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SCANNED ON 3/7/2014

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

X i F\‘ %RgOD

BARBARA L. BIRDSALL, ESQ., AS : FEB 19 200
ADMINISTRATOR FOR THE ESTATE OF “BOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICH
CHUNG SOON O’'DWYER, S NEW YORK _

e e

This Document relates to:

{

‘ﬁ’?ﬂ"ﬁmmn;ﬂ'r:}

——e
Ed

Plaintiffs, . INDEXNO. 190371-2010

-against- . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al., including

JERRY’S ARTARAMA N.C,, and JERRY’S
ARTARAMA OF RALEIGH, INC,, et al,,

Defendant.

WHEREAS, defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, L.L.C. hereby request
Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintif’'s Complaint against defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY,
\ L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against _
defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
December 30, 2013

EARLY & STRAU %Z TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP
By: !@"9/%"24 f Qﬂ"*‘ﬁ
Mark Strau Rlchard P. O’DL¥ary, Esq ‘/
360 Lexington venue 20" Floor The Chrysler Building
New York, NY 10017 405 Lexington Avenue
(212) 986-2233 New York, NY 10174-0700

Attorneys for Plaintiff Barbara L. Birdsall, 212.704.6000
- A ttomeys for Defendant

Soon O’Dwyer
SO ORDERED:

21606619v1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
memX
This Document Relates To: ¢ Index No.: 190557-12
?ﬁé\gi]ﬁ;ﬁiARELLA and DAWN NO OPPOSITION
’ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporation
incorrectly sued herein as “PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION, individually and as successor in
interest to Abex Corporation f/k/a American Brake Shoe” (hereinafter “Abex”), hereby requests

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

=]

3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex, without prejudice, there being no oppositio

thereto,

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

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed Wiﬂ%?élblﬁ'ﬂ\we and without costs.

NOO
Dated: Jam__,‘xg ¥ ,( i iﬁ\?:\o SD\HB—\O )\J'Nn

_New Y‘@;New Yok

g y102 6 1 834

/"Péte‘Tﬁfi’lbii1i, Esq—" | =4 31?17 J‘;fSat’gente, Esq.
- Attorneys for Plaintiffs G g ﬁ A S PARNELL THACKSTON

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C, & YOUNG LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
(212) 558-5500 to Abex Corporation
90 Broai , 4th Floor

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

SO ORDERED,

HoA, Shefyy Klemn Heitler

11042633v.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY Eﬂ EL g NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION e R LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to: FER 7 9 20%4 {Heitler, J.)
Index No.: 190405/11
JOSEPH NAIMOLI and CARMBlefy N MEEHEK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Honeywell International Tnc. (f/k/a Allied Signal, Inc.) sued

as successor in interest to Wilputte Coke Oven Division of Allied Signal, Inc. (“Honeywell”) by

R

its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

=3

case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff®
complaint against defendant Honeywell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims againsp

defendant Honeywell and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

ew York, New York

Wi

Fuzanhd Ratcliffe, Esq. Robert A. Schaefer, Jr., sq.

! Weitg & Luxenberg HARRIS BEACH PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff Honeywell Intsrnational Inc. (f/k/a Allied
700 Broadway Signal, Inc.) sued as successor in interest to
New York, NY 1000 Wilputte Coke Oven Division of Allied Signal
(212) 558-5500 100 Wall Street, 23™ Floor

New York, NY 10005
(212) 687-0100

SO ORDERED,

Hon

{7 Wiﬂer, I18.C.




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
X LA.S. PART 30

This Document relates to:

BRYAN HOCKLER,

Plaintiff,
-against- : INDEXNO. 190235-2013
3M COMPANY, f/k/a Minnesota Mining & . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Manufacturing Co., ef al., JLP;]FEEF ]ETB\T AND ORDER

Defendants.

FEB 192014

x  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREAS, defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, L.L.C. hereby request

Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectipn

3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY,
L.L.C. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant FISHER SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, L.L.C. be and the same are hereby dismissed w
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

rith

January 8, 2014
LEVY PHILLIP KONIGSBE@} LLP  TROUTMAN SANDERS LLP
Y 2 Oy
My C. PetegSon, Esq. Rlchard P. O’Leary, Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 1 1% Floor The Chrysler Building
New York, NY 10022 405 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 10174-0700-
212. 704 6000

(212) 605-6200
Attorneys for Plaintiff Bryan Hockler

SO ORDERED:

21651458v1




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

X
THOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. HELLVéIG,
LED

Plaintiffs,

V. FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY J

Index No: 190509/2012

UDGMENT

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, etébUNTY CLERKS OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER

NEW YORK

Defendants.
— X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Alfa Laval Inc. i/s/h/a Alfa Laval, Inc.

