN‘" 2

Hon. Sherr /1.S.C. N

ST

Rubber

e
201



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L

ED

X
IN RE; NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL FEB 0 4 201
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

X
SUSAN A. METZ, Individually and as Executrix : Index No. 102288/@OUNTY CLERJK;%SKOFF‘CE
for the Estate of THOMAS J. METZ, R NEWY

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-

MOTION AND ORDER

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

1IAS Part 30
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tQ
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claimg
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the

same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\/Aa ' )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Pintiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
& Com and Goodyear Canada Inc.
By: By}/:mi é;@_’\’—\
Frank M. Ortiz, Es& " Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Rubber



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB-0 372014 X

This Document Relates to: Index No.: 107

Matth Ki
a ew King, COUNTYCLEM(SOFHCE

Plalntl%@@K

30
(Judge Heitle

D12/05

- Against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,

______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tg Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all|claims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc¢., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yor New York /////
, 2013 /4;2{
2 //77 1.1
/7/ (‘/ A
ﬁ ok o ~1n Raghu Bandlamudi, Esqg.
Weltz & Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys fo intiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Matthew King
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Goulds Pumps Inc.

44 Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

(212) 701 416%
g X @754 9385

So Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORIF EYL E D
1 = NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30

ASBESTOS LITIGATION FER 042014 (Judge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: c UNTYCLERKSOFHCEIndeX No.: 19034
Anthony Cusumano and Joan CUSURGHPYORK

Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION

8/13

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Mario & DiBono Plastering Co.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant Ma
DiBono Plastering Co. Inc., with prejudice, and there be
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Mario & DiBono Plasteri
Inc., be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York
Oce. , 2013

Daniel J. Wasserberg, Esqg. Justi M\J%afelgiirﬁ”////
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. C en and Dykm P
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

Anthony Cusumano and Joan Mario & DiBono Plastering
Cusumano Inc.

700 Broadway, 6" Floor 44 Wall Street -~ .
Y tm"

New York, New York 10003

ew %urk New Y@%k
/ 732-2000 14
1le N ANA——g 2{}

So Ordered:

Hon. Sher¥y K. Heitler

Inc.,
case,
§3212,
rio &

ing no

claims

ng Co.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORKp&I

____________________________ > _Ff}_{in_ _E D NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB()4Z®5 (Judge Heitler)
This Document Relates to: Index No.: 190348/13
Anthony Cusumano and Joan CANREBIERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Plaintiffs,
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O0. Smith Water Products Co., et al., MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
______________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby re

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

quests

Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prej
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Ing

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Dee. 3 , 2013

- ////7

DarkeT J. WaSserbere, Esq. Jiéffﬁ\M. Tafe%éﬁég/////
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Cullen and Dyk LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Anthony Cusumano and Joan Goulds Pumps Inc.
Cusumanc 44 Wall Street
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor New York, New York 10005

New York, New York 10003 3212) 732-2000

r File Nq.: 575%@%90,2“

S

So Ordered:

udice,

claims

., be




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30

———————————————————————————————————— X (Judge Heitler

. ¢ .2 05
This Document Relates to: Index No 190055

WILLIAM WHELAN, NO-OPPOSITION

/13

PlaintiffF l L Esm“w JUDGME
M ON AND ORD
- against -
FEB 0 4 2014
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et.
al,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Defendants.
_____________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant, GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests g

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to.Civil Practice L

ummary

aw ‘and

Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant,

GOULDS PUMPS, 1INC., with prejudice, and there being no oppq

thereto,

sition

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and

cross claims against defendant, GOULDS PUMPS, INC., be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New ¥Qr , New York
/2 {23 , 2013

By: By: /Wm_

OarhET W A SS €L8ER(- Ian Williamson

WEITZ & LUXENBERG CULLEN AND DYKMAN LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway, 6th Floor GOULDS PUMPS, INC.

New York, New York 10003 44 Wall Street, 15th Flopr
212-558-5500 New York, New York 10005

Tel No.: (212) 732-2000

So Ordered: wg:j_\{ B




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALL COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to:

JOHN ADLER, F E L E D Index No.: 190392/12

Plaintiff,
, FEB 0 4 2014 NO-OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
\ = R
3M COMPANY, et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK
Defendants.
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to| Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, INC., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all [claims
and cross claims against defendant GOULDS PUMPS, IN&., be

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

20 , 2013 ~

Berray ‘Qzﬁgéeph M¢>ﬁﬁgiolillo, Esqg.
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg Cullen and Dykman LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
John Adler Goulds Pumps, Inc.

800 Third Avenue 44 Wall Street, 15" Floor
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10005
(212) 605-6200 (212) 732-2000

Our File No.: 6754-12704
SO ORDERED: e

i

AN 29 201

Hon. Sherry




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
ALIL: COUNTIES WITHIN NEW YORK CITY

-------------------------------------- X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Judge Heitler)

This Document Relates to: F E L E D

SUSAN ANDERSON, as personal INDEX NO.: 1149

representative for the estate o
LEONARD ANDERSON, FEB 0.4 20

35/07

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
1Y , 2013 ,

& s "
™. wrel Tanele Kristen Lough%, Esqg.
Weitz & Luxenberg ' Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Leonard Anderson Goulds Pumps Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10005

(222)

So Ordered:

PEQUNEY £EERK'S OFFICE
- Against - NEW YORK NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,INC., et al., MOTION AND ORDE
Defendants,
______________________________________ X
WHEREFORE, defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., hereby requests
summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to |Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plainpiffs'
Complaint against defendant Goulds Pumps Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all glaims
and cross claims against defendant Goulds Pumps Inci, be




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
JOHN F. STOREY and CANDACE STﬁ(E!Y, L E D NYCAL

L.A.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.)
) 014
-against- FEB 042 Index Nos.: 190283-13
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTSQQS’,’\&E‘ CVbEYRg'RSKOFF'CE STIPULATION OF
DISCONTINUANCE WITH
Defendants. PREJUDICE

X

It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and between the undersigned attorneys of record for plaintiffs,

JOHNF.STOREY and CANDACE STOREY, and defendant PFIZER INC. in the above entitled action,

whereas none of these parties is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been appoi

that

nted

or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the action, and the same

hereby is discontinued with prejudice as to PFIZER INC. without costs to either party as against eacl the

other.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defen

third-party plaintiffs, and third-party defendant against PFIZER INC. only be and the same are he

dant

reby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the

.“..“_.»..M\i\ (v /\\[ 22l
Danﬁl‘%sserber\g/ / Nicole A. Spené?
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508
New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

John F. Storey and Candace Storg Pfizer Inc.

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MICHAEL CIRON and HAI-YEN CIROI‘F l L XE DNYCAL

L.A.S. Part 30
Plaintiffs, (Heitler, J.)
| FEB 0 4 201
-against- Index Nos.: 190387-13
106325-99
ALUMINUM COMPANY OF AMERICA (A} £h el OO
al.
STIPULATION OF
Defendants. DISCONTINUANCE WITH
X PREJUDICE

It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and between the undersigned attorneys of record for plaintiffs, |

MICHAEL CIRON and HAI-YEN CIRON, and defendant PFIZER INC. in the above entitled action, that .

whereas none of these parties is an infant or incompetent person for whom a committee has been appoirjted

or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of the action, and the same |

hereby is discontinued with prejudice as to PFIZER INC. without costs to either party as against each
other.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defemw
third-party plaintiffs, and third-party defendant against PFIZER INC. only be and the same are her|

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with

= et Dy

David Chandler — Nicole A*8pence

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP

700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601

Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant . e |-
Michael and Hai-Yen Ciron ” Pfizer Inc. o t E\J |

JAN 9 20W

SO ORDERED, I

the




A

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CHARLES DE MARTINO and LORA ANN DE NYCAL
MARTINO, ..A.S. Part 30
F i L E DEHeitler, 1)
Plaintiffs,
FEB 0 4 2014 Index Nos.: 190328-13
-against-
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et alNEW YORK
STIPULATION OF
Defendants. DISCONTINUANCE WITH
X PREJUDICE

It is hereby stipulated and agreed, by and between the undersigned attorneys of record for plaintiffs,
CHARLES DE MARTINO and LORA ANN DE MARTINO, and defendant PFIZER INC. in the abpve
entitled action, that whereas none of these parties is an infant or incompetent person for whom a commiftee
has been appointed or conservatee and no person not a party has an interest in the subject matter of|the
action, and the same hereby is discontinued with prejudice as to PFIZER INC. without costs to either party
as against each the other.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant |
third-party plaintiffs, and third-party defendant against PFIZER INC. only be and the same are hergby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with|the 3

It 5

Ambre Brandis Nicole A.‘Sgence

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5500 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Charles and Lora Ann De Martino Pfizer Inc.

EIVEL

AN 23200 |

T

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry Klein Heitler R =T




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

é[I\JIFSFII}I\(/)II/\i;g}J SUMANO andPAF L E )DINDEX NO. 190348/13

Plaintiff(s),
FEB 0 4 2014

-against-

cLERK'S OFFICNO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PROI?@H%@YQ@N@@QK MOTION (WITH PREJUDICE)

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Gould Electronics Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Gould Electronics Inc. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Gould Electronics Inc. be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: ©Oec.\3%™ 1=

\

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Ny

Da&i’el’Wassevrberg, 5q- StevemA—Weiner, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Gould Electronics Inc.
700 Broadway 60 Pompton Avenue

New York, New York 10003 Verona, New Jersey 07044
SO ORDERED

i

.

C =

HONORABLE SHERRY K/HEITLER, J.S.C. - =

i, W

£uie




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 126682/02,
GEORGE W. ADAMS '
AND !
PHILOMENA L. ADAMS : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, |
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

LED

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
VJa v 2013

FEB 0 4 2014
TY CLERK'S OFFIC
ﬁ NEW YORK
e Y o= Matthew D@ar, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney forefendant
George W. Adams and Philomena L. Adams Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 ' (212) 509-3456

Ho%?éitler

L E IV | I 324-7253A




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0
! (Heitler, J.) i
This Document Relates to: 5 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
! Index No.: 111414/98, NEW YORK
RAYMOND BAKER '
AND ;
DORIS BAKER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with |
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/a2 2013

/

At ok Matthgw D. ségiﬁé Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defenant
Raymond Baker and Doris Baker Safeguard Industriaf Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, B __— VL_

324-3620




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F % L E Q
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL FER 0 4 20
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30 e
! (Heitler, J.) UNTY CLERKS OFFICE

This Document Relates to: : co NEW YORK

i Index No.: 190326/10,
JOHN CHAMPEN =
AND ;
JUANITA CAMPEN : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests :
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\/alis 2013

0&&@ |

Pvean bk e=hi Matthew D. Sam , Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defandant
John Champen and Juanita Campen Safeguard Industrtal Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,
H,M e Heitler |
e ti\! PR 324-Dd64




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FIL ED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 FER 0 4 2014
\ (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

JAMES H. CONTO :
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

E K'S OFFICE
- Index No.: 106965/02 GPHHRIE- Sk

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests ‘

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32

12,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with .

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed \Jith

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ve 14 2013

nst |

) = Matthew D. $4 npar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney fo ndant
James H. Conto Safeguard Indystrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

324-6’409H




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK cEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL |
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 1LA.S. Part 30 :
. . |ICE
L (Hei CLERK'S|OFF
y (Heitler, J.) COUNTY ! EwW YORK

This Document Relates to: :
+ Index No.: 101521/05,

KARIN R. DEAN ;
| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32

2,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with ‘

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai]

nst |

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
vea Y 2013

s VW _

v o-ru Matthew D. Sam
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for De enda t
Karin R. Dean Safeguard Industial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hor Sherry Kleif Heitler

324-8327 ¢




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL FEB 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1 ILA.S. Part 30 CLERK'S OFFICE
: : COUNTY
| (Heitler, 1.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: ,
: Index No.: 121840/01, 111236/01
ROBERT J. LOUGHMAN :
AND g
PATRICIA LOUGHMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requestL
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32172,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

-+

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againy
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
N ,[ a4 2013

Y e-rc Matthew D. par, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney foy Defendant

Robert J. Loughman and Patricia Lotghman Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 =~ New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

Ty e P
i e lt IVL ;:Lx.w/’"‘

JAN 29 2014

Iy e oy 324-6215AB

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




FiLED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL oy GLERKS OFFICE

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : COUR EW YORK

X

SANDRA J. WILCOX, Individually and as : Index No. 100307/06

Administratrix for the Estate of WILLIAM M. :

WILCOX, SR.,

L NO OPPOSITION
Plainiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A. O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al. IAS Part 30

Defendants.

___________ X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

a4
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plemgtiffs : Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & 1
& Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.
By: ‘ BQJ}_ rﬂ
Frank M. Ortiz, Esq Daniel Gagliardi, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10@1?
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 i~ V -

JAN 2 2014

. g R P T

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klemn Heitler, J.S.C.

Rubber




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK . FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL ‘
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE
X NEW YORK
DEBRA BORGERDING, as Executrix for the : Index No. 190003/11
Estate of MICHAEL T. MASTANDREA, :
o . NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff{s), . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
AURORA PUMP, et al. IAS Part 30
Defendants. :
N X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is heréby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/el
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaiggiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Company and Goodyearjpada Inc.
By: @ y: Rl /A
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. JAe, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

JAN 2 2 2014

R Ty R
- S 3
P :

SO ORDERED:

Rubber




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E [) ‘

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

EW YORK
SAMUEL J. HOPPER and MARLENE HOPPER, : Index No. 10793 3/95\l
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AC. &S. INC., etal. Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
0
Defendants. [AS Part 3
-------- X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\ \
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Pantiffs Attorneys for Defendants The Gopdyear Tire &
& Comgud Goodyeaéanad /Inc.
By: By: S AL 7 /%
~ Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. E&e, Esq.
700 Broadway 264 West 40" Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

JAN 29 2014
SO ORDERED: R

HW Kieif, Hetller, J.S.C.

T R - EN
i g

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Rubber




© TMe:CC(ipk) F ’ L E D

10/22/13
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 201
COUNTYOFNEWYORK .
NYCAL  coun |
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LAS.Part30 |\ CLERHS OFficE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.) K
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO.
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 119472/01
THOMAS J. MURRAY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION ANID
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc.
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice| Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidated Edison
Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same are herieby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/Ké %Jﬁ's//;ow

M

Samiel M. Meirowitz, Esq "Timothy M. ¥IdCann, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, CAROLE A. BORSTEIN, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney forDefendant 1
700 Broadway Consolidated Edison Company pf New
New York, NY 10003 York, Inc.

4 Trving Place

New Yarl 0003-3598

SO ORDERED:

Our File No | -P \il :
ooivee

S-5784-01
AN 29 101

G wuipe | BT U6




»

TMc:CC(jpk)
1/6/14

Our File No
S-4292-97

FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTYOFNEWYORK . ‘
NYCAL FEB 04 2014
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION, (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" INDEX NO. |
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 100804/97
EUGENE SOWA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
__________________________________________________________________________ ORDER |

WHEREFORE, defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practig
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Consolidatg
Company of New York, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-¢
against defendant Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., be and the same 4
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

fafe

~

, Inc.
te Law

=d Edison

tlaims

ire hereby

A /)
Erik Jacobs, Esq. / Timothy M/McCann, Esq. :
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DAVID M/ SANTORO, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Pefendant :
700 Broadway Consolidgted Edison Company of New

New York, NY 10003 York, Inc

4 Irving Place

>

SO ORDERED:

o it et

JAN 22 20

e, g T |7




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 3§0UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1.) NEW YORK
X
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190193/12
KATHLEEN LANCELOT, as Administratrix for
the Estate of STEVEN LANCELOT, and NO OPPOSITION
KATHLEEN LANCELOT, Individually SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KARNAK CORPORATION (“KARNAK”) by its attorngys,
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against defendant KARNAK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant KARNAK CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice |

and without costs.