requests Summary Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice [

Rules §3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant Alfa Laval Inc,

Alfa Laval, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Defendants, all claims an
claims against Defendant Alfa Laval Inc. i/s/h/a Alfa Laval, Inc. be and the same arg
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Nepy York, New York

UW“:\’ 2% 201.9/

hereby
law and

i/s/h/a

d cross

: hereby

BELYUCK & FOX, LLP LONDON FISCHER LLP
Atfotfieys fof Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Alfa Laval Inc
/ i/s/hlq Alfa Lavalstnce.
i?l i , Esq. Richard L. Mendelsohn, E}%' T~
6/Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 59 Maiden Lane, 415t’_13100r
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10038
Tel No.: (212) 681-1575 Tel No.+€212) 972-1000

So Ordered:

{(N0529242.1 }




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
This Document Relates To: . Index No.: 190237-13
i: %%I\[Ijilﬁ%UDE EDOUARD and KITTY ANN NO OPPOSITION
’ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
- X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporatipn |

(hereinafter “Abex”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex, wit

prejudice, there being no opposition thereto,

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

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cgsts.

Dated: , _83_, 2014

ew YorK\New York

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Alfred J. éargente, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs FEB 192014 HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. & YOUNGLLP

700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFisttorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
(212) 558-5500 to Abex Corporation

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor
ew York, New York 10004
212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry &tein Heitler

11047608v.1

=
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NYSCEF DOC. NO. 26

RECEIVED NYSCEF: 03/18/2013

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

Inre: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No. : 190472/2012
WILLIAM BERENSMANN and MADELYN ;

BERENSMANN " ! NO SITION
+  SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff, : MOTION ORDER

V8.
3M COMPANY, et al,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant BASF CORPORATION (properly plead as BASF
CATALYSTS LLC) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-captioned case puxﬁuanf
to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BASF

CORPORATION with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agLinst
defendant BASF CORPORATFN,lbeE g Be are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Merek 2, FEB 192014
Dated: March4-2013

/2“ A COUNTY CLERK'S OF
NEW-YORH—

Kramer, Esq. Robert J. Kelly, Esq. /
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP Christine M. Delaney, Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 11® Floor LITTLETON JOYCE UGHETTA PARK & KELLY LLP
New York, NY 10022 141 West Front Street
Tel. No.: (212) 605-6200 Red Bank, NJ 07701
Attorney for Plaintiffs, William Berensmann Tel. No.: (732) 530-9100
and Madelyn Berensmann Attomeys for Defendant BASF Corporation

(properly plead as BASF Catalysts LLC)

SHEREK

s.? H‘*

SO ORDERED,




kwiktag ®

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
X (Heitler, J.)
BRYAN HOCKLER
Plaintiff, Index No. 190235/2013
- against — NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
3M COMPANY, INC,, et al., ORDER
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant HASBRO, INC. (“HASBRO”), hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR Rule 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’
Complaint against Defendant HASBRO with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

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

Dated: New York, New York
January 23, 2014

% % %&L/xﬁcw j@

By~ Holly ¢terson, Esq. Michael B. Sena, Esq.

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP HERZFELD & RUBIN, P.C.

800 Third Ave., 11" Floor 125 Broad Street

New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10004

Tel: (212) 605-6200 Tel: (212) 471-8527

Fax: (212) 605-6290 Fax: (21 3

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorne ﬁ?! LlarEIa@, Inc.

FEB 192014

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY(LEIN HEITLEBUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

|

162 482 534



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

...... X
PAUL SALMERI and JUNE SALMERI ‘ Index No.: 190404/2013
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
-against- ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,
Defendants.
--X

WHEREFFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary

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

2.

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 claims and cross claims agai
Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud
and without costs.

TJiwvory 30, 20| L‘/
Dated- New York, New York

A WA 19447

Matthew Macintyre Norman J Golub

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C. Marshall Conway & Bradiey, P.C.

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

New York, New Yk 1p0 New York, New York 10006
(212) 558-5500 E (En E D (212) 619-4444

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

nst

1CC




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
ROBERT GERMAIN, SR., : X NYCAL ~IAS Part 30
| Plaintiffs, * Index No.: 190281/12
-against- Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

A.O, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., st al,
. No Opposition Summary -

Defendants, Judgment Motion and Order
X R

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law aﬁd Rules Section 3212,
dismissing the plaintiffs’ Complaint against Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant SLANT/FIN CO e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
and with
Dated
J%XW%
20 /41
Joyd Norman/, Golub
BEL Marshall Conway & Bradley, P. C
Attogfiey/T ainﬁgfs Attorneys for Defendant Slant/Fin Corporation
546 Fi ue, 4% Floor 45 Broadway
~ New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10006
F \ L E Dr12) 619-4444
cep 19l BOORDER
P\\(S OFF\GE y
COUNT\(NE\N yORK Honorable Shérry Kl&‘m Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