Y L7

Dated: *..- _~—

T NEW YorE, New York /
Michael Roberts, Esquire John /HowarthjEsquire
WEITZ AND LUXENBERG, P.C. WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
700 Broadway 140'Broadway, 46" Floor
New York, NY10003 New York, NY 10005
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) Attorneys for Defendant,

Karnak-€o Boration

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FILED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY ' LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S|OFFICE
X NEW YORK |
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190284/2012
ROLLAND M. ENGLE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant TRW Automotive, Individually and as Successor to Massey
Ferguson, by its attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant TRW Automotive, Individually and as
Successor to Massey Ferguson with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant TRW Automotive, Individually and as Successor to Massey Ferguson, be and the

U/ 4 o]

{;ﬁfﬂs. Howarth, Esq. -
RAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
140 Broadway, 46" Floor

New York, NY 10005

New York, NY 10036 Attorneys for Defendant, TRW Automotlve
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Individually and as Successor:
Ferguson .t Rt =

w2z 20

ot AT
gy WD




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X NYCAL
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: D Index No: 190138/13
FIL E NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CYNTHIA SCHONBERGER cEB 0 4 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
X

WHEREFORE, defendant AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS$

"2

SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. (“BUFFALO PUMPS”) by it

attorneys, WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary ju&gment in the

A5

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

P is

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withouk

costs.

Dated: N/MY Z/n//

It e |

Edyvard J. Wilbraham, Esquire

.L.P John S. Howarth, Esquire %
Floor WILBRAHAM, LAWLE g__,,
ork, ( , 140 Broadway, 46th Floer R%-EW .
Attorneys for\Plaintiff(s) New York, NY 10005 a2 2 2[514
- Attorneys for Defend

oy ¢ R

Air & Liquid Systems Cofp“, as succesSor;: '
by merger to Buffalo Pumps; Inc.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen\ﬁeitler




01/07/2014 TUE 14:47 FAX @od3/ona
FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREMLE COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CIlY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Parl 30 (Heitler, S.)
LORA ANN DE MARTINOQ, as Administratix for the Estate Index No. 190328/13
of CHARLTES.DE MARTINO, and LORA ANN DE
MARTINO, Individually,
NO OPPOSTTION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

V.-

A.OQ. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, ef al., including,
SUPERIOR BOILER WORKS, INC,,

Delendants.

X
N

WHEREFORE, defendant Superior Boiler Works, Inc. (hereinafler “Superior Boiler”) hereby
request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant (o Civil Practicc Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Supcrior Boiler with prejudice,
and there being no opposilion thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

dcfendant Superior Boiler be und (he same arc hercby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

13,2014
W/h Ny ey Qo
Ambfgsrandis, Esq. qﬁ)o Mario, Esq.
WEL & LUXENBERG , PC MALEABY & BRADLEY, LI.C
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suitc 600

AV Y LTSNy AYWTE R A2 v

Attorneys for Plaintiffy

Estate of Charles De Martinn, et al.

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

AVWEY A WAINy S TWRE D Nrea

Attorney.s Jor Defen
Y or-BUiler Works, Inc.
(212) 791-0285

Dated:

T\ TR
CENV-

= B

S
% R

o =
3




91/07/201¢ TUE 14:46 FaX @ob2/004

FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATTE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAT, COUNTY CLERK'S Q FFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
X

T.ORA ANN DE MARTINO, as Administratix {or the Tistate Index No. 190328/13
of CIIARLES DE MARTINO, and 1.ORA ANN DE

MARTINO, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
VY.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 1 al., including,
CROWN ROILL.ER CQ,,

Defendant(s).

¥

WHERLI'ORE, defendant CROWN BOILER CO., F/K/A CROWN INDUSTRIGS, INC.

(“Crown Roiler”) hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled casc, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Scction 3212, dismissing plaintiff®s complaint against defendant Crown
Boiler with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon noticc to all co-defendunts, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Crown Boiler be and the same ure hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Daicd:  Now York, w York

Q/ 2014

/ V\—» \ AV CQ~——
Ahbre zmndls, Esq. De Mario, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ABY & BRADLEY, L1.C

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suitc 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

“Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Estate of Charles De Martino, ¢l g

(212) 558-5500 ﬂl

Crown Boiler Co. o o 3
(212) 791-0285 e E IV |

JAN 22 2014

SO ORDERED, Dated:




4
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F i
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30 |

. (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFI%
This Document Relates to: E NEW YORK ‘CE

: Index No.: 118547/98,
GEORGE T. FAMILIO SR.
AND :
ANNE FAMILO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with ‘
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ve 2013

7("

o~ Matthew D. ar, Esq.
Attorney for Plamtlff(s) Attorney for Defgndant
George T. Familio Sr. and Anne Familo Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

tiv o

SO ORDERED, JAN 29 2014

i Heitler o
e, :

b
ER &

3240532




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F i L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 FEB 04 2014
: (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
i Index No.: 190435/10, NEW YORK|
ANTONIO FERNANDEZ :
AND 5
JOSEPHINE FERNANDEZ { NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., w

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

5tS
2,

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against ‘

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
e A 2013

&

&Y =-h 2

Attorney for Plaintiff(s)

Antonio Fernandez and Josephine Fernandez

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER,P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 -i‘\! ‘f‘; »

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 __{C

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 \A
INRLRSR

SO ORDERED, PR

Hon. Sherr Heitler '

324-9

503




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL F ! L
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30 E

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: 5 5
: Index No.: 190283/10, "EB 04 20u

JOHN GALLETTA |
AND 5 COUNTY CLERK'S OF
JEANNE GALLETTA | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARYEW YORK

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai]
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\/a it 2013

Matthew D. S paf Esq.

— e~
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s)
John Galletta and Jeanne Galletta
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
212) 558-5500 212) 509-3456 S L

(212) (212) _E \ e

SO ORDERED,

25

s, B
&

FICE

sts

12,

ith

nst

ith

324-9490




FIL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

ED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 0 42014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30 |
| (Heitler, 1.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: : NEW YORK

: Index No.: 121978/99, 106763/00
CHARLES R. GODFREY ‘
AND :
KATHRYN GODFREY : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agais
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\/a A 2013

=0

Sts
12,

ith

nst

ith

(;—._ \v. A < Matthew B. Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Charles R. Godfrey and Kathryn Godfrey Safegudgd Jadustrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

N\ 2% 0k _ 345077AU |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK =
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL F I L E: D
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.) FEB 04 2014

This Document Relates to: ‘
: Index No.: 107404/02,

AND :
BARBARA A. HOLKA | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., w

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiLnst |

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g 14 2013

&

' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HENRY D. HOLKA : NEW YORK

Sts ‘

ith

ith |

ek o-he Matthew D par, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Henry D. Holka and Barbara A. Holka Safeguar{l Indystrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY-& KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefr { i a ;E'K_\i o,

et

AN 22 2014 324-6717AG

et




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E:'. D

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LLA.S. Part 30 ’
i (Heitler, I.) FEB 04 2014

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 190089/13, COUNTY CLERK'S|OF
MADISON JENNINGS : NEW YORK
AND ;
SYLVIA JENNINGS . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summs
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in t
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

\ry

1

FICE

ng

nis

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New Xork, New York
204

{
{

\

Pt e

\

Benjamin Darche, Esq. Lec Schneider, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Madison Jennings and Sylvia Jennings Atwood & Morrill Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

e

A&

SO ORDERED, ?“
a2

NaY Py

=

© 963}1555




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F ! L E
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0420

This Document Relates to: !
! Index No.: 190180/11, COUNTY CLERK'S
= NEW YORK
CLIFFORD T. KNUDSEN AND TARYN k
KNUDSEN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgn
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismis
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this act
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agz
defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
NGl 1M 2013

. D
14

OFFICE

nent
sing

ion,

inst

and

e SopneN Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Clifford T. Knudsen and Taryn Knudsen The Fairbanks Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509- 5

SO ORDERED,

Hon!‘S‘lﬁj@ Toih Heitler

504-762




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FILED

.COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 FER 0 4 2014
i (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

! Index No.: 190180/1 IGOUNTY CLERK'S OFF
: NEW YORK
CLIFFORD T. KNUDSEN AND TARYN | |
KNUDSEN | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summn
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, with prejudice in

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

CE

ary .
sing.

this

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejugdlice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\/
/ ,2014
,//%——7 : /

M gnaet  Fhnll, Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Clifford T. Knudsen and Taryn Knudsen - Atwood & Morrill Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She\ﬂm Heitler

%Eg.\j e 963-1363




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FIL ED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 Ml
| (Heitler, J.) FEB 04120

This Document Relates to: , :
| Index No.: 113102/98, Ty CLERKS OFFICE
CHRISTIAN MERRILL ! NEW YORK
AND ;
JUNE MERRILL : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requeﬁts
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

ll" [\ 2013

‘Q%% L :’ i % i, ?

?W;‘:

&~k o= Matthew D/Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney fox Defepdant
Christian Merrill and June Merrill Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitl T\ J
on ke'rﬁ ein Heitler | trl,’pE]\_\lEﬁ"’:

324-3878

JAN 29 200
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FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 3.0 4 201
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FE 'ﬁ
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30 |
! (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: ; NEW YORK ‘
! Index No.: 190134/11, 190225/09
WILLIAM NORTON 1
AND :
IRENE NORTON ; NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reques

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321

ts

P

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again

st

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\fs it 2013

£

£k o =R e Matthew (. Sampaf, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
William Norton and Irene Norton Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 ‘—’/J
SO ORDERED, R S
RO IV i e
JAN 29 2014 324-9299 |

£ ey BRI pET A
A TR TTR . ;
Lotd % w




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S G
(Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 106209/01, 119373/00
JOSEPH P. OLEXA :
AND :
FRANCES OLEXA . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque

FFICE

Sts

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32]2,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with -

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v/altN 2013

&

_‘\,&“y_ < =Ny Matthetv D. Sampar/ Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Deferfdant
Joseph P. Olexa and Frances Olexa Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

JAN 29 2014 3245720




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

2014

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 041
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30 |
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
This Document Relates to: NEW YORK
! Index No.: 121088/97, 105221/98,
FRANKLIN POTTER 5 111040/98, 102788/00
AND 5
BONNIE POTTER :
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst -

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with |

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
g 2013

ﬁ&,&'f’ [ —

v« o =h{ Matthew D. $ampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defer\dant
Franklin Potter and Bonnle Potter Safeguard Infustrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, L s A WA
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler WE‘ [V Lo o

JAN 29 2014

e

324-4

253




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FILE P

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30 FEB 04 2014
! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E COUNTY CLERK'S OFRICE
! Index No.: 190024/08, NEW YORK
SEYMOUR SAMUELS '
AND ;
ALICE M. SAMUELS : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

Sts

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
{ , 2013

+ D

ith

¢ e -N'w < Matthew D/Sampan Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney fox Defendant

Seymour Samuels and Alice M. Samuels Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherE,

~ 3249101




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L [E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL FEB 042014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: : COUNTLECV'\—/EYR&;SP OFFICE
: Index No.: 125770/99, 107135/00 i
RAYMOND WACHOWICZ
AND ]
RUTH WACHOWICZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque
summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
et 2013

Attorney for Plaintiff{(s)

Matthew D. ar, Esq.
Attorney fot Defendant
Raymond Wachowicz and Ruth Wathowicz Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

oy

Hon. Sherry '

iy 324-5103
g9 201
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK - | L E E#

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014
! (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. Index No.: 107994/99, NEW YORK |
FRANK DUFFY ‘
AND ';
MARGARET F. DUFFY i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reques

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321]

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., wi

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

~J

th

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed wi

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Valy 2013

et

Attorney for Plaintiff(s)

Frank Duffy and Margaret F. Duffy
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212).509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She g i = E]"\li L. :

ith

324-9533 |

JAN 29 2014




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ' L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014
. (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: ; COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

JOSEPH M. HUNTZ
AND ;
GERALDINE HUNTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

! Index No.: 190245/09, 105717/02 NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

2 [1D 2013
Rw Lo - ‘L Aiysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Joseph M. Huntz and Geraldme Huntz Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
212) 558-5500 212) 509-3456 " T
¢12) @2 CEIVEL
JAN 2

SO ORDERED, 2204

Hon. Sth Heitler ES

th

2383-25547G |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' ILA.S. Part 30 !
. (Heitler, J.)
- - COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: NEW YORK |

{ Index No.: 126710/02, 110270/02
RONALD Z. KOSIBA =
AND ;
MARGARET J. KOSIBA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissiﬂxg

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice at

=

without costs.

Dated: New Yopk, New York
\« [\ > 2013

\a— © - L 4@ .
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Ronald Z. Kosiba and Margaret J. Kosiba Courter & Company, Inc.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 LE_\I’ \— L
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 et

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 an 22 20

v,
RN FE
-

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shé

d |

11229207




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS O
This Document Relates to: E NEW YORK

! Index No.: 126710/02, 110270/02
RONALD Z. KOSIBA =
AND ;
MARGARET J. KOSIBA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment i

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintif]
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and the

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again?st

FFICE

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice apd |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

v\ 2013
Ot otz

C.-.,. % a-Vq ) Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald Z. Kosiba and Margaret J. KOsiba Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

1235-8709 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ‘ L EE D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL ‘
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 P14 |
| (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: : CLERKS OFFICE

Index No.: 106037/02, 1210090NTY £/ YORK

JOHN B. MANNION ;
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reques

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., wi
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agair
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed wi
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yoik, New York

™ 2013
w k=~ Matthew D/Sdmpar, Esq.
Attorney for Plamuff(s) , Attorney for Defendant
John B. Mannion Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York 10004

SO ORDERED,

Hon Wry Klein Heitler

S

o

th

1St

th

324-6317P




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F , L

D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL FEB 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 4 201
. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ; COUNTY CLERK'S ( FFICE
! Index No.: 103265/03, NEWYORK |
KLAUS MAURER =
AND :
INGRID MAURER | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 32

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against ‘

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Ve[t 2013

a—\ce-hi
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Klaus Maurer and Ingrid Maurer
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dor

SO ORDERED,

Matthew D.\Sampar, Esq.

Attorney for dant

Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456

J)_—  ZEIVEL

in Heitler JAN 29 2014
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ' l_ E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 FEB 0|4 2014
. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: . COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
i Index No.: 100609/99, NEW YORK
JOSEPH RICHARD MAYBURY ! :
AND i
BENAY MAYBURY : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requests |

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., w

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

2,

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with |

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Vaht 2013

| TR, " PR Matthew D. Samipar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for ndant
Joseph Richard Maybury and Benay Maybury ~ Safeguard Indugtrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ok o
33

et 34827




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK F l L

ED
2014

RK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4
i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ; L
| Index No.: 110712/02, 107003/§ZOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
JOHN D. MCELLIGOTT '; NEWYC
AND :
PATRICIA M. MCELLIGOTT | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby requesfs

N2

-

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 321

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., with

prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\fa 1y 2013

I

-\ e “he Matthew D. Samphr, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

John D. McElligott and Patricia M. McElligott Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
/ e
SO ORDERED, / - EX_\’ Ci

Hon.%ﬁeitler

o5

% 70\

7

BN

oy 524-6737F




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FILED

014 |
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY it NYCAL FEBO 42 ;
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  1LA.S. Part 30 ERK'S OFFICE ‘
f i . COUNTY CL ' ve
] (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: :
| Index No.: 119038/01, 134989/94
MICHAEL VINCENT BRUNO
AND :
JOAN BRUNO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summap

=3

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actign,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

=

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

e \@ 2013
Eenlo-Ve KerryamrM: Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Michael Vincent Bruno and Joan Bruno Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, , 7k
Hon. Sherry Kl&n Heitler R &\ j R
AR
IR p) 0 11229345

e




riLev

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LAS.Part 30 cOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
| (Heitler, 1) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: !
! Index No.: 119038/01, 134989/94
MICHAEL VINCENT BRUNO ‘
AND ;
JOAN BRUNO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

[y

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
w2 2013

29

! 7 .

SNLOT, catfe
_(-.,... e )= ( Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Michael Vincent Bruno and Joan Bruno Treadwell Corporation

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

8847 |




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL f
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
i (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK |

This Document Relates to: .
| Index No.: 108101/02,
ROBERT S. COPE ;
AND ;
MARGARET G. DONOHUE-COPE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summ
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

ary

mng
J:l’

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and 5

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
A2l 2013

AT Y Matthew D. Sampar, Es
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for De
Robert S. Cope and Margaret G. Donohue-Cope  Atwood & M
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & ,
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

JAN 22 2014 963-

1209 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L E'

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL FEB 04 2004
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { I.A.S. Part 30 ‘
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: i NEW YORK ‘

{ Index No.: 108101/02,
ROBERT S. COPE i
AND ;
MARGARET G. DONOHUE-COPE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summ%n/

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actig

and there being no opposition thereto,

g

n,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice apd ‘

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
wnlve 2013

&

G'-\—w v o= KeM"éook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs - Attorney for Defendant
Robert S. Cope and Margaret G. Donohue-Cope  Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

g0 112221379




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F , L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK |

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: COUNT,\\GECV\L/EY%('S OFFICE
 Index No.: 108101/02, RK

ROBERT S. COPE
AND ;

MARGARET G. DONOHUE-COPE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ |
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and :

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
wl\® 2013

‘*’&&7"‘ Ut e

Qw ¢ e AL Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plamtlffs Attorney for Defendant
Robert S. Cope and Margaret G. Donohue-Cope  Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

Y ‘?EI\/L

IAN 2% 2014

SO ORDERED,

) ’1235—2])879




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ' L E
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30 FEB 04 20
| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: : COUNTY CLERK'S
| Index No.: 108101/02, NEW YORK

ROBERT S. COPE
AND ;

MARGARET G. DONOHUE-COPE | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summayry

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissit
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in th

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

D

DFFICE

g

1iS

st

Vo 2013
Y e Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Robert S. Cope and Margaret G. Donohue-Cope  Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-345

CEIVE.
JAN 29 201

SO ORDERED,

Hof—Shetey Retr il ler




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK | FEB [0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.LA.S. Part 30 3
| (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS  OFFICE
This Document Relates to: NE ‘
i Index No.: 190245/09, 105717/02
JOSEPH M. HUNTZ :
AND 5
GERALDINE HUNTZ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

>

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiILst ‘

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(. \\® 2013

Ve o Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Joseph M. Huntz and Geraldine Huntz Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

AN 29 200

o P G

Hon. Sherry Klein Hettler

1235-22




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I d_ E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL 5
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ; COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. Index No.: 126710/02, 110270/02 NEW|YORK

RONALD Z. KOSIBA : !
AND E
MARGARET J. KOSIBA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary |

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi

ng

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this |

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

|8 2013
Ot n 2
F—Va_v\ Loti Alysa Koloms, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ronald Z. Kosiba and Margaret J. Kosiba Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 . . e
SO ORDERED,

Hon. eitler

2383-2564

th




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l l
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL FEB (
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
E (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLE
This Document Relates to: ! NEW
| Index No.: 107220/02,
RICHARD LAWIDA =
AND ;
ESTHER LAWIDA : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summTIy

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actig
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai]
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 4
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\2[r& 2013

ﬁw@uv’ e

ED
42014

RK'S OFFICE
YORK

bn,

nst

nd

Lo L o=\30 KerryaMok, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Richard Lawida and Esther Lawida Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

1122-6

388




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F L ED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 )

| (Heitler, 1.) FEB 0 4 2014

This Document Relates to: i 1
! Index No.: 107220/02, COUNTY CLERK]S OFFICE

RICHARD LAWIDA ; NEW YORK

AND ; |

ESTHER LAWIDA . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ |
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2|\ 2013

o\ s-h © Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ' Attorney for Defendant
Richard Lawida and Esther Lawida Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED, L § Ve
Hmeltler AN 29 2014

12356393




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F E L E' D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
: : (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ! COUNTY CLERK'S DFFICE
: Index No.: 107220/02, NEW YORK
RICHARD LAWIDA :
AND ;
ESTHER LAWIDA i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summg

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with |

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\2|18 2013

1 //]/\ d/\*
o~)n Hysa Koloms, Esq.

Attomey for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Richard Lawida and Esther Lawida Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

N Te

‘ !\Yk 2,9 ?_Q\k

SO ORDERED,

o 2383 25552T




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 201
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION § LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S d
: (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: !
: Index No.: 119381/00, 103465/01
JOHN ROBERT MCALLISTER '
AND ;
CAROLYN MCALLISTER ' NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summg

ry

FFICE

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actiq

and there being no opposition thereto,

n,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
21y 2013

W y th t . .
Attorney for Plaintiffs
John Robert McAllister and Carolyn McAllister ~ Courter & Company, Inc.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, | V %X
St L

112214723 |



FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 042014

ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: ; NEW YORK ‘
{ Index No.: 119381/00, 103465/01
JOHN ROBERT MCALLISTER
AND i
CAROLYN MCALLISTER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and thgre
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiﬂlst |
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\e\Q® 2013

%w. \c, o= é Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

John Robert McAllister and Carolyn McAllister ~ Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

e 77 12354133




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | 1.A.S. Part 30 < OFFICE ;
| (Heitler, ) COUNTY CLERK SKO |
This Document Relates to: ! NEW YOR

! Index No.: 119381/00, 103465/01
JOHN ROBERT MCALLISTER '
AND ;
CAROLYN MCALLISTER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this |
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with |
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\iie 2013

Ot ) K -j-”
cv»\f. o-rte Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘ Attorney for Defendant

John Robert McAllister and Carolyn McAllister ~ Tishman Liquidating Corporation

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, - E‘L\i e
Hon: Ske erh Meitler e "
N B % 7'%

. 23832454AR




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL ‘
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 «d OFFICE
| (Heitler, J.) GOUNTY CHEECR
This Document Relates to: ' NEW

Index No.: 120768/01, 111223/01

VINCENT O'CONNELL

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summagry

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi

o]

e
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this actign,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\\® 2013

&

UG P DV Matthew D. Squ.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Dafepdant
Vincent O'Connell Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway - 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 / (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

9631938 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK -
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL F I L E: D
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) FES 0 4 2014

This Document Relates to:

: Index No.: 102458/01,
| COUNTY CLERK'S

WILLIE C. YOUNG § NEW YORK

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., hereby reque

OFFICE

sts

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, “

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., W
prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agail
defendant, Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
vJalid 2013

&

0 on e e Rkt Matthew D. Spmpar, Bsq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Willie C. Young Safeguard Industrial Equipment Co.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-

_EIVE..

JAN 2 ¢ 2014

SO ORDERED,

Hafi-8Fkery’Kleln Heitler

ith

hst

ith

e o L W 324-3998




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FILED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 04 204
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { 1.A.S. Part 30 ‘
| (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: : NEW YORK

Index No.: 120768/01, 111223/01

VINCENT O'CONNELL :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintig
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and ths

being no opposition thereto,

[y

n

e

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aL‘xd z

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
v lv% 2013

A2

% o~ Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Vincent O'Connell Treadwell Corporation g EI\/ E L
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. -
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 AN 22 2014
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 ‘ R
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 R ™1 ’:3 ﬂ&
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She{rfms@éitler

1235-ﬂ

150




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L E d
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

This Document Relates to: '
: ORK
' Index No.: 120768/01, 1112230 "
VINCENT O'CONNELL ,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissixpg
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2 [\ ® 2013

O1. o

e 0~ he Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Vincent O'Conneli Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 el
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 MEI\/ Ny
IAN 22 2014

SO ORDERED,

T N F i
ey, TF I
W

2383-23472AG |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F E L E
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.) FEB 04 2014

This Document Relates to:

NEW YORK
JAMES O'LEARY

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs

 Index No.: 132969/93,  GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there |

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\2 [\¥ 2013
Ren\ o-Fe Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James O'Leary Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

JAN 29 2014

S 123510901



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 1
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL F ! L E D

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 |

\ (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 2014

This Document Relates to: |

' Index No.: 190349/10, ,

JOSEPH PISARRO : COUNT;\(JECVbEYRg QSKOIFHCE

AND ’; %

ELZA PISSARO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(=08 2013

P\—-.— L o~ T . Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Joseph Pisarro and Elza Pissaro Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

.»El\i’ Ci

U

e

SO ORDERED,

le Heitler | AN 9

gt

91

1235-23469 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
FILED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30 FEZ 0 4 201

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: '

JOSEPH PISARRO : NEW YORK
AND |
ELZA PISSARO | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summa
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in t}

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

4

Index No.: 190349/10, ~ COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE

=]

g

nis

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with -

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\e| 1D 2013

Qo+ o

Gs/u- T Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Joseph Pisarro and Elza Pissaro Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 1 (il\l =
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 . '\%.ag |

s 29 200
SO ORDERED, e

Hon:

2383-20774




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL F , L E D

ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30 |

. (Heitler, J.) FEB 04 2014 .

This Document Relates to:

GERALD R. ROOT
AND |

SHEILA A. ROOT | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summa
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this actig

and there being no opposition thereto,

 Index No.: 109747/00, 12213449 -y CLERK'S k
: NEW YORK

OFFICE

v

m,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
12,2013

e \e&@ Matthew D. Sappar, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for dant
Gerald R. Root and Sheila A. Ro Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

CEIVE-

SAN 29 2014

s, BN LS S

SO ORDERED,

963{787




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F , L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014
. (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: : COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

GERALD R. ROOT
AND :

SHEILA A. ROOT : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summg

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

| Index No.: 109747/00, 122191/99 NEW YORK

ry

n,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice atnd

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
L]y 2013

&/m\_ - \ y
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gerald R. Root and Sheila A. Root Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

B

SO ORDERED, ’
:ndnﬂ ;w{ Heitler




_
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l E" D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 04 204
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' A.S. Part 30 |
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

This Document Relates to:

GERALD R. ROOT
AND

SHEILA

' Index No.: 109747/00, 122191/99

A.ROOT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmentjin

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff:

w

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
,2013

wl‘\‘b

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Gerald R. Root and Sheila A. Ro Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

)
P
<«
—

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

(212) 509-3456

AN 99 201

S R A

1149




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROSS F. RUSSO, JR.
AND
MARYJANE RUSSO

: Index No.:

 NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

108773/02, 105870/02

FILED
FEB 04 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2 [| D ,2013

O

//) _l—

o-""\v (

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Ross F. Russo, Jr. and Maryjane Russo
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Ai’ysav Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp6t:

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P>

80 Broad Street-Suite 230

(212) 509-3456

New York, New York 10 4 o i

Ve

N 29 70\

2383-2550&AL i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOHN SALADINO
AND
ROSARIA SALADINO

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

FILED

| NYCAL

{ LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 2014
Index No.: 190291/11, COUNTY CLERK'S OFHCE
' NEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

, hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this actign,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice af

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

Yt

d i

\2|\® 2013
jhm\u oM Matthéw D. %mpar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendapt

John Saladino and Rosaria Saladlno
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Atwood & Morril-G4., Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. s
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 - "_\I O
New York, New York 10«084‘

(212) 509-3456 m 929 z%\t\

963

786




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL F l L Ei D
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 42014

This Document Relates to: !
JOHN SALADING Index No.: 190291/11, COUNWECV'\—/EYRSS OFFICE

AND N K

ROSARIA SALADINO i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY |

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissipg
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with |
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\e [\ ® 2013

+

%Q@‘j& P

~e-V o Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
John Saladino and Rosaria Saladino Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

I CEWNE
. Iiii o FAPDNE J

2383-29775 |

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MICHAEL S. STACK
AND
JOAN STACK

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff:

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and the

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aTd ‘

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
& 2013

v

| NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30
! (Heitler, J.)

: Index No.:

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

FEB 0 4 20

125354/00, NEW YORK|

defendants, all claims and cross claims again

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Michael S. Stack and Joan Stack
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Treadwell Corporation
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

(212) 509-3456-- T
;‘;_@EN =

) 7&3\

M»

e
i, 5 E
iy T

1235-241]
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COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK im | i L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FEB 0% 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30 3
. (Heitler, J.)
. . ! COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: NEW YORK

| Index No.: 111353/02, 106999/02

JAMES G. STEPHENSON
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summa

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissilng ‘

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this acti
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agail

ry |
mn,

nst |

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\e 19 2013

&

A

e o o Kerryar@ M. Codk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James G. Stephenson Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

ﬂd&%}ﬁ f‘?léi\(%leitler -~ 5 i

1122-5661




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 'n- i lT E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0
| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ; COUNTY CLE

i Index No.: 111353/02, 106999/02 NEW

JAMES G. STEPHENSON .
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
' JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment|i

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintifT:

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and the

being no opposition thereto,

4 2014

RK'S OFFICE
ORK

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
‘e R 2013

%
......

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

R\ o-NE

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James G. Stephenson Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, , Y
Hon. Shewemitler e L i
ENe
. 09 oo 135 84

nd




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . LAS. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
i (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK |

This Document Relates to: '
Index No.: 120768/01, 111223/01

VINCENT O'CONNELL

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summT!y

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

ng

bon, !

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice gnd

without costs.

Dated: New York New York
\2 l% ,2013

=04 H=

‘(v—v\ e oo KerryaWé’gk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Vincent O'Connell Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kldin Heitler

k n
0 6 ‘\Ar ‘
N v . Haer

.
w TR




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FILE

D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 04 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S|OFFICE
This Document Relates to: E NEW YORK
: Index No.: 190371/10,
CHUNG SOON O'DWYER

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Duro Dyne Corporation, hereby requests summary judgm

ent

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Duro Dyne Corporation, with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

bn,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Duro Dyne Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yon\k, New York
\ | 20

[ j i Maithew D. Sa&;\:;ar, Esq.
Attorney for Pldintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant el
Chung Soon O'Dwyer Duro Dyne Corporation o E-&\i L
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. 4 i
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 29 204
New York, New York 10170 New York, New York 10004 JAN |

(212) 986-2233

i)

(212) 509-3456 T

SO ORDERED,

25-

#7

5428 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F L E
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL TE3 04 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30
\ (Heitler, J.) ' ‘
This Document Relates to: E COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE

: Index No.: 190371/10, NEW YORK

CHUNG SOON O'DWYER ,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., hereby requests summary judgme

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., with prejudice in this actic

and there being no opposition thereto,

nt |

g i

=]

N,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, John W. Wallace & Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New Y(‘rk w York

%
\1\‘ ' ,201;\

_.~>/
OZJ//M, - EA ,, fm

Vid
fl v Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintift(s) Attorney for Defendant
Chung Soon O'Dwyer John W. Wallace & Co. o
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. _ \g iiw
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 K&.
New York, New York 10170 New York, New York 10064 N\A‘

(212) 986-2233 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

582-1

212




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

CHUNG SOON O'DWYER

Index No.: 190371/10,  GouNTY CLERK'S
' NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 2014

FILED
' ILA.S. Part 30

OFFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actipn,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New Yg , Né‘w York
] 2o

HAZ

hl}/)/)

Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Chung Soon O'Dwyer
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, New York 10170
(212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED,

Kexr@Mook, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant

Courter & Company, Inc.

MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 ™
New York, New York 1000%_1\’ | =
(212) 509-3456 et

n. S

1122-2]

901




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F g L E
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL

| FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, 1)
This Document Relates to: COUNTIngbEyRK'S OF
 Index No.: 190371/10, ORK
CHUNG SOON O'DWYER .
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmen
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintil
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and th
being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

FICE

[in
l‘fS’

ere

nst |

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New Ydrk, New York
1A, 201;\

vyt Kegann M/Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Chung Soon O'Dwyer Treadwell Corporation
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10170 > New York, New York 10004
(212) 986-2233 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

w

SN 22

a0

Hefl_Shetry Yteitetler

2014

1235-2B8553




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F , L F D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FER :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 0 4 2014
| (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: 3 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

GERALD R. ROOT
AND ;

SHEILA A. ROOT : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissiqg

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in th

action, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yprk, New York
\1—! \9 2013

wﬁl@; e

Q,f,.,v..\;_ AR Xl;a Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintifts Attorney for Defendant
Gerald R. Root and Sheila A. Root Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

: Index No.: 109747/00, 122191/99  NEW YORK

is

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SM

4 SEIVE
K18 Heitler Mt
AN 22 7014

st

th

e Z38TEDIC
g . i i F?‘ x ) H




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F , L

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :

AND :
MARYJANE RUSSO . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

ED

FEB 0 4 pons

Index No.: 108773/02, 1058700QUNTY CLERKIS OFFICE
ROSS F. RUSSO, JR. ; NEW YORK

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
w\# 2013

H=Z

(AN FES 22%° Kerrfagn M-Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ross F. Russo, Jr. and Maryjane Russo Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

‘Q/ /

SO ORDERED, /., L
Hon. Mnmtler AN 2% 2014

624




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FIL E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 |
; (Heitler, 1) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 108773/02, 105870/02
ROSS F. RUSSO, JR. :
AND ;

MARYJANE RUSSO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff

[2]

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2 \8 2013

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

G\-w\c. e~y 3

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ross F. Russo, Jr. and Maryjane Ru Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 .. (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

NEW YORK




?:%%%qE%EQCI:OI}]JE% 8(13) I{I}(IE STATE OF NEW YORK F , 1 L E l

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL !
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.A.S. Part 30 FER 042014
: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

E Cou | ERK'
' Index No.: 190113/08, NTY CLERK'S OFFi(
- NEW YORK
THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ
AND ; |
IRENE WOLKIEWICZ | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

{ JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summaty
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
i@ 2013

wi Ry Kerryawk, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Theodore A. Wolkiewicz and Irene Wolkiewicz  Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 4 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ‘ LY

{4 — W
B W Heitler AN 991 L

;mi 23124,?




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL FEB 04 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30 |
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE |
This Document Relates to: : NEW YORK 1

: Index No.: 190113/08,
THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ '
AND :
IRENE WOLKIEWICZ | NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

FILED

In

|£2]

\2} @ 2013

o % Calthn E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Theodore A. Wolkiewicz and Irene Wolkiewicz  Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

P
CEIVEL e

JAN 29 2014
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F g L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN ! NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL _
" ASBESTOS LITIGATION { LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014
} (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. Index No.: 190113/08, NEW YORK
THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ
AND |
IRENE WOLKIEWICZ : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary |

=

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing 1
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with j

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yaork, New York
\Lo[r\ ¥ 2013

\

-\ o e lesa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Theodore A. Wolkiewicz and Irene Wolkiewicz ~ Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LLUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

2383-27882




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION II?Sl Pa;‘t 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
B (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: !
: Index No.: 105921/01, 119398/00
WILLARD CONKLIN =
AND ;
ELIZABETH CONKLIN : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summaj
judgment in the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissh[\g

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actio

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y] rlg, New York
1> 2014

Al 27 L7

J
Attorney for Plaintiffs
Willard Conklin and Elizabeth Conklin Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 09-3456

SO ORDERED,

ry

%

bR 120889 |
R S




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' L.A.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: : '
Index No.: 105921/01, 119398/00
WILLARD CONKLIN '
AND
ELIZABETH CONKLIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment

the above entitied case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

in

w2

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New Yprk, New York

L 2 Y‘ , 2014
e Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Willard Conklin and Elizabeth Conklin Treadwell Corporation

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 Q2 09-3456

SO ORDERED, l

Hon. SherrWn Heit‘fer\ i

ENE
1235-21906

d




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL FEB 04 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: 5 NEW YORK

i Index No.: 100607/01, 119394/00
LAWRENCE J. FARRELL
AND 5
KATHLEEN FARRELL . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summ%w
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this action, |
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yérk, New York
U | |20

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lawrence J. Farrell and Kathleen Farrell Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

L
et L 112224315




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  ILA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICH

NEW YORK

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
i Index No.: 100607/01, 119394/00
LAWRENCE J. FARRELL
AND :
KATHLEEN FARRELL : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintif

n

o

fs’

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there |

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst ‘

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York, Ne~ York
LI[3], 208
| ]

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lawrence J. Farrell and Kathleen Farrell Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

e e

P

: 2} C‘.'\‘ 3
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FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE
! (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: !
Index No.: 111353/02, 106999/02

JAMES G. STEPHENSON ,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissfing ‘
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with |
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New YOﬂT New York
{~ {\D ,2013

/k\/\ﬂ/\/‘

was Le-¥cw ,&lysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James G. Stephenson Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

B et Wk
Hon. WHeitler N 9% L e

SO ORDERED,

-

Py

) R

N

2383-25535AT |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL FEB 04 201
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
. : (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: 5 NEW YORK|

! Index No.: 190070/09,
ALLEN R. THOROGOOD '
AND ;
MARGARET C. THOROGOOD : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summe' :

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this acti
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 2

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2 ! \9® 2013

%Qéﬂ' P

--L o -1 Kerrya k Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Allen R. Thorogood and Margaret C. Thorogood Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

e

SEIVE

SO ORDERED, 9 2014

JAN 2

1122-23171
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ‘ L
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL FEB 0412
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) Ke
This Document Relates to: : COUNTLSV‘QE\? OR

ALLEN R. THOROGOOD
AND
MARGARET C. THOROGOOD

' Index No.: 190070/09,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment) i

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintif

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and thg

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agait

D

s OFFICE

ore

nst :

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ \® 2013

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. '
Attorney for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintiffs <
Allen R. Thorogood and Margaret C. Thorogood  Treadwell Corporation

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

12353

790




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

ED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) .
This Document Relates to: : ( COUNTEEV%FY??RSKQFHCE
! Index No.: 190070/09, |
ALLEN R. THOROGOOD '
AND ;
MARGARET C. THOROGOOD . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summa

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in tl

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

i

=]

g

his

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

12 2013
L o-Nte Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Allen R. Thorogood and Margaret C. Thorogood  Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 |

e

i

SO ORDERED,

,&\\\“5}*7

' 2383-27915 ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FIL E

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL CEB 0 4 204
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ; COUNTY gvl;/EYRéRSKC
' Index No.: 101958/01, N
JAMES TRACEY :
AND f
MAUREEN TRACEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

D

FFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plainti

s>

complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there |

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

nst ‘

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and -

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Lz {1 2013

Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
James Tracey and Maureen Tracey Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 ; (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Heitler
o 6 ?%‘\A‘

JAN B ¥ 2380

hl}l :




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + ILA.S. Part 30 i

'S OFH
UNTY CLERKS
o NEW YOR

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: f
: Index No.: 101958/01,
JAMES TRACEY E
AND ;
MAUREEN TRACEY NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summ*xry

\CE

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this -

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
(v ‘ \® 2013

& #—' //L D~

c\,..\ b o-¥e Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

James Tracey and Maureen Tracey Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

2383-21

ith

548 |



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014
! (Heitler, J.) |
This Document Relates to: E COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE
! Index No.: 109384/01, NEW YORK
MICHAEL TUFANO :
AND ;
JOSEPHINE TUFANO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summa
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actic

and there being no opposition thereto,

ry |

n,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

12430 2013
\

;}‘1” ymamcy Kerryanfd.Cedk, Esq.
Attorhey for Plamtlffs Attorney for Defendant
Michael Tufano and Josephine Tufano Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509- 3456 'v
SO ORDERED,

Hon. SW’[I&

1122-20

154




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FILE

D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30 FEB 04 2014
! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E o AR
i Index No.: 109384/01, COUNTLgvifngOF F'Cfs
MICHAEL TUFANO :
AND ;
JOSEPHINE TUFANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff;
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and the

being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aﬂld

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
L 7,4{\ 30 ,2013

T k\mva Caitlin E. Bell, Esq. | B
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant PP T LSt
Michael Tufano and Josephine Tufano Treadwell Corporation e i:} N [
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. Sl
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 1AN 29 2014
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 ) o
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 ‘ R

SO ORDERED,

1235-14

T

2

e

632 |




FILEUD

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

P LA NEW YORK
i (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 107217/01, 119376/00
PHILIP J. WALSH :
AND :
ROSE ANN WALSH : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actio

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED,

5P
. 5h %

‘12|30 2013
jo% Livtamnend Kerryann@y,_Cook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Philip J. Walsh Rose Ann Walsh Courter & Company, Inc. ;

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. §

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 o

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 \i "\;; L

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 - E‘. |
ot N

n,

d

4

s £
=

1122-17752




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30 NEW YORK
| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 107217/01, 119376/00
PHILIP J. WALSH &
AND |
ROSE ANN WALSH i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment i

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintif]
complaint against defendant, Treadwell Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and the

being no opposition thereto,

CE

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be F tl‘e E-eEe by dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

FEB 0 4 2014
Dated: New York, New York
L 30 2013 RK'S OFFICE
’ NTY CLE
\ COUR EW YORK
. C BE
. 4
@AL \ =z &
o/ Uichmony Caitlin E. Bell, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Philip J. Walsh Rose Ann Walsh Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

%;El\l i

AN 2% o

C 123517198




FELE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK CEB 0 4 204
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL -
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
| (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 107217/01, 119376/00
PHILIP J. WALSH :
AND ;
ROSE ANN WALSH : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summdry

oo

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\L{ 30,2013

VIS I P—

Qdow g Alysa Koloms, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant

Philip J. Walsh Rose Ann Walsh Tishman Liquidating Corporation

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 :

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 3

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 |

&l

- ) - u;

SO ORDERED, _ bEl\, IS

; wl )\‘
s T B




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D |

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: : COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
| Index No.: 190129/13, NEW YORK

LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM
AND

JOHANNA PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
; JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summ.
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in t
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yé¢rk, New York
\ TI 7.) 201

Q ’\(tr/ P

ICE

ary
ng3

his

nst

ith |

Laura B. Hollman, Esq

Attorney for Plaintiff: Attorney for Defendant
Laurence Cunninglary and Johanna Prince- The Nash Engineering Company
Cunningham MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
BELLUCK & Fox, LL 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Mdor New York, New York 10004
New York, New York 10036 (212) 509-3456

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

.
Hon. Sherry itler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F % L' ?
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL FEB O 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 ‘
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
This Document Relates to: E NEW YORK
: Index No.: 190129/13,
LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM '
AND

JOHANNA PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., with prejudice in this actiq n,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
- defendant, Algoma Hardwoods, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aFd u
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ 1'3 | 20

oo Bt

Laura B. Hollman, Esq

Attorney for Defendant
Algoma Hardwoods, Inc.
Cunningham MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor New York, New York 10004
New York, New York 10036 (212) 509-3456
(212) 681-1575 EY\i ﬁ w
SO ORDERED, Vs \ 9.9 W%
HOQ;SEW%‘& Heitler oo

1223-12




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { 1.A.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.) RK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: COUNT\;{]SVL\‘/EYORK
: Index No.: 190140/13,
DONALD IZBICKI :
AND !
MADELINE IZBICKI : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment

in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi

ng

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this actiqn,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agairLst

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a

without costs.

Dated: New YO}I’k?’NTW York
LD

‘ ,201!'

\*T; Laura B. Hollman, E&.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Donald Izbicki and Madeline Izbicki The Fairbanks Company
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 » New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

gt
T .

~gNer

S
g 22

SO ORDERED,

o 7 spa132

nd



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F i L EE D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30
. (Heitler, J.) . |
This Document Relates to: COUNT;gVI\‘IEngSKOFHCE
: Index No.: 190129/13, ‘
LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM
AND

JOHANNA PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Higbee Inc., incorrectly sued as Higbee, Inc., individually a
as successor to Higbee Rubber Co. Inc. and Higbee Gaskets and Sealing Products, Inc. herein

Higbee, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Ci)

Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Higbee, Ing.,

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Higbee, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

{ l3 201

Dated: New Yo}k, Ne Yora

( \ CawalNe A

Carol Tempesta, Esq.

Attorney for Jllaxﬂlffs Attorney for Defendant
Laurence Cunningham and Johanna Prince- Higbee Inc.

Cunningham ' MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
BELLUCK & Fox LLP 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor New York, New York 10004
New York, New York 10036 (212) 509-3456

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FILED

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL FEB 0.4 201
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LA.S. Part 30 ‘
: (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: E NEW YORK ‘
! Index No.: 190129/13,
LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM '
AND {
JOHANNA PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM ;| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment fin

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiﬂ%s’

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Pecora Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withqut

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
{

L3 ), 2018}

l

Carol Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Pecora Corporation
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

New York, New York 10036 (212) 509-3456 o E’i\! L

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

539;

287




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!
| (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: :
| Index No.: 190474/12,
ZBIGNIEW THOMAS JALOWSKI
AND 3
IVONA JALOWSKI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

CE

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulgs

§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as D:Lp

Products, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again

defendant, DAP, Inc. Improperly plead as Dap Products, Inc., be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New Yolrk, Naw York

}Il'%, , 200

¢ @L\c@—@&

V Carol Tempesta, Esq? o
Attorney for Pldintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Zbigniew{Thomas Jalowski and Ivona Jalowski DAP, Inc.
LP

BELLUCK & Fok, L MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Ayshue, 4™ Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,




. FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
. (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
: Index No.: 190474/12
ZBIGNIEW THOMAS JALOWSKI
and : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

IVONA JALOWSKI : MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary

CE

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Ydrk, New York
3] 200

i

(,

e

U / Lee Schnelde

Attorney for Phaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
JALOWSKI, %ZIGNIEW THOMAS Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.
BELLUCK &FoX, LLP MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456
SO ORDERED,

Hon. gherrky/ Klein Heitler

963-13




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK = L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30 FEB 04 2014

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: E 5| OF
Index No.: 190099713, COUNTY G

TEODOSIO V. PATINO-BERNAL
AND ;
ROSA PATINO : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Seco/Warwick Corporation, hereby requests summa
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Seco/Warwick Corporation, with prejudice in this actiq

and there being no opposition thereto,

—

FICE

ry
g |

m,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Seco/Warwick Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New YorlT, New York

MUCTEL

/ .
{ i ‘ﬂ

mE Jan¥t B. Coopér, Esz.
Attorney foy Plhirtiffs Attorney for Defendant
Teodosio V. Pgtino-Bernal and Rosa Patino Seco/Warwick Corporation
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avefue, 4" Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

New York, New Yo
(212) 509-3456

¥’

SO ORDERED, =1 4
erry KYéiiHeitler

" SEIVEF

3-7

29\& 194.