— X

JANE DULIN, as Administratix for the Estate of Index No.: 190221-13
_RONALD DULIN, and YANE DULIN Individually,

Honorable Sherry Heitler
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND

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

Defendants.
. i X

WHEREFORE, Defendant SLANT/FIN CORPORATION hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Lawi and Rules Section 3212
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 claims and cross claims against
Defendant SLANT/F IN CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

-ka q** denp

-\.m

SNA) VYt

Daniel Wa’selberg Normapt J. Golub

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

Attorneys for Plaintiff .., . . Attomeys 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

SO ORDE
cEp 19 201

' FF\CE Sfr( . . ) o
CLERKS O Honorable Stetry Klein Heitler
COUNTY = YORK
NEW Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 19 2014
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL COUN :
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : T’ZECVtEY%KRi OFFICE
. ;
This Document Relates To: : Index No.: 190357/2013
g;lﬁﬁllﬁi A. HERMIDA and LAURA L. NO OPPOSITION
’ SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

FILED

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporatipn

incorrectly sued herein as “PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION, Individually and as successor|in
interest to ABEX CORPORATION” (hereinafter “Abex”), hereby requests summary judgment

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

Plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex, with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto,

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

Abex, be and areyeby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Y/ ;

JosepE B liams, Esg~—"
Attorneys for Plaintiff
THE WILLIAMS LAW FIRM, P.C.
245 Park Ave., 39" Floor

New York, NY 10167

(212) 668-1122

SO ORDERED,

i ‘\
A

Alfred ¥. Srl(écnte, Esq.

HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
& YOUNG LLP

Attorneys for Defendant,

Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest

to Abex Corporation

90 Broad Street, 4th Floor

New York, New York 10004 """

BéA. Shérry KieimHeitler

11047341v.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY A 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Héitier, 1)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190347/2013
WILLIAM DANIELS BORGES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

~ F JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff
I'LED
CBS CORPORATION, et al. FEB 192014

Defendants. COuUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
EW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The Amerigan

Tool Works Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defend
Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co. with prejudi

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co.,

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

Dated: _VERRUARY 4 2014,
New York, I)Iew York

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
Attorneys for Plpintiff Attorneys for Defendant
-546 Fifth Av 4th F 1000 Louisiana, Suite 4000

New York, Houston, Texas 77002

By:

be

Brady Edwards, Esq.

Honorable Sherry K. HeMMer o b

DB1/76801174.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NSRS
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, 1)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190347/2013
WILLIAM DANIELS BORGES AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE
Plaintiff

VS.
CBS CORPORATION, et al.

Defendants.

STATE OF NEW YORK )
COUNTY OF NEW YORK )SS:
BRADY EDWARDS, an attorney of the State of New York, hereby affirms under|the
penalty of perjury as follows:
1. I am an attorney at the law firm of Morgan, Lewis, & Bockius, attorneys| for
Defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co., in the

above-captioned matter.

2. On November 27, 2013 and December 17, 2013, I caused to be served via electrpnic

mail, the attached No Opposition Motion for Summary Judgment on behalf of Defendant Boum &
Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co., on:

Jordan Fox

Belluck & Fox, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor

New York, New York 10036

All Defense Counse! of Record

Dated: February 4, 2014
New York, New York

Brady Edwards

DB1/76801174.1




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

L.A.S. Part 30
| ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190346/2013

WILLIAM DANIELS BORGES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
3M COMPANY, Individually and Successor to

Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company,

etal, FEB 192014

Plaintiff
VS.

Defendants. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The Amerigan

Tool Works 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
Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co. with prejudjce,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agajnst
defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co.,| be

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

Dated: PEBRUARY 4/ \ 2014,

BELLUC FOX, LLL MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP
Attorneys jor Attorneys for Defendant

546 Fifth Ave 1000 Louisiana, Suite 4000
New York, New Yorl(/10056 Houston, Texag 77002
By:
J{@érf Fo\iﬂl{q.
SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sher'ry K. Heitler
DB/ 76800776.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY A 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190346/2013
WILLIAM DANIELS BORGES AFFIRMATION OF SERVICE
Plaintiff

VS.

3M COMPANY, Individually and Successor to
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company,
etal,,

Defendants.

STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF NEW YORK )SS:
BRADY EDWARDS, an attorney of the State of New York, hereby affirms under

penalty of perjury as follows:
1; I am an attorney at the law firm of Morgan, Lewis, & Bockius, attorneys

Defendant Bourn & Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co., in

above-captioned matter.