FIL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTKJ Ecvivﬁ
ROBERT FERRONE, AS PERSONAL Index No: 105174/04
REPRESENTATIVE FOR THE ESTATE OF
DOMINICK FERRONE,
Plaintiff(s)
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
against JUDGMENT MOTION AND
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., ORDER
Defendanis.

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs complaint against defendant Goodall Rubber Company with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Goodall Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

| e ,2014

73 77
Brian Early, Esq. nifer W. er, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LL ARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ &BLAULL
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Goodall Rubber Company
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 116 East 27" Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10016
(212) 986-2233 (212) 452-5300
SO ORDERED, -

ED
2014

'S OFFICE
RK
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ggﬁE%EoiO]\%};]; 82;2E STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E D

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1.A.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: b FFICE
o . CLERKSO ‘
Index No.: 190371710, COUNTY L YORK |
CHUNG SOON O'DWYER !
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, SRI International, hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff§’

=

complaint against defendant, SRI International, with prejudice in this action, and there being n
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, SRI International, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New Yoxk Naw York

201!\

Mﬂ =y

Laura B. Hollman, E(sq.

A*tome} fo Plaintlff(s ) ttorney for Defendant
Chung Soon O'Dwyer SRI International

EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10170 w York 10004
(212) 986-2233

SO ORDERED,

on. Sherf¥ Kleih Heitler

‘&\N 99 ‘ZQ\A |




FILEL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!
! (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: ;
Index No.: 190173/09, 120391/01
RALPH SALZANO ‘
AND ;
MARGARET SALZANO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, hereby requests summal
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissiy
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, with prejudice in th

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaiﬂ

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed wi
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
{2{30 ,2013

—JG\'\/ t\C\AMﬁV\J 'Alysa Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Ralph Salzano and Margaret Salzano Tishman Liquidating Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

New York, New York 10004

SO ORDERED,

2383

e B2 m
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK 4 701
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL FEB 0
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190188/11,
LEWIS SHAW 5
AND !
A. DAWN CHAPMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment [in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’
complaint against defendant, Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againl\st
defendant, Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\’M\ 30 2013

/A
N/ AT

T’)u\,\ " g&c\,\m&»\g Laura B. Hollman, Fsq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lewis Shaw and A. Dawn Chapman Fairbanks Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

e i | , e E‘.\l §:u




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK cEB 0 4 201
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL |
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30 , ‘
| (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK F?KOFF CE
This Document Relates to: NEW YO
! Index No.: 190188/11,
LEWIS SHAW :
AND ;
A. DAWN CHAPMAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summa}ry |
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissilhg |
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

[

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
1L \|3o ,2013

-7t )

Joww K C\A,\Mcwg Matthew D. S%ga;jsq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Lewis Shaw and A. Dawn Chapman Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 p12) 509-3456

P

SO ORDERED,

S L. 26308




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F l L E 6 |

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.) .

This Document Relates to: | COUNTY CLERK'S OFF!
: NEW YORK
» Index No.: 190474/12,

ZBIGNIEW THOMAS JALOWSKI
AND :
IVONA JALOWSKI : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgme
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this actic

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a
without costs.

Dated: New Yoik, New York

V1D |20

%« F .

Laura B. Hollman, Eéq.

Attorney for Defendant
The Fairbanks Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. T
d 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 - EE_ \i %V
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004 i et T :
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456 o 32 20\
Y

SO ORDERED,

CE

nt

n,

nd§

504-1133




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ] FEB 0 4 2014
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 , |
; (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK SKOFF]CE
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: | NEW YORK
 Index No.: 190138/13
1
]
CYNTHIA SCHONBERGER, !
i
| NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
]

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, hereby requests summ
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss|
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Atwood & Morrill Company with prejudice, and there be

no opposition thereto,

ry

ing

ing

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant,

Atwood & Morrill Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withput -

costs.

Dated: New Yo’k New York

ST 2015\»

. B 7/

Laura B. Hollman

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Cynthia Schonberger

546 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-15750

SO ORDERED,

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
Atwood & Morrill Company
80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Horwfllﬂeiﬂer

{N0245278-1}

CEIVEL




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ! LA.S. Part 30 ‘
. (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFF CE
This Document Relates to: : NEW YORK

: Index No.: 190404/12,
ROBERT DAVID SCHRADER |
AND ! NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
GLADYS SCHRADER . JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New YTrk, New York

LIV L2018
|

A, 27 LF- ]/zﬁ\/\

- Matthew Ds/Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs ‘Attorney for Defendant
Robert David Schrader and Gladys Schrader Atwood & Motrill Co., Inc.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

ey e %vi;rw - ‘
o E:IV i 963-1286




EEEEEE————

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' 1LA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014

| (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to: E OFFICE
Index No.: 190340/12, GOUNTY CLEFEE,

FRANCES S. VALENSI
AND :
DANIEL E. VALENSI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summa
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this
action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against ;‘
defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Ney York

\\S |, 201*
o AT
‘ Laura B. Hollman, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiffs || Attorney for Defendant
Daniel E. Valetsi anfd Frances S. Valensi The Nash Engineering Company
BELLUCK & FOoX, L MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fitth Avenuet 4" Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 9-3456
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sheery®¥ lein Heitler
- .
EI\; I
it
4



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DONALD IZBICKI
AND
MADELINE IZBICKI

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC incorrectly sued as Zurn Industries, I(nc. ‘

FIL

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

ED

. NYCAL

' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 2014
: NEW YORK

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

a/k/a and successor-in-interest to Erie City Iron Works, hereinafter referred to as Zurn Industrjes, |

LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice

Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LIL.C,

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Y))rk,_ New York
LD 204

(o

BELLUCK & Fok, LLP
546 Fifth Avehue, 4™ Floor

New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Aiysa( Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Zurn Industries, LLC
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 |

New York, New York 10004 _ ‘&\l |2
(212) 509-3456 |

P ‘.’ %

535-

1235 .




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL £g 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 F
. (Heitler, J.) e
This Document Relates to: COUNTY CLERK‘SKO‘F ‘
' Index No.: 190474/12, NEW YOR
ZBIGNIEW THOMAS JALOWSKI
AND :
IVONA JALOWSKI i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., hereby |
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
§ 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn

Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, f/k/a Zurn Industries, Inc., be and the same are herepy

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

a

Dated: New erk, N¢

|

York

‘g?)j,zmq

W, P~

Alys! Koloms, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Zurn Industries, LLC

BELLUCK & Fo¥X, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

3

Honw/aweitler

535-1

187




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL FEB 0 4 720M
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  ILA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
: Index No.: 190138/13, NEW YORK
CYNTHIA SCHONBERGER

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC incorrectly sued as Zurn Industries, IFnc. ]

a’k/a and successor-in-interest to Erie City Iron Works, hereinafter referred to as Zurn Industr

LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pract

Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LI

with prejudice in this action, and there being no opposition thereto,

es, |
ice

C,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaifnst :

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.
Dated: New Y(\wk, N%w York

S 20164

,
! //l/\ /2/\_ T
i Alysa Koloms, Esq.

Attorney for Pldintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Cynthia Sghonlerger Zurn Industries, LLC 0
BELLUCK & Fox, LLP MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C. o
546 Fifth Avegtue, 4% Floor 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 N
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004 -

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3454

SO ORDERED,

535-1233




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F ! L E: D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LLA.S. Part 30 FEB 0 4 2014

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

i COUNTY CLERK'S|OFFICE
Index No.: 190340/12, NEW YORK
FRANCES S. VALENSI
AND !
DANIEL E. VALENSI . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Patterson Pump Company, hereby requests summary |

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Patterson Pump Company, with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

ng

b1,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst

defendant, Patterson Pump Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yark, NeWw York
L3 200

|

FEZ

Kew’@ook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Patterson Pump Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK | F | L E D

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.) FEB 0 4 204

This Document Relates to: , !

 Index No.: 190129/13, )\ 7y cLERKS OFFICE

LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM : NEW YORK
AND ;

JOHANNA PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi{ng |
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, |
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against i
defendant, Sid Harvey Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |
without costs.

Dated: New YTrk, New York

\ l?)l,zolq

\

L]

‘ ‘ Jamie/B. Cooper: Escf
Attorney for P i Attorney for Defendant

Laurence Cu Sid Harvey Industries, Inc.
Cunningham MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
BELLUCK & F&X, LLP 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor New York, New York 10004 gl
New York, New York 10036 - (212) 509-3456 - X\g Al
(212) 681-1575 -t

SO ORDERED,

66-522




FILED

FES 0 4 2014
X:/ATT28777flegal/NOSIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK
X
JEREMIAH and CATHERINE MCCARTHY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
Plaintiff(s),
- against - Index No.: 121029/96
H&A CONSTRUCTION, et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby request summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,-

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudi¢e and

without costs.

[Q\W\JQ_E\QMQqu. Suzaine Halbardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attor(ng_y}bfor ATLAS TURNER, INC.,
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg Barry McTiernan & Moore
800 Third Avenue 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 1Q022 New York, New York 10006
212) 313-3600
\\\51\‘1 CIIIN, e

saar 4 ooy 20
JAN 22 20U

i, AR
W

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy K4ein-Heitler




FILED

CLB56192/legal/nosjm June 2013 FEB 0 4 20\4

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
HARRY SILVERBERG, NEW YORK
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 108537/02 &
121099/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prej

and there being no opposition thereto,

2,

udice,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agginst

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with preju

without costs.

e
-
A
¥

Brain Feld, Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant
CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

1214

SO ORDERED,

dice and




FILED

FER 0 4 204
CLB58050/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK « OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS O
JAMIE ELAINE FELICIA, as Executrix for the i
Estate of JAMES E. MCCABE and JAMIE NO OPPOSITION
FELICIA and STEPHANIE TOBIN, AS Co SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Executrices for the Estate of SHIRLEY A. MCCABE, MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff(s),
-against- Index No.: 106579/02 &
113073/02
A.C. & S.INC.,etal., NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),

X

WHEREFORE, defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321

2,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejpdice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag]iinst

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. 1 L( (7/‘ 13

John Rich#fond, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.

700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Flog e

New York, New Y?’)Eik) Ji
(212) 313-3600° '~
99 200

G

PO Y

SO ORDERED,




FILED

X:/’DOM58795./legaMVOSJM FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ; IGE
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
COUNTY OF NEW YORK < NEW YORK
GIUSEPPE LIOTTA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff(s), ’ ORDER
- against - Index No.: 190373/13
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.; NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. hereby request
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS T. EXAS,INC.
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against -

defendants DOMCO PRODUCTS TEXAS, INC. , be and the same are hereby dismissed with

%v

prejudice and withoyt costs.

/

goseplla/ ’ Williahs,sq. Th@mas Farafioti, Esq.
itetney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for DOMCO PRODUCTS
The Williams Firm, P.C. TEXAS, INC.
245 Park Avenue Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10167 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor
\ ‘ ;l ‘L‘ New York, New York 10006
' (212) 313-3600

CEIVE-

29 0%

SO ORDERED,

SAN




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PHILIP THIBODEAU

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby reques
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectidrn
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products CompalLy
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims again;

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

FILE

FEB 0 4 201

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, S.)

COUNTY CLERK'S

Index No.: 190436/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

NEW YORK

L o

DFFICE

ts

st

Dated: New,York, New York

| / |3 ,2014
Bréggzr{ . Tylly,\&s ¢ Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq. \ - ‘
Levy Phillip$s & Kdnigsberg, LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor
New York, New York 10022

Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

SO ORDERED,

New York, New York 10005

2194999 1

Y 2 zm
REN

5

- ~EIVEL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK cEB 0 4 2014
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL O

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS.Part 30  cQUNTY CLERKF?K

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.) NEW YO
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 115739/06
CLAIRE JOCKERS, Individually and as
Administratix for the Estate of DONALD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JOCKERS JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectipn

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

FILED

FFICE

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company be and the same are hereby dismissed w

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
2013
i/ / é‘@ AV,

Ul 7 ) ——
Nicholas Nox‘//ak, Esq. Hél'pq{f\nt(\nfiou McGowan, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
New York, NY 10022 Products Company

88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
. | New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

2102490




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

D

FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.) NEW YORK

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 190186/09

KAREN MAHONES and JAMES MAHONES,

as Co-Administrators of the Estate of JOHN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

MAHONES LaSALLE JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Ele

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (improperly pled as Cutler Hammer, n/k/a Eaton Electrical

(“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil P

Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Eaton with prejudic
there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agai

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
, 2013
—
Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq.
Levy Phillips & Konigsberg, LLP Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation,
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical Inc.
New York, New York 10022 Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherdy¥H;

2183035

ctrical
Inc.)
ractice

e, and

nst




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 204
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777777 NYCAL GOUNTY CLERKS|OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 © NEW YORK
(Heitler, S.)

SUSAN CARLSEN, as Administratrix for the
Estate of RICHARD B. CARLSEN, and SUSAN Index No.: 190083/13
CARLSEN, Individually,
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
- against - ORDER
A. O. Smith Water Products Co., et al.,

Defendants

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor in interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc. (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to (Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Eaton with prejudicg:,
and there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

—
Janvary 132014
J

/"—Ei;a(:JL__,)""”/ g

Paift?Burshtyn, Esq. Gabtiel G. F,efste'ﬁdig, Esq. '
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in--
700 Broadway interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc. ‘

New York, New York 10003 McElroy, Deutschﬂ,1 Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP |

4 oor

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheyrr'}"‘Ki’e‘fn Heitler

2130166




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
"INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777777 NYCAL COUNTY CLERKS O
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 NEW YORK
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 111679-08
JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the

Estate of JAMES V. TEMPIO, and NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTIQON
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as

FFICE

Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant |

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant

Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud
and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

MWX ﬂ(;s/ 2013 , AM”

Suzang){atchffe l'isq / Brian Sorensen, Esq.
WEITZ/& LUXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY
Attorneys for Plaintiff & CARPENTER, LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York,(New York 10005
g
SO ORDERED: y; e "
Hon. YR Yei WE‘X‘\i
' : 10
INRAX

i
P T w4

ce




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FEB 0 4 7014

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 77 NYCAL COUNTY CLERK]S OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 NEW YORK
____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190110/2013
RAYMOND T. DONOVAN and MARGARET '
DONOVAN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell ManufacruL'ing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company (improperly sueq
Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Co., Edward Valves,
and Edward Vogt Valve Co.) (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in|
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis
plaintiff’s Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposi
thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agg
defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cqg

Dated: New York, New York
/ C S/ ,2013

éﬁ%\% // - )y~

Laurence V. Nassif, fsq Ve Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Seegar Weiss, LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter,

Attorneys for Plalngffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Ing.

] as
Inc.,
the
Sing

tion

1inst

sts.