2. On November 27, 2013 and December 17, 2013, I caused to be served via electrpnic

the

for

the

mail, the attached No Opposition Motion for Summary Judgment on behalf of Defendant Bourn &

Koch, Inc., as successor-in-interest to The American Tool Works Co., on:

Jordan Fox

Belluck & Fox, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

All Defense Counsel of Record

Dated: February 4, 2014 | P ‘7
New York, New York l '

Brady Edwards
DB/ 76800776.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F ﬁ L E D{ Index No. 00-112971
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19 2014 SUMMARY
MICHAEL RODACK JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

By: .Yy By:
e r’ SamfferGoldE[até,[ Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. A Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Ke érs at Fountain Plaza

0 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

L
Hon.\ywq/ﬂklein Heitler

14770758.1




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
X
This Document Relates to: ‘ L E D Index No. 117232/07
HOWARD HNISDO F NO OPPOSITION
cep 19 20% SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
,_\’\‘j\\‘(‘q OFF\OE
COUNTY Co G

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

/2]

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul¢
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

L[r 2014
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' « Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

; £, Dated:
Hon. Shefry Klein Heitler b




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 101139/07, 107737/99
DAVID R. HIGGINS and VERONICA HIGGINS NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulgs
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Reynolds Metals Com;Fy, &)e td tEsaﬁaIe hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated:  New York, New York
, 20B0OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBER MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

Dated:




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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 116799/07

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

BENNY GRIECO

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rule
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

FILED

FEB 192014

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

\[228 2014

w2

Q.

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERGﬁ«

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

Hon. Sﬁerry}lein Heitler

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

Dated: b




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

This Document Relates to: Index No. 1102333/06

HORACE L. GARLAND NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rule

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

FILED

FEB 19 201 A\

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

C\fw ,2014

COUNTY CLERK'S Q§FFIC

d

NEW YORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

g
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 791-0285

" Dated:




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 109988/02
LESLIE FABER and MARGARET FABER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby,
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, beFld !heLamEe ﬁby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
FEB 192014
Dated:  New York, New York
L1 2014 COUNTY CLERK'S (%F/l

%0 & NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. { Michael J. Curtis, Esq. ~
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREL

HOH Shmle\ié Heltler — WVM




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 118220/98
CORDYCE R. CUMMINGS and JENNIE IRENE NO OPPOSITION
CORDYCE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 19 204 ﬂ
e | .. COUNTY CLERK'S OF%A

NEW YORK

\

Frank Or 1Z, Esq Michael J. Curtls Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBER MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
b
SO ORDERED, Dated:




CLBS55435/legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
JOHN A. SORENSON,
NO OPPOSITION

GMENT
PlainﬁfE), L E D&%Mrll\é?\ll{gg I())RDER

-against- Index No.: 115634/01 &
FEB 192014 111218/01
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCERUNEAERKS OFFICEyYCAL
NEW YO LA.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
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with preji
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud

without costs. \/ \ 3 l \ "'

Shawnette’F lattsq. e
Attorneys for Defendant

Attorney for Plaintiff

Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shérry Ki¢in-Heitler

2,

hdice,

linst

lice and




FBW39131/Legal/nosim/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
NORMAN L. NEWKIRK,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Plaimﬁ@g L E D

-against- Index No.: 109070/00 &
122188/99
FEB 192014
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCOSNIY. GitERRK'S OFFICE NYCAL
NEW YORK I.A.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summar}%
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

—<

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein-Heitler b Lo




' PN

FBW38596/Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
PETER STEFANDIS,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Praintiehs, | L [E [)OTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 105660/99
agains FEB1g 2014 ndex
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCYSWO Y&tk oprogNYCAL
NEW YORK LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

wthout cqgts. /13 I\V‘
7 A

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore

New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

‘__!g, 1
7

SO ORDERED, b e
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler é A

inst




FBW43400/Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN A. SORENSON,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
PlaFffg), ém E D MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 115634/01 &

A.0. SMITH WATER PRorﬁ?é‘Pﬁ?\(‘rngéﬁéégROFHCE NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request sum

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. wit

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

- T~
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 ' 2 Rector Street, 14™ Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600 A

£ ¢y R
s e Lo g

SO ORDERED, '
Hon. Sherry Kl&in-Heitler

mary

Y

inst |




CLB57239/legal/nosjm

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

X

RONALD P. MCDONOUGH,

F I L E D somvary novext

Plaintiff{s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- FEB 19204 Index No.: 15568/87,
190050/09 & 6471/90
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CC&‘F&I AORK NYCAL
L.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 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejugdice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without cost

VAR

—=]

Shawnetté-Fluitt, Esq~

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff e Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




CLB57243/legal/nosjm
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
NORMAN L. NEWKIRK,
F E L E HO OPPOSITION
UMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
FEB 192014
-against- Index No.: 109070/00 &
COUNTY CLERK'S OFF|d§2188/99
' NEW YORK
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 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
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint agéinst defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with preju
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

dice,

Inst :

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudfce and

without costs.

iz \

ol |

Frank Ortiz, Esq, ‘ : Shawnette Fluitt, 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" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

g

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler fp b




FBW44595/Legal/nosim/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
HARRY J. TYNAN,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plain (s)§ L. E D rorion anp orDER
-against- 5 Index No.: 106275/02 &
FEB 192014 170388/01
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS VR ORK NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321

S

M

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

™

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

Qﬂﬂ/\/(

prejudice and without costs. YA

Frank ©Ortiz, Esq® Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg - FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 . 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006

(212) 313-3600

_ =y RO
SO ORDERED, Y

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




FBWS53402/Legal/nosim/AUGUST 2013

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

X

RONALD P. MCDONOUGH,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
PlaintiffF ﬁ Em E MOTION AND ORDER

-against- Index No.: 15568/87,
FEB 1 gogy  190050/09,6471/90
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTCSOHBI:?%%RK'S OFFICENYCAL
ORK L.A.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),

X
WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request sum|
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. witl
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai

1

IC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

SIS

Charles Neal, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway ‘ Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
Z (212) 313-3600
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kein-Heitler

y

a4y

mary

N

nst !




FBW45828Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
THOMAS M. RAISH,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
PlaintiF), g L E D MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 110269/02 &

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODU&%J&‘@(,%&SKOFHCE NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321,

=3

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. wit
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants FULTON BOILERF WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. t/ (¢ |\

T Qo

Charles Neal, Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg : FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 - 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Kleif-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
DONALD D. WILSON, : Index No.: 107168/02
: 112387/02
Plaintiff(s),
. NO OPPOSITION
-against_ : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WAT . .
ER PRODUCTS CO., et al,, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : IAS Part 30
X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goddyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled éase, 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 hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and GoodyearFan!daEc.E the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
(! 0 ‘\\\
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LyNCH 5% ¥ PEBICE
Attorneys for Plamtlff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
; Rubber Com any and Goodyear nada Inc.
By: y: LAl /2 @
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, Es¢”
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein ﬁeﬁler J.S.C.




CLB57256/legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JAMES W. HILER,
NO OPPOSITION
F é Em E D SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- FEB 192014 Index No.: 190013/10
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS &BW{QRK NYCAL
LA.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,

ndice,

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 prejudlice and

without costs. \ / 2 ' \~

Frank OMZ, Esq. Shawnette Frodtf, EsqY

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" Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler P b




CLB55243/legal/nosim/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

THOMAS M. RAISH,

: X
F E Em E NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
FEE™Y9 20
-against- Index No.: 110269/02 &
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE 126736/02
NEW YORK
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 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prej

and there being no opposition thereto,

ndice,

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dis;n)'ssci\with preju
without cgesg. ‘/b\l‘*

&

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Shawnetté.F’hﬁ’té, E]sc\f
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" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

lice and




FBW54157Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013

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

X

JAMES W. HILER,
NO OPPOSITION

MENT
praniel, | L [E [DMOTION AND ORDER

-against- FEB 19 2614 Index No.: 190013/10

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTSRT¥GIERK'S OFFICKTYCAL
NEW YORK I.A.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectiori 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

(L~

Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant

prejudice and without costs. / 2 1A

Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
M (212) 313-3600

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler

SO ORDERED,




FBW44590/Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013

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

X

THOMAS DOHERTY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
gm E D MOTION AND ORDER

Plainth)
~against- ] Index No.: 122138/01 &
FEB 192014  102763/02

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUEEUNGY gﬁ{g&omce NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30

Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 32 h 2,
dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

e = ; ? PR | o cminms maas be e s AL it vl 24
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed Wll#

Prejudlc:l and without costs. ‘(' § w

Frank Ortlz Esqg. Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 -~ 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler ()




FBWA44564/Legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
JOHN L. CATTERSON,
NO OPPOSITION
UMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(E I L E Diomo~ anp orber
-against- Index No.: 120389/01,
FEBI920M o 14301 & 101424/07
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS 0., NV YORK  NyeaL
LA.S. Part 30
Defendant(s),
X

WHEREFORE, defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. hereby request summary

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

2,

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

afandante CTIT T T N : ~ e PR a Uy PSS, SRR DEPRPRS (R X
defendants FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed witl

\ )
prejudice and without costs. l ve 1y
Fr 1Z, t Charles Neal, Esq.
Attorney for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg FULTON BOILER WORKS, INC.
700 Broadway f Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 ) 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor
' New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600
-
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
BARTLEY MOONEY and MARY MOONEY, : Index No.: 103309/00
Plafmitls), 1) No oprosITION
fl ) L E :D SUMMARY JUDGMENT
, ' MOTION AND ORDER
-against- :
s FEB 19 2014°
A.C.and S. INC,, et al " Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
o COUNTY CLERK'S ORFICEAS Part 30
Defend ¥V YORK .
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 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 séme are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

3=
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. " Lawrence G. Lee,%
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F % L E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X 2014

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . Nvycar FEB13
ASBESTOS LITIGATI :
b X QUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

ROBERT J. MELDER (Dec.), . Index Nos.: 19E¥6YT"

: 111227/01

Plaintiff(s),
. NO OPPOSITION
against- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATE . .
R PRODUCTS CO., et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

Defendants. [AS Part 30

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

\3el\t
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and Goodyear C ada Inc.