LLP

77 Water Streefy 76" Floor solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

New York, New York 10005 Company, Edward Valves, Inc., and Edwar
Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" th

SO ORDERED,

_ Hoxﬁh%ﬂa&ﬁer IAN 29
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F E L F D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

______________________________ FEB 0 4 2014

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7~ NYCAL ‘

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

_____________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.) NEW YORK

This Document Relatesto:

Index No. 190278/2013
JACK P. SCAINETTI and MARGARET
SCAINETTI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturi
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Compal

(improperly named as Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturi

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, ard 3

ng

Vogt Valve Company) (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the abovye-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

Dated: New Yorﬁ New!York “

7]

David Chandler, Esq. Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plantiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.

700 Broadway solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10003 Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom

ew York 10005 «W»ES'

SO ORDERED,

2179073 _1

Valves Inc., and Edward Vogt-Valve Com my_3




AN 07"



(S:IéPUlI{\IETl\éEO(IZ?(%IUé{V’VT 8?){{112}3 STATE OF NEW YORK F l L E D

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777 NYCAL FEB 0 42014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1LA.S. Part 30 ,
____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates to: NEW YORK

Index No.: 111778-04
ELIZABETH S. McDONALD, as Executrix for

the Estate of ROBERT McDONALD, and NO OPPOSITION
ELIZABETH McDONALD, Individually SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER 1

WHEREFORE, Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation, improperly pled as
Lipe-Automation Corp., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuLmt
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant
Lipe Automation Corporation with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant Lipe Automation Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud[ice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Yz, 2013
John E. Richgéﬁd, Esq. Brian Sorensen, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY
Attorneys for Plaintiff, & CARPENTER, LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 Lipe Automation Corporation
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

ork, New York 10005

SO ORDERED:

CElVEE

o
o
G




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New Yark, NY

Koh

FILED

FEB 0 4 2014

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICI

NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

KATHLEEN FARRELL, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of LAWRENCE J.

FARRELL,
against

ACandS, INC., et al.,

INDEX NO.: 00-119394

NO OPPOSITION

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co.,

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

1

hereby requests summary judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositign thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without|costs.

DATE[)/!) New Brunswick, NJ ,

f H 7 i .

I MR (\\//\Q[\?{/
{ S

JASON S. RIEMER, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attomeys for Defendant,

r Co.

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED:

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Kathleen Farrell, Individually and as
for the Estate of Lawrence J. Farrell
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

Executrix

Honorab Klein Heitler
JAN 2 2 2014

B ale Vo

G F
Wl




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

FILE

D

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ILA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-100607
KATHLEEN FARRELL, Individually and as NO OPPOSITION
Executrix for the Estate of LAWRENCE J. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
FARRELL, MOTION AND ORDER
against
ACANDS, INC.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgnJ ent in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositign thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

/

DAT;EP: 1 New Brupswick, NJ

I A\ 3\ A

J | | oW =
JASON S RIEMER, ESQ. FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.™-.._
HOA(GLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attofneys for Defendant, Kathleen Farrell, individually and as|Executrix
Kohler Co. for the Estate of Lawrence J. Farrell
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F E L
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY 77 NYCAL FEB 04
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 30
- - (Heitler, S.) COUNTY CLERH
“Fiis Document Relates o~ NEW YO
Index No. 190131/2013
ROBERT TEAGUE,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufactur
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Comp:
(improperly named as Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufactur
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, :
Vogt Valve Company) (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the abo
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plainti

Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ED
2014

('S OFFICE
RK

ing
any
ing
ind
ve-

s

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

Dated: New York, New York
oriod 2018

| /

e ine 5 2

%'
e

ts.

Jordan C. E %q. Brian Sorensen, Esq.

BELLUCK & LLP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Blaintsff Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.

546 Fifth Avepue, 4™ Floor solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

New York.,\ 10036 Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company

88 Pi &t, 24™ Floor
ew York, New York 10005

_CEIVEL
JAN 29 2014
2113372 1 N et

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YbRK = | L E D

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777 NYCAL FEB 04 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
_________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Index No.: 190135/2013
ROBERT FLAHIVE

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Va
Company (“Flowserve”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defend

Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

lve

ant

ant

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

Dated: New York New York

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
MCcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attornevs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as

546 Fifth Ave ue, 4th Floor successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edw]

New YorK, New York 10036 Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vo

' Valve Company

S\Pine Street, 24" Floor

SO ORDERED,

CEIVEL

JAN 2 9 7014

[ g wemasc R, R
2082644_1 ey

ts.
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et




X:/ATT27638./legal/NOSIM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X |
PAUL and BETTY BLAUDOIN, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY |
DGMENT MOTION AND
FILE Eoex
Plaintiff{(s), o
FEB 0 4 7014
- against - Index No.: 123436/95
il CE
Ty CLERKS OFF!
GARLOCK, INC,, et al.; COUNTLEW YORK NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
Defendants.

- -- X

WHEREFORE, defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. hereby request summary jud
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs' complaint against defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC. with prejudice, and ther
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agail
defendants ATLAS TURNER, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudig

without costs.

<
e

=1 S el . Suzani{e Halbardier, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorneys for ATLAS TURNER, INC.,
Levy, Phillips & Konigsberg Barry McTiernan & Moore
800 Third Avenue 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, New York 1002 New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

gment
ing

e being

nst

e and




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK cga 04 ()
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL LERKS
ASBESTOS LITIGATION GOUNTY E(yYOR
ROBERT M. ELKINS AND BARBARA A. ELKINS, | Index No: 190249/10
Plaintiff{(s)
against
A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, et al., NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Defendants. ORDER

e

OFFICE

>~

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodall Rubber Company hereby requests summary judgmen
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissin.
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Goodall Rubber Company with prejudice, and there bein
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains

defendant Goodall Rubber Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

/10 ,2014
Brian Early, Esq. ennifer W. Pafger, Esq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, LLC ARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ LAULLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Goodall Rubber Company
360 Lexington Avenue, 20" Floor 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10017 New York, NY 10016
(212) 986-2233 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

% Heitler . k: El\/ i:iw




- the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FER 0 4 2014
THOMAS HOUSTON AND ELLEN COUNTY CVLVE%RSKOF
HOUSTON, ' NE
Index No. 190119/2012
Plaintiffs, : '
- against - NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
BEAZER EAST, INC. (Individually and as ORDER
successor-in-interest to THIEM CORP and
IAS Part 30
Defendants. ,

WHEREFORE, defendant Glencord Building Corp. hereby requests summary judgment in

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Glencord Building Corp. without prejudice, and there being

FICE

no opposition thereto; it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notiée to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Glencord Building Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

December 19, 2013 - ‘
e

g.Dasrron %er@m*,r&z é}ﬁfma Sivin, Esq.

The Lanier Law Firm Johnsofi Gallagher Magliery, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

126 East 56 Street, 6™ Floor Glencord Building Corp

New York, New York 10022 99 Wall Street — 15™ Floor

New York, New York 10005

Tel: (212) 584-0700
. Tel:

JAN 22 2014

A N

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Shefry KIein Heitler

% CEIVEL




FILED

STATE OF NEW YORK
SUPREME COURT : COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
NYCAL ~
VINCENT SANTINO AND FRANCES SANTINO, (Heitler, 1) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
RN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC.; et al.,

Index No.: 13-190121
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BOSTIK, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BOSTIK, INC. with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant BOSTIK, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

DATED: Buffalo, New York
January 14, 2014

Tt I C Sl

Mark Bibro, Esq. Christopher Bridge, £sq.
EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C. GIBSON, McASKILL & CROSBY, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant, Bostik, Inc.
360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor 69 Delaware Avenue, Suite 900
New York, New York 10017 Buffalo, New York 14202
(212) 986-2233 (716) 856-4200 N
~CEIVEL
SO ORDERED, JAN 2 2 2014
Hon. Sherry 16K Heitler, J.S.C.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190436/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

PHILIP THIBODEAU,

OPPOSITION

Plaintiff(s)
F ! L, EUIEARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., FEB 04204

DefendgatsiNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YCRK

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Summa

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321

dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, apnd

there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: i l 17 ,2018‘

fz@u(m%/db\

- Lindsey/] .Fo#r, Esq.
SEGAL/McCAMBRIDGE

KONIGSBERG, LLP SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor Aurora Pump Company

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

JAN 2 9 2014

f"‘"x B

3y 651-7500 5 uEIVEL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FILED
FER 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERKS QFFICE

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NEW YORK
Index No.: 111054-98
114235-99

EUGENE SOWA,

- against -

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,

190405-13

LLA.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

Plaintiff,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’'s complaint against defendant H.B. FULLER
COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

against Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby, dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New r’ork, New York
(
N

(% 2014
</

Erik Jacobg Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Vi

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant

H.B. FULLER COMPANY

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500 g b
wEIVEL

JAN 292 2014
K. Heitler S g o o

4




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK R

X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NEW YORK
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190212/13
FRANK D. ESPOSITO,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al.
Hon. Sherry Kicin Heitler
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,
BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

I/Za/ 2ott\

E 7

Patti Burstityn, Esq. John ’Guerrlero Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 f 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

Hon. KA#in Heitler




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 20
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY COUNTY CLERK'S
ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
X Index No.: 190351/13
JOSEPH SOLAZZ0,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS,
INC,, et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the abov

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,

BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

{ ! 16! 2014\

ho— It E

Adam Dreksler, Esq. Theodore Eder, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
“York 10022

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S{gfty#&éin Heitler o K: E}‘ V gjz

AN 29 2014

b
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FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY )
ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OF
X Index No.: 190272/12 NEW YORK
ROBERT BRUCE BURAWA and DEBORAH
ANN BURAWA,
Plaintiff{s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

CERTAIN ~TEED CORPORATION, et al.,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant Westerbeke Corp., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pirsuant to Civi!“ Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Defcnda'nt Westerbeke Corp., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defenidants, all cléims and cross claims against Defendant,
Westerbeke Corp., be and the same ar;hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

\/a/14

O, dd

W.Q\ﬁhby Arond Andre E. Harlfinger, Esq.

LLUCK & FOX, LLP SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs- MAHONEY, L'TD.

546 5" Avenue Attorneys for Defendant Westerbeke Corp,
New York, New York 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

JAN 22 2014

LB g, "
ThOETRTERS me e
3 ‘f'v.:.}‘f’f ;g R

FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E-

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY 't NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30
i,
. (Heitler, J.) , E
X i COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: NEW YORK

Index No.: 190129/13
LAURENCE CUNNINGHAM and JOHANNA
PRINCE-CUNNINGHAM,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

-against-

3M COMPANY, individually and as successor to

[}
1
]
[}
1
|
i
I
[}
1
[}
i
[}
[}
!
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Co., et al., :
l|
[}
}

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the abg
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plainti

complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition theretg

\

s :

>

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agajnst
defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

Dated: New York, New York
St
_,2013
Stepé%ie Spang}ér, }ﬂ
HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSYON & YOUNG LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
Qakfabco, Inc.

90 Broad Street — 9th Floor
New York, New York 10004
(646) 589-8703

SO ORDERED,

y Klein Heitler

nce-




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK - J
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL FEB 0 4201
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30 ‘
! (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S QFFICE
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: - NEW YORK
 Index No.: 190392/2012
JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining &

-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
Manufacturing Co., et al., :

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Milwaukee Valve Company, Inc. hereby requests summary |
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 322,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Milwaukee Valve Company, Inc. with prejudice, ;
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant Milwaukee Valve Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

-Ixxea.cé&}"eef _T2013
i) N /%W/m[/ %W /48
Jp/adna Drozd Carmen St. George, E:
HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
Atgbrneys for Defendant Milwaukee Valve Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Company, Inc. 800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
90 Broad Street, 9th Floor New York, New York 10022

New York, New York 100
(212) 897-9655

(212) 605-6200 ;-

EIVEL

AN 22 2014

. ;i ;{ma@ IS

SO ORDERED,

. Sherry Klern Heitler




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL |
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
! (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

| Index No.: 190392/2012
JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER, I
Plaintiffs, | NO OPPOSITION
. ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- . MOTION AND ORDER
]

3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining &
Manufacturing Co., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Oakfabco, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the aboye-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s .
complaint against defendant Oakfabco, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against |
defendant Oakfabco, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withput

costs.

Dated: New Y r New York

RN e r & 2013 d/
a Drozd Caxgen St. G/e({rge, Esq. J
KINS PARNELL THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP
orneys for Defendant Oakfabco, Inc. Attorneys for Plaintiffs
0 Broad Street, 9th Floor 800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, New York 10004 New York, New York 10022
(212) 897-9655 (212) 605-6200
SO ORDERED, M// E&\i%"
Hon. lefn Heitler - 201
AN 22

)
I ST
om B )




FIL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 04
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

COUNTY CLER}
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW Y(
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

LAURA SCHNEIDER, Individually and as LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, I.)
Administratrix for the Estate of PHILIP T. SCHNEIDER Index No. 122787/01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

= 5, e
apges M. Skéllyﬁsq. ( )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. e ARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94634

SO ORDERED, /%

- _CEIVEL

JAN 22 201

g %’-*%h 3 ol e

ED
2014

K'S OFFICE
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FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFF}
This Document Relates to: NYCAL NEW YORK

NUNZIA M. SERENO and ARTHUR SERENO, as Co-  -AA-S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Executors for the Estate of SAL SERENO, and SILVIA Index No. 126706/02 &
SERENO Individually 110270/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: ‘/13 o~ 2014

(N
S,

CE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. W

S
afnes M&ellgESq (\ B

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94641

SO ORDERED,




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
MICHAEL J. STEPHENSON, as Executor for the Estate LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
of JAMES G. STEPHENSON Index No. 111353/02
106999/02
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant fo Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: \ ’ | )

%,
\.\
",

adies M. (S‘Eel Esq. RN

ARKS, o'} L, O'BRIEN,

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94636

SO ORDERED,

HU@}@M Heitler o
T 20




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 201

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK

This Document Relates to: NYCAL

PHILLIP TAMBASCO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 114014/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: \/ 13 ,2014 %

Frank Ortiz, Esq.g& ’ James M. Sf(glly\gsq. B

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523

149 4.1:5-7301 o CEX\IE“

SO ORDERED,




FlLE[L)

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
PHILIP WALSH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 107217/01 &
119376/00
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: \ , f
Frank Ortiz, Esq. @es M. Ske\(ly%q. Q

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94663

SO ORDERED, . % )
e A  _CEIVEL

L\
AN 22 2014
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FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK EEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
' OFF

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY gVLVEj‘gF?KOF
This Document Relates to- NycaL N
MARGARET C. THOROGOOD, individually and as LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Executrix for the Estate of ALLEN R. THOROGOOD Index No. 190070/09

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintif®s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BM], Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: VA" 201

CE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. James M, Skel

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.83820

SO ORDERED,




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS OFt
NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
JOHN Q. ZERO I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 115276/00 &
108383/00
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: J13 , 2014 N

" e

N

FICE

\,‘\:,-
2g1€es Mkel , IRX

MARKS, LL, O'BRIEN,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94625

SO ORDERED,




FILE

D

FEB 04 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK e
' ' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) GO CEWYORK | |
ROBERT BRENNAN and BARBARA BRENNAN, . Index No. 190295/2013
Plaintiffs,
- NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- against - | JUDGMENT MOTION
» AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et. al.,

'Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, Baltimore Aircoil Company, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiff's complaint against defendant Baltimore Aircoil Company, Inc.

prejudlce and there being no opposmon thereto, it is hereby

with

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claxms agpinst

defendant, Baltimore Aircoil Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
December 18, 2013

- LAW OFFICES OF DAVID L.
BELLUCK& FOX, LLP : FERSTENDIG, LLC

o LN e had A

with

" Bryan Belasky, Esq. ; ’ vOﬁd L. _Ferstendlg, Esq. D
Attorneys for Plaintif} Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Avenue, 4 Baltimore Aircoil Company, Inc.
New York, NY 10036 280 Madison Avenue, Suite 300
(212) 681-1575 ; New York, NY 10016 :

(212) 213-1233

_CEIVEL
JAN 29 2014

. . ’ . o - sy o,
Hon. Sherryagae{\igc | , 5T T




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 201

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK

This Document Relates to; NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 190108/09

JOHN A. METROKA

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f’k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: ‘/ n\ , 2004
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ( Jame§\{'kew.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI

530 Saw Mill River Roa

ile No.: 473.84070

~CEIVEL

JAN 22 2014

D ] 93
© 4 5 ﬁ g ]
T H %, | el el

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




FILED

FEB 0 4 20M4
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK e
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
NANCIE J. ROHMANN as Executrix for the Estate of LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.
GLADYS MILLER Index No. 190011/10

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: \ /

O

Frank Ortiz,

NN

JamesA1. S Hy,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA 'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
ile No.: 473.94651

CEIVEL

. Shévry Klein Heitler JAN 29 2014

SO ORDERED,

o g, wwmes 99Ry P
AN R 4 “-::f' i

N |
,*‘y‘ @




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
ANGELA RYAN, as Executrix for the Estate of LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
ANDREW M. MORMILE Index No. 190218/09
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

N

James N(Skél% ; Esq%

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94652

SO ORDERED,

Ho

_CEIVEL

JAN 29 2014




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S ORFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
RICHARD NASH I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 106708/02 &
116095/02
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.