By: By: [

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, Equ
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klem H‘éxﬂer J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
CLIFFORD C. KEY, as Executor of the Estate of : Index Nos.: 134009/93
ARTHUR M. KEY, and RACHEL KEY, : 107680/00
Individually, : 29850/92
Plaintiff(s), . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
_against- MOTION AND ORDER
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 plaintiff’s 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 odleaLCaan E be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
e |\
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCHNEN$ KARKEMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
& Rubber Company and Goodyear/()%(f Inc.
% |
By: By: 7 Lttt — Qg
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, Escf.//
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
WILLIAM H. FIELDS (Deceased), : Index No.: 190140/10
Plaintiff(s), '
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
gainst
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, et al., Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : IAS Part 30
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 hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company anF?oEdyig CEad c. be and the same are

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 19 2014
ENEW I |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNGH®ASIRKL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

Llgat w//>“ ~

By: By: _(

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Lee, Eé{
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 ’ (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: —X 4 b
Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler, J.S.C. 0




CLB55436/legal/nosjm/AUGUST 2013
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
JOHN L. CATTERSON,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against- Index No.: 120389/01,
124443/01 & 101424/07
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., 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

o

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants CLEAVER-BROOKS, INC. be and the same are he}e’o’y/(—ﬂs‘m\lssed with prejucllce and

\(,

Frank Ortiz, Esq FEB 19 201 Sha wne’f"f’*lﬁﬁ' Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Weitz & Luxenberg COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIGH.EAVER-BROOKS, INC.
700 Broadway NEWYORK  Barry McTiernan & Moore
New York, New York 10003 2 Rector Street, 14" Floor

New York, New York 10006
(212) 313-3600

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein-Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
FILED

Index No.: 190092/2013

EDWARD DELUCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
FEB 19204 ORDER
"""""""""""""""""""""""" J GLERRS OFFCE
COUNT ORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Rockwell Automation, Inc., successor in interest to The Timken-

Detroit Axle Company (“Rockwell”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case,

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

Rockwell with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: New York, New, York :

22 ,2014
0 /i 2] i Q%W& !ﬂa/& »
Samuel Meirowitz, Es. Joseph ﬁ Sa\ga, Esq. >
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Peutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
700 Broadway Inc., successor in interest to The Timken-Detioit
New York, NY 10003 Axle Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hoh. Sherry Kleill Heitler

2180246




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
PATRICIA SCULLY, as Executrix to the Estate :  Index No.:190146/10
of PAUL SCULLY, :
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 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 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 prejudicﬁd lritht ES. ﬁ

Dated: New York, New York
319 FEB 19204

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

inti OUNTY CLE
Attorneys for Plaintiff C EW Y

Dot

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

R{’(‘ {DASKAL EMERY LLP
@Q&meys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
ubber Company and Goodyear Capada Inc.

By: %&,&4@@2 \/9.724 v

 Lawrence G. Lee, Esqﬂ

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York S é Sol

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
WILLIAM F. SCHOONBECK SR. (Deceased), = 14X Nos: 111253999879//99 ;
Plaintiff(s), 111063/98
. . NO OPPOSITION
-against- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
) Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. - IAS Part 30
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 hereby:

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

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company amFoiiyt CEdzBo be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FER 192014
\[ze|1M
QFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. &bg%\% EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Pla1nt1ff Attorne s for Detendants The Goodyear Tire &

%, Rubber Co pany and Goodye \Canada Inc.
By: - & y: / Lt -
Frank Ortiz, Esq. "~ Lawrence G. Lee;,é/ sq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

BILLIE J. ROWLING, as Executrix for the Estate : Index No.: 102118/07
of RAYMOND R. ROWLING, :

s, SOOI
MOTION AND ORDER

-against-

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,, ¢t 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
32’12, dismissing plaintiff’s 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 aFwEhoB;coE D

Dated: New York, New York

Ve
| FEB 19 2014
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY cLEAREFFIOEDefendants The Goodyear Tire &

NEW Robiser Company and Goodyear,Canada Inc.

iz, Lawrence G. Lee, Esq.

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018

(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400 :

Dated: New York, New York T é’
SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein'Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
DAVID W. PREMO and JACQUELINE PELE, : Index Nos.: 106580/02
: 113233/02
Plaintiff(s),
. NO OPPOSITION
against- . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WA ., etal.
WATER PRODUCTS CO,, etal, Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler,
Defendants. : IAS Part 30
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 hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to alj=eo- 1ms and cross clalms against
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Compan;F0 gG odyear Canada Inc. be and the same are
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c?_s{g_fg 192014

Dated: New York, New York

o4 4 GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YOR
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By: CALAC /é/ "
Lawrence G. Lee, Esq. /
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400
Dated: New York, New York
b

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

WILLIAM OUTERBRIDGE, Index No. 190186/12

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

AJIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as

successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al., F E L E D
including VIKING PUMP, INC.,

Defendants. FEB 192014

X
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinaﬁ@F%ﬁ(?rﬁé ), hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

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

Dated:  New York, New York
\[+¥ ,2014

n

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Charles M:?E?Mq. David P. Schaffer Fsq. (
700 Broadway, 6™ Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

William Outerbridge
(212) 558-5500

Viking Pump, Inc.
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 108937/07
JESAJAHU BRAUN and PEARL BRAUN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

[*3

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F % L E D

Dated:  New York, New York
\(+® 2014 FEB 1920

ERK‘S OFF\ .

TV CL
COUN T ORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. C}this, ]gsq. N
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated: , ﬁ[;,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190118/08
STEVEN JAMES BIZAS and LOLA BIZAS NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulgs
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 19 2014

‘v op14
Ty CLERK'S OFF!
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. tm’(/is, Esq. N

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

ein Heitler N A




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 106691/02
MONAS AGOYAN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York New York
o

FILED

E

=0 &-Ff

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klem Heitler

[\ FEB 192014
| " GUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
\ (01 O\ NEW YORK

Michael J\Curtis, Esq.
MALABY\& BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
NILA HAUPTNER, Individually and as Proposed Index No. 190273/11
Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD HAUPTNER,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
including VIKING PUMP, INC.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein

no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendantiﬁ} tix::rgronlaims against
defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with pfejuttte and without costs.

bn

g

FEB 19 2014
Dated:  New York, New York
’ '3 OFFICE
\ 2014 NTY CLERKS
[+2 , cou \Ew YORK
WEITZ & EUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. David P. Schaffer, 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
Richard Hauptner, etal. / Viking Pump, Inc.

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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. 110212/02
105715/02
JOHN B. EFFINGER and CAROLINE EFFINGER NO OPPOSITION
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 hele (isrlis-seEritjudice and withouf

costs.

2014
Dated: New York, New York FEB1Y
— , 201
. ( 7 % COUNTY 27ERK'S OEEICE
\ EW YQ /
Dana’Northeraft, Esq. Aosario Chetta, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
John B. Effinger and Caroline Effinger Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

I
\/ Dated:

v
Hon. e‘i’n Heitler

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
CLIFFORD COHEN and ALICE COHEN, Index No. 190014/12
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, as
successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS, et al.,
including VIKING PUMP, INC.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed witlﬁejudice and without costs.

FILE

n

g

Dated: = New York, New York .
2014 FEB 19204
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ABYREBRADLEY, LLC
COUNTY
e NEW YORK
EE NP
Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. David P. S‘élaffer,”ﬁsq. (
700 Broadway, 6" Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Clifford Cohen, et al. Viking Pump, Inc.

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:
Hon. Sherry K1¥n Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

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

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., including VIKING F L E D
PUMP, INC.,

Defendants. FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinaftlgrE %Yﬁﬁg "), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein
no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

m

ey o014

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

e v
Charles M son, Esq. David P. Schaffé{ I‘Sﬁ/
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Raymond T. Preston and Jean Preston Viking Pump, Inc.

(212) 558-5500 f (212) 791-0285 “ |
SO ORDERED,” ;% Z Dated: b

Hon. Sherry Klein Néitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ANTHONY PACELLA JR. and RITA PACELLA, Index No. 190556/2012
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., F ! L E D
including VIKING PUMP, INC.,
FEB 192014
Defendants.
EOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

X o ,2014

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Charles M. Ferguson. 3. David P. Schaffeﬁ// 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
Anthony Pacella Jr., et al, Viking Pump, Inc. o
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285 Sk

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Dated:




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 106237/99
ABRAHAM COHEN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F a L E D

Dated: New;c{ ,i\I%w Y(o);ljl (EB 19 2014

W ~ CLERK'S OFFICE
o YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq. >

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, ‘W Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




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

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY

z ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUE PALUH, Index No.: 190422-13

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
-against- AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDAN
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

=

A.O. SMITH W ATER PRODUCTS CO., et F g ) L E D
al.,

FEB 192014

Defendants.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE .
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., herebymguesRgummary 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 withput

costs.