Dated: b

Frank Ortiz, Esq. < James M.@EC , Esq. ii_>

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. {/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 16

¢ No.: 473.94598

 CEIVEL

SO ORDERED,




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NEW YORK
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
THERESA LOMBARDI, as Executrix for the Estate of LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
VINCENT O’CONNELL Index No. 120768/01 &
111223/01

NO QPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: 14 ,2014

N
Frank Ortiz; Jamés M. Skelly ,Esq.

KUy D
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94660

I

PNt

SO ORDERED,

e ein Heitler

CE



FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK :
K'$ OFFICE
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNT:I ngEjoﬂk
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
SHEILA A. ROOT, as Executrix for the Estate of LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
GERALD R. ROOT, and SHEILA A. ROOT, Index No. 109747/00
Individually 122191/99
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT,]
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs.
Dated: \/ 17 iﬁf‘*\

,2014

Y N

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ames M{Skelly , Esq. b

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier

(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 14(7)523

© CENE

ile No.: 47394661 = "\o

\%
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler e T L




FiLEUD

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to: NYCAL
MARYJANE RUSSO, as Executrix for the Estate of LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
ROSS F. RUSSO JR., and MARYJANE RUSSO, Index No. 105870/02 &
Individually 108773/02
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: /13 2014

Frank Orti ool ” ’ James M(ST(él N Esq. < :
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC | , O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road
(212) 558-5500 Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94635
SO ORDERED, ‘
Hon. in Heitler e 5
~ -CEIVEL
JAN 22 201

AT D
AR e




FILED.

FEB 04204
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL

RALPH SALZANO and MARGARET SALZANO LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 190173/09 &
120391/01 & 104275/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f’/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs,

Dated: \ l\'lf\ ,2014 |
Frank Ortiz, Esq. «mes M(S@ES@

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/af
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.84434

- v
SO ORDERED, - bEX\IQE

Cow tTY |
o TN
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

FILED

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 42014
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i LAS. Part 30 )\ 1y CLERK'S OFFICE
; (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
This Document relates to: ;.
: Index No. 190360/12
MICHAEL ANTLE and VASHTEE ANTLE, ’
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

: MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

" the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s

s complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
p—
3 ammerLl 2ol

11 Oﬁourke Esq.
orhieyt for Defendant
Peettess/Industries, Inc.

LEwIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP
77 Water Street, 21% Floor
New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.28682

SO ORDERED,

Pliytlffs

Mikhaet Antle ad Vashtee Antle
BELL{cK & Fox, LLP \I ‘r‘ b
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor ™

New York, NY . 10036. .. E‘"
212.681.1575

HorlS/hﬁrWﬂ Heitler

4811-3977-0135.1




FIl

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

LED

&’  COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0|4 2014
2 IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL ,
- > ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 30 COUNTY CLERK’SQOFF‘CE
“; . (Heitler, J.) NEW YORK
z This Document relates to:
w—— : Index No. 190028/2010
CAROL FREDIAN], as Proposed Administratrix for the |
Estate of MARSHALL TYSON, :
Plaintiffs, i NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

~against- . MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgmen
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plainti
complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there be

no opposition thereto,

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and with

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agal

tin.
ff’s
ing

nst

out

RS
////L/"\

Jeske Rodé{rs, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
ttorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Peerless Industries, Inc. CAROL FREDIANI, as AdministratrT® for th
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Estate of MARSHALL TYSON
77 Water Street, 21* Floor WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
New York, New York 10005 700 Broadway

212.232.1300 New York, NY 10003
File No. 1863.26815 ‘ 212.558.5500

v—-‘;#\"f“ K -. v

SO ORDERED,

Hon S K18 d Heitler

~CEIVEL

JAN 29 2014

L T
S 3 Lt
® ;.x““{ ¥ N «“‘

19"

4829-6433-3079.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ and
IRENE WOLKIEWICZ

FILED

FEB 0 4 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 190113/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,
Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BML, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated ,2014
.L- \\ - ’
Fra g James {\/I Sk llg/ , Esq
WEITZ & LUXE MARKS, ONEILL; O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI

530 Saw Mill River Road

Elmsford, New York 10523

(914)3 01
ileNo.: 473.83419

SO ORDERED, JAN 29 2014

ADT 20

i, t“a% th

HW Heitler

 .CEIVEL




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL
WALTER JOHANNESEN I.A.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)
Index No. 126686/02 &
104016/03
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier
Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., improperly
named as Premier Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, with prejudice, and
there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant Adience f’k/a BMI, Inc., improperly named as Premier Refractories,

Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a BMI, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARKS, O'NEILL, O'BRIEN,
Attorneys for Plaintiff{(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.,
New York, NY 10003 improperly named as Premier
(212) 558-5500 Refractories, Inc. f/k/a Adience, Inc. f/k/a
BMI
530 Saw Mill River Road
Elmsford, New York 10523

(914) 345-
e No.: 473.94611

CEIVEL

hgtry Klein Heitler JAN 29 2014

SO ORDERED,

i T
I T )

¥

141




FILE

D

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ‘
COUNTY ' ==Te

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NECVI\—/E\(RgRiO FICE

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30, (Heitler, J.)

Index No. 113375/99

This Document Relates to:
VINCENT G. AMITRANO

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:

Frank Ortiz,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ’
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) DOHERTY & KELLY, P.C.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Adience f/k/a BMI, Inc.
New York, NY 10003 530 Saw Mill River Road

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Elmsford, New York 10523
(914) 345-7301
File No.: 473.94657

~She

ein Heitler




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 42014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X COUNTY CLERK'S OF
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL NEW YORK
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30
X
PHILIP THIBODEAU, Index No. 190436/12
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining & Manufacturing
Co., et al., including MAGNATROL VALVE CORP.,

Defendants.

FICE

WHEREFORE, defendant MAGNATROL VALVE CORPORATION (hereinafter “Magnatrql”)

hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulles

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Magnatrol with prejudice, and there be

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defend

Magnatrol be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, k™

,2014

7//1,4/ 72

ng

ant

David P. Schaffer, Esq.

LEVY,P PS & KONIGSBERG LLP MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, NY 10022 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Philip Thibodeau
(212) 605-6200

Magnatrol Valve Corporatzon el B

2

SO ORDERED,

L7
vk




FIL

FEB 0 4
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK|
X NYCAL NEW YO
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This document relates to; Index No.: 111054/1998
114235/1999
EUGENE SOWA, 190405/2013
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. KEELER/DORR-
OLIVER BOILER
Defendant. COMPANY
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby reque
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

‘'ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defend
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud

and without costs.

Dated:  ([{T 2014
SRR
e o

Eric Jacobs, Esq. \\__ ) Paul B. Josephs, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
New York, New York 10003 COMPANY

(212)558-5500 500 Mamaroneck Avenue

Harrison, New
014) 412-7300

SO ORDERED:

ED
2014

S OFFICE
3K

sts
12, .
ith

ant

ICC




FILED

FEB 0 42014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY [LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X

This document relates to: Index No.: 190439/2012

RUTH VANTOSH and HAROLD VANTOSH,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

Plaintiff{(s), JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO

DEFENDANT

INDUSTRIAL HOLDINGS CORPORATION, INDUSTRIAL

f/k/a Carborundum Corporation. HOLDINGS
CORPORATION
f/k/a Carborundum
Corporation

Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant INDUSTRIAL HOLDINGS CORPORATION, f/k/a Carborundu
Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practic
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintif’s complaint against defendant INDUSTRIA
HOLDINGS CORPORATION, f/k/a Carborundum Corporation, with prejudice, and there being n
opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defenda
INDUSTRIAL HOLDINGS CORPORATION, f/k/a Carborundum Corporation be and the same an
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: Ham on, New York

TS Sl

/,-Shafeﬂ—ZiﬂﬁS—Esqw_,Uf_D\ yC e Giane H. Miller, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants
1800 Peachtree Street, N.W., Suite 300 INDUSTRIAL HOLDINGS CORPORATION,
Atlanta, Georgia 30309 f/k/a Carborundum Corporation
(404) 748-1600 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, NY 10528
(212) 661-11

-~

W

SO ORDERED:

Honorable W




FILE

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S Q
< NEW YORK

This Document Relates To:
JOHN FREEMAN, :
: NYCAL
Plaintiff(s), : LA.S. Part 30
: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
_against- . Index No(s).: 126682-02

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment In the

B

FF@E

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims e.gaiﬁst

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without COSt;S.

Dated: \\ > \ \H
New York, New York

(5 O A T \A Wi

Frank M. O\rﬁg,\ﬁsm Kirsfen Alford Kneis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENB ~RC. K&L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway CRANE CO.

New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022-6030

F

% 7
Vs & Vi

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FILED

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:
JOHN FREEMAN,

Plaintiff{(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

X

FEB 0 4 2014

X

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK ]

. NYCAL

: LA.S. Part 30

: (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Index No(s).: 103891-03

. NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment

X

in ihe

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, disrnissing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and withou

\\3\\9\

New York, New York

Frank M. Ortik/EsQéEg
WEITZ & LUXEN P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated:

SO ORDERED

against

costs.

KirstenAlford Kneis, Esq.
K&L/GATES LLP
Attdrneys for Defendant

CRANE CO.
599 Lexington Avenue EX\I E\/
New York, NY 10022- 60&,

Mk

gy

9
R ;_; \"i

i e B
% T

(212) 536-3900

Tﬁ

oM 3

lein Heitler R

E)
S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F I L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X FEB 0 4 204
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X LERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates To: : COUNTK,S\N YORK

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, as Executrix for the
Estate of JAMES V. TEMPIO, and

JOSEPHINE M. TEMPIO, Individually, : FZ%AI; 130
Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
* Index Nof(s).: 111679-08
-against-

NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
" JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in

the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereto,

no

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against .

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \\ > \ \H

New York, New York

- 00— IR0

Frank M. Ortiz; EXq. _ Kirstgn Alford Kneis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERQ PX. K&Y. GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) orneys for Defendant

700 Broadway CRANE CO.
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue \‘%\/’
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 1002 ﬁ}

(212) 536-3(90(?;::%.& "

SO ORDERED,

Hon. eirf/Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK F I L E

- --- - X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION FEB 0 4 2014
---------------------------- X
This Document Relates To:
: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SONDRA SUTKIN, as Personal Representative : NEW YORK
for the Estate of STANLEY SUTKIN, and ' NYCAL
SONDRA SUTKIN, Individually, ' LALS. Part 30

Plaintiff(s), : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

" Index No(s).: 190073-09
-against- ' NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
" JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.
S ---X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO. hereby requests summary judgment in

the |

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereto,

no

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against .

defendant CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \ \ \H

V—\\@)rk New York f N w

Frank M. Ortiz, Esq KirsteA Alford Kneis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERS, P.X. K&I/GATES LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Atorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway NE CO. .y
New York, NY 10003 599 Lexington Avenue \FC\/
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10022- 6030 WEX

’);]_zfpm 3900 B N ‘qus‘\l\

sb‘\ >

SO ORDERED, o &
Hon: Teirf Heitler , m




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
) NEW YORK
This Document Relates To: : NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

ELEANOR VICTORIA HARRIS, Individually and (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)

as Executrix of the Estate of KENNETH CHARLES :
HARRIS, : Index No.: 190451-13

Plaintiffs, : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

CBS CORPORATION, a Delaware Corporation, f’k/a
Viacom Inc, Successor by Merger to CBS Corporation, a
Pennsylvania Corporation, f/k/a Westinghouse Electric
Corporation, et al.,

Defendants.

X :
WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., improperly sued as “CRANE CO., Individually and as

Successor to Cochrane” (hereinafter “CRANE CO.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above- |

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant CRANE CO. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defenﬁiant |

CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: \J‘ZWUW\I '4 20| 4
New York, New Yorlt

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor

New York, NY 10036 599 Lexington Avenue
(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10022-6030 |
(212) 536-3900 (G B
/ me‘\“ I
SO ORDERED, A g oW
in Heitler BN}\ % -~ o

o

'l
[EN




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F | L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

--------------------------- - S FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
----------------------------------------------------------------- X TY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document Relates To: : COUN NEW YORK
ALLAN SYLVIA JR. and MARION SYLVIA,
o . NYCAL
Plaintiff(s), " LAS.Part30

(Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
-against-
- Index No(s).: 190176-13
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS . NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMI
INC., et al, . MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants.

--------------------------------------- - X

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE CO., on behalf of named defendants Crane Co., Stock

Valves & Fittings Inc., an unincorporated product line and Jenkins Valves, Inc. (herein
“CRANE CQ.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Pra|
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CRANE CO.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defeq

CRANE CO. be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: _ \>\ 337\ \ 3

New Y 6]( New Yox k
Frank M. O\fﬁE,'Esh./

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,RC.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

599 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 1002; 3&\'E

70N

SO ORDERED,

’3&\*\ 32°

o
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FIL

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4
) |
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL COUNTLSV‘;/E\'?C
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, I.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 104830/02
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN J. CURLEY SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in t
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plainti
complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withou

costs,

Dated: York7 New York

, 2014

]
]

ED
2014

K'S OFFICE
RK

ff's

/é\ﬁzan atcliffe, Esq. / / ARosario Chetta, Esq.
/WEIT{Z/& LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attornéys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

John J. Curley Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 -, e
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 o ;Ei N e

i 22 20

SO ORDERED,

21 2

Hon. ShWitler




FIL

ED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 42014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL NEW YORK
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: Index No. 190135/13
NO OPPOSITION
ROBERT FLAHIVE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

the |

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withg

costs.