Dated: New York, New, York
- 301

Stephanie L. Coleman, Esq. Da?riél Blouin, Esc[i.

Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. SUE PALUH

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C
77 Water Street, 21% Floor 700 Broadway

New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003
212.232.1300 212.558.5500

File No. 1863.29287

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherrYKlein Heitler

4847-6454-7095.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
DONALD E. McCORMICK, SR and SHIRLEY
McCORMICK., Index No.: 190195-09;
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
-against- AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES. INC.
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 here‘ Lmlﬁd \ﬁprejudlce and w1thour

costs.
FEB 19 201

Dated: New,York, New York

L ICE

COUNTY CLERK'S OFF

Dot _Cluns. By L2
Stephamg L. Coleman, Esq. Matthew T. Mclntyre, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. DONALD E. McCORMICK, SR. and
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP SHIRLEY McCORMICK
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. 1863.36g0? /5 358 212.558.5500

/

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

SO ORDERED,

4831-4124-6743.1
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OCOUNTY OF NEW YORK

> GUISEPPE LIOTTA.,

3
-

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Index No.: 190373-13
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTI(
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDAN
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES. INC.
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment 1

the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintifff

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 again,

defendant Peerless Industries, Inc., be ? tl-g SEG EheDy dismissed with prejudice and without

Ccosts.

FEB 19 201

Dated: New YleNeWk
e Y QIM COUNTY CLER
/AP W

Stephén M.‘Eabinecz, Esq. Joseph P Wi 1ms, Esq. Z
Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. GUISEPPE LIOTTA

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP THE WILLIAMS LAW FIRM, P.C.
77 Water Street, 21 Floor 245 Park Avenue, 39t Fl.

New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10167
212.232.1300 212.668.1122

File No. 1863.+660Z 013> |

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler T b

4813-6358-2743.1
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n

S

st




INSYNC LITIGATION SUPPQRT

cin 42014




INSYNC

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

This Document relates to:

EARL SKINNIDER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, et al.

Defendants.

| (Heitler, J.)
| Index Nos. 190353/13
| NO OPPOSITION

' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i 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 complaint against defendant, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC., with prejudice in

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

this

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

defendant PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, ?I.,!be td tEsaBare hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

FEB 192014

Jyétin M. Kasmir, 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. 1863-29220

SO ORDERED,

N/

pey for Plaintiff
Earl Skinnider

THE WILLIAMS LAW FIrM, P.C.
245 Park Avenue, 39" floor
New York, NY 10167

(212) 668-1122

~ Hon. Sheﬁ?ﬂlein Heitler

4845-3350-3766.1
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- o COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
MAUREEN MUCCI, Index No.: 190371-13
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
-against- AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT
PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION F E L E D
as successor by merger to BUFFALO PUMPS,
INC,, et al.,
FER 19 201
Defendants.
UNTY CLERKS OFFICE

*
"

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

O .
WHEREFORE, defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc.ﬁlerebym&yuéé@)%mmary 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 bei

no opposition thereto,

ng

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, Yprk ,

P

Steven T. Coﬁgin, Eéq.

Attorneys for P1

Attorney for Defendant

PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. MAUREEN MUCCI

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP THE WILLIAMS LAW FIRM, P.C
77 Water Street, 21* Floor 245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor

New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10167
212.232.1300 212.668.1122

File No. 1863.29254

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

4836-5429-9159.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

ALLAN MIZRAHI and RONNIE MIZRAHI,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

including VIKING PUMP, INC.,

Defendants.

Index No. 190071/2013
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

FILED

FEB 19 2014

X COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein

no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated:  New York, New York
\2r 2014
ERG, P.C.

WEITZ & LUX

o

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

0V s

b1

g

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq.
700 Broadway, 6" Floor
New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Allan Mizrahi, et al.
(212) 558-5500

David P. Schaffér, Esq™~
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant
Viking Pump, Inc.

(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

o~

Dated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

WILLIAM H. COLETTI and JENNIE COLETTI, Index No. 190306/2013

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., F
including VIKING PUMP, INC,, FEB 19 2014

Defendants.
JCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

) , NEYY YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “Viking”), hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein
no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Viking be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York
\f‘L’}— ,2014

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

bn

g

Charles M. Ferguson, Esq. David P. g'c/haffer, (h(sq.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

William H. Coletti, et al.
(212) 558-5500

Viking Pump, Inc.
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDE

Dated: o (‘} :

Hon. S¥eity Wlein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X ;

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

BRYAN HOCKLER, Index No. 190235/2013

Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIQN AN RﬁR
3M COMPANY f/k/a Minnesota Mining & F

Manufacturing Co., et al.,
including VIKING PUMP, INC.

Defendants. FEB 192014

X

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, defendant