Dated: New York, New York
///3 201
=

,/ ,

ut

Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" F1 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10038
(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
. FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL -
ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. NEW YORK
LOUIS D. STILES and CORNELIA STILES, Index No. 190326/2013
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., et dl.,
including BLACKMER,
Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against
defendant Blackmer with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendapt

Blackmer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated;  New York, New York
JawcenY 62014

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MA B’SIB& BRADLEY, LLC
=
Rz Tam IAH)S'M,% DawduGh-aﬁd-lcr Esq. Gfacé De Mario, Esq.
'700 Broadway, 6" Floor _ 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer

\, 7

Louis D. Stiles, et al. (212) 791-0285 ' EIV E‘.
(212) 558-5500 ‘

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X FEB 0 4
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY CLERK

X NEW YOR

PHILIP THIBODEAU, Index No. 190436/12
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

3M COMPANY, et al.,
including ROPER PUMP COMPANY,

Defendants.

FIL

X

ED

2014

S OFFICE
K

WHEREFORE, defendant Roper Pump Company (hereinafter “Roper”), hereby requests sumrary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissi

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Roper with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

=3

g

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

Roper be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  New York,yéovp[ork
// / 2014

LEVY PHL S & KONXIGSHERG, LLP - MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

DRI

/

N ich&‘asMEsa. v David P. Schaffe‘r{Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 11* Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Philip Thibodeau
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Dated:

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
Roper P

Company

ump
0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

FEB 0 4 2014
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL ‘
ASBEST . COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
S OS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.) NS
This Document Relates to: Index No: 107014/08
Robert Shernowitz
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Union Carbide Corporation, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporation, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Union Carbide Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aq
without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

1d

VN L W 2618
& "~ \ "
(o=t ,
Frank Ortiz, Esq-—" Judith A. Yabitz, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P! DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BL.AU, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12™ Floor
New York, NY 10003 - New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300
- =CEIVEL
SO ORDERED, JAN 29 2014

Vs S

Hon. Shenw AT 2O




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 0 4 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL c:OUNTl\(l SVL\IE%?KOFF'CE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190157/13
OPPOSITION SUMMARY
BARBARA DEMAIQ, as Executrix for the Estate No
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
of ANTHONY DEMAIO, and BARBARA ORDER
DEMAIQ, Individually

WHEREFORE, defendant Beazer East, Inc., formerly Beazer Materials & Services,

and sued as Koppers Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitls

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint

against defendant Beazer East, Inc., formerly Beazer Materials & Services, Inc. and sued as
Koppers Industries, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agains
defendant, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

January 21 ,2014 /1/\/“

e

nc.

©
o

\"\ b~ U
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Brian T, Murnane, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU,|LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Beazer East, Inc.
700 Broadway 116 Bast 27" Street, 12® Floor
New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 (212)452-5300
SO ORDERED, / JAN 29 2014

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
’ SART 20




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 014 201
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY }\IZ(S:APL 30 COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 435, T NEW YORK

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190047/13

JACK APPELBAUM and VALERIE APPELBAUM NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. hereby requests summary judgme
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi
plaintiffs complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there bein

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag
defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ (f (5 ,20(4

)

g~

nt in
3sing

g no

ainst

and

Erik Jacobs, Esq. gR ‘J-) Jehnifer W. Payger, Esq. @)

WEITZ & LUXENBBRG . ARGER NTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.

700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED, / ;
Hon. Shérs K. ler
horey K\ JAN 29 201

~CEIVEL




FILED

FEB 0 4 20)4
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY FZ‘;APL ”
ASBESTOS LITIGATION il art
(Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190554/12
JOHN MURRAY and MARRY MURRAY NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

o

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there being|no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice gnd

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

L[21 2014
s S SN Vel *
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Jénnifer W. Dgrger, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ARGER TE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

-CEIVEL

JAN 2 2 2014




FILED

FEB 04 2004
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S DFFICE
: NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY A )
ASBESTOS LITIGATION .. T

(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190167/13

JANNIE SWINTON AND KELTON LAWRENCE NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismigsing
plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Lennox Industries Inc. with prejudice, and there bein‘g no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agpinst
defendant Lennox Industries Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
L Jlp 2014

N

Erik Jacobs, Esq. gR ennifer W_/] %quger, Esq. g g ‘
WEITZ & LUXENB C. ARGE NTE YAVI BLAULLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Lennox Industries Inc.
700 Broadway 116 East 27™ Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10038 New York, NY 10016

(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K.




FILED

FEB 04 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
X NEW YORK
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
LISA M. SCHRADER, as Administratrix for the Estate of Index No. 100057/99
BART M. MICELI, and JOAN MICELLI, Individually,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
V.- MOTION AND ORDER
A.C. AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG CONTRACTING &
SUPPLY), et al, including, ABB, INC,,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant ABB, Inc., (sued herein as “ABB, Inc., as successor in interest to ITE
Circuit Breakers, Inc.”) (hereinafter “ABB, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
defendant ABB, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against defendant

ABB, Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

A,

W Moo T 2013
AN ortheraft, Esqg. N/ Rula Alzadon l\ﬂ)or, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038 -

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Bart M. Miceli, et al. ABB, Inc.
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-

CCEIVEL

SO ORDERED, Dated: IAN.2 9 7014

Hon. ShernV Bin




F

ILED

: FEB|0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK . NYCAL COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
i NEW YORK
IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
X
This Document Relates to: Index No; 190436-12
PHILIP THIBODEAU
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant by its attorneys, AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, AS
SUCCESSOR BY MERGER TO BUFFALO PUMPS, INC. "BUFFALO PUMPS” by its attorneys
WILBRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Préctice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against defendant BUFFALO PUMPS with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BUFFALO PUMPS, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated
‘Bréndan Tull q Jofin S. Howarth, Esq.
. Novack, Esq. BRAHAM, LAWLER & BUBA
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP 140 Broadway, 46" Floor
800 Third Avenue, 11% Floor New York, NY 10005
New York, NY 10022 Attomneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Air and Liquid Systems Corp., as suc @w
er o Buffalo Pumps, 3
e @\t\
SO ORDERED, Na

~7 "
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler & %‘,




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

: X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SUSAN CARLSEN, as Administratrix for the Estate NEW YORK
Of RICHARD B. CARLSEN and SUSAN CARLSEN,
Individually, Index No.: 180083-13
Plaintiffs,
SECOND
NO OPPOSITION
- against— SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,,
Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter
“ELECTROLUX"} hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled
case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross
claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: = Whit P)ains New York .
l i L2014 / /
A "

% B&Mﬂ-—"" -~ é
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. CYN‘mtﬁ K. MESS&MER ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Hodges Walsh Messemer &
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Moroknek LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 ELECTROLUX HOME RRODUGTS, A NC.,
(212) 558-5500 Ind. and as successor fo opesV r\j

55 Church Street, Suite 24¢
White Plams NY 10601k

TSCEIVEL .M O

JAN 29 2014

So Ordered:




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
X NEW YORK
JAMES LAWRENCE SHEEHAN and MARGARET
SHEENAN, Index No.: 190425/13
Plaintiffs, SECOND
NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as
Successor to Sarco Company, et al.

Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as

successor to Sarco Company (hereinafter “SARCO”) hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, SARCO,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross

claims against defendant, SARCO, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. '

Dated: White Plains, New York
2643 ooy

. — 4 e —— ;
David Chandler, Esq. _— CYNTHA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hodges Walsh Messemer &
700 Broadway Moroknek LLP
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Ind. and as

successor to Sarco Company
55 Chureh Street, Suite 211

ite Plains, NY.1 O@QCEI\/ EL

Tel: 914-385-6000 : ..
| JAN 29 201

So Ordered: A\ J.S.C. xART '% @




FILED

FEB 0 4 2014
' FFICE
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTK] é:leEngSKO
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: 190436/12

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
PHILIP THIBODEAU,

Plaintiff(s),

NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintif®s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cosjs

to either party.

Dated:

PrendenPatieEsg. Nievolas MNovaer, s

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG,
LLP

Attorney for the Plaintiffs

800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor

New York, NY 10003

(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED,

Ta}/ehe N. Megerlan]'}isq
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MA EY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500
| «?'N eV

Hea-#herneKlein Heitler

20

N

3
»*“‘)E;




Nl k L W

FEB 0 4 2014
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK NEW YORK

Index No.: 190284/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ROLLAND M. ENGLE,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment ix
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims ag;

Defendant, Weil-McLain begnd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ¢

el

to either party. "

Dated:

,20121

i New Xork
/7 /’ /

[/ > [ N/
X,LLP

Jordan CC@%\&@/ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
BELLU F

Benjarfiin L/@:aregt,heais-;‘*%q.

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE™
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

(888) 808-0428

SO ORDERED,

the
sing

no

qinst

osts




: FILED

FEB 042014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NEW-YORK ,._I.CE
COUNTY OF NEW YORK —

Index No.: 190401/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM DELGADO,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in

the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereto,

no .

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: /} 2 1/;‘ ,201!1
New York//N, ork

-

Jordan C. F¢x, E q- inL areat
BELLUCK|\ & ¥OX, LLP RIDGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY LTD.
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain

(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrh K d{n Heitler R }J 2 QQ




FE3 04 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190355/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ABRAHAM FREUND,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in| the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to F ci—dEncEs, claims and cross claims agginst

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ¢

to either party. FEB 0 4 2014

,201y COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
York NEW YORK

Y /e
Jordan cjzfx, Esq. Dinesh U. Dadlani, Esq.
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneyfor the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain
(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
- -7500 .
SO ORDERED, - eX\l e\/
M@E&ﬁz{n Heitler ‘ b

5ing.

no

0Sts




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190087/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

STANLEY LARSEN, F I L E D

Plaintiff(s),
on NO OPPOSITION
- against - FEB 0 4 201 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ¢

to either party.

j\k HiN u

. : Taléne N. Megeriag,
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP SEGAL McCA DGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor New Attorneys for Defendant
York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain
(212) 681-1575 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Nor Bherry Klein Heitler

the.
sing;

no:

inst|

0Osts!




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 1 =M
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190509/12

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
FILED
THOMAS R. HELLWIG, FES 0 42014
Plaintiff(s),
- against - GOUNW]Q&?&@B&%N
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTIOII)\JGMENT
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in} the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: lLl'} // 201&-\

New

.

Jordan C. Fox, W Jennifer L. Eudner@ o
BELLUCK & F@X, LLP SEGAL McCAMB

Attorney for the Plaintiffs ‘ SINGER & MAHONLEY, LTD.
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain

(888) 808-0428 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

leAn Heitler




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

FILE

D

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 04 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
LERK'S QFFICE
INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 30 COUNTY C
NEW YORK ‘
ASBESTOS LITIGATION | (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 113375-99

VINCENT G. AMITRANO AND VIVIAN NO OPPOSITION

AMITRANO, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
against
ACandS, INC,, et al |

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgm

ent | in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no oppositio

n thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
DATED: Ne Brynswick, NJ

g %@v%
MONICAR. KdSTRZtEWA ESQ. ADAM RAFFO, ESQ
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBE
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Attorneys for Defendant, Vincent G. Amitrano and Vivian Amitrano
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 New Yark, NY 1
New York, New York 10005

— ]

SO ORDERED:

Honora ¥ Klein Heitler

NEV
- ‘u N

IR \
. 20




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK CES 04 204

In RE NEW YORK CITY o QFFICE
UNTY CLERK S

ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUR Y Ew YORK

This Document Relates to:

New York Asbestos
PHILIP THIBODEAU, Litigation (NYCAL)
Plaintiff
Index No. 190436-12
- against -
3M COMPANY, f’k/'a MINNESOTA MINING & NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
MANUFACTURING CO, et. al. JUDGMENT AND ORDER
Defendants

WHEREFORE, defendant, International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation o
name change only known as Navistar, Inc.) (“Navistar”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-
titled case, pursuant to CPLR §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant, Navistar, along
with all cross-claims against it, with prejudice, there being no opposition hereto, it is hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against defendant,
International Truck and Engine Corporation, (now by operation of name change only known as Navist

Inc.), be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice without costs.

Dated: Z 4 l

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott LLC

zabeth A. Weill, Esquire

Attomneys for Defendant,

International Truck and Engine
800 Third Avenue, T1™ Floor Corporatlon (now by operation of name
New York, NY 10022 ly known as Navistar, Inc. :

6" Street, 22™ Floor

. _:t"'%,x Twié)églberty Place

elphia, PA 19102

SO ORDERED:

1.S.C. ~—~




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: 190324/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
HENRY M. MANNING,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
UE’I JUDGMENT
- against - TION
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., FER 0 4 20
Defendants.
COUNTY GLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Summary
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice} and

there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Jm’v;uly Cr" 91206/:014’
New Ygglng.e‘w_Ygrk

Dated:

7%1«%1,«0400‘/‘)}

Peter Tambint, Fsq. Lindsfy T. F((}@ter Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorne - Defendant

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

e Syep N EV

New York, NY 10 '@\b‘
(212) 651-7500 - j
5 “ ‘L g m

T oW

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

9 :‘. 1, Ty, ¥




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 103309/00
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

BARTLEY MOONEY,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
F ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - L E DMOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
FEB 0 4 2014
Defendants.
COUNTY CIERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing,

plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs,

to either party.

Dated: \\\3 \ W ’%

New York, New York

Frank Ortlz‘E/q Télzw N. Megerian, ¥sq.
WEITZ & LUXENB \G, .C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHO , LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022

 CEIVEL
JAN 2 1 20

SO ORDERED,

Hon.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190140/10
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM H. FIELDS,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
F S’Jl\ﬂfl DGMENT
- against -
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al., FEB 0 4 2014

‘LU

Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORk .

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Sumy
Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice,

there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to a 0- ef aE ‘ulalms and cross claims against

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be an the dismissed with prejudice

without costs to either party.

FEB 04 2014

patet: 1] 14 201§ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

New Sfork New YOI'k NEW YORK
Matthew T. MacIntyre,/Esq. Lindgey T. Efdster, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SE McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-3500

Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sﬁetﬂﬂei?l—lleitler

mary
212,

and

and




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Index No.: 190287/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ANGELO IPPOLITO,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-~ - against - F I L El\BTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants. FEB 0 47014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK ‘
WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismigsing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there bein no
opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without ¢osts

to either party.

Al

Jordan C. Feff, B4 . EaltneN Megeri
BELLUCK & s LLP AL McCAN B DGE

Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MA EY, LTD.
546 FIFTH AVENUE, 4th FLOOR Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 Weil-McLain

(888) 808-0428

850 Third 1e, Suite 1100
ork, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500 : mE‘\‘\lE\)

SO ORDERED, A "
Heitler Al 923 1
W qf‘%




o FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
2. COUNTY OF NEW YORK

"“wm INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL FEB 0 4 2014

R ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

e  (Heitler, J.) COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
This Document relates to: 5 NEW YORK |

\ Index No. 117231-2007
CARL VULTAGGIO and CATHERINE VULTAGGIO, '

Plaintiffs, { NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~against- | MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in

. the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
.+ complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: New York, New York

1204
€sge R dgérs, Esq. Frank Ortiz, Esq.
ttogaey for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
tless Industries, Inc. CARL VULTAGGIO and CATHERINE ‘
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP VULTAGGIO,
77 Water Street, 21% Floor WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

New York, New York 10005

212.232.1300
File No. 1863.8451

700 Broadway
New York, NY 1

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher/ Klein Heitler

4843-2322-0503.1 ‘



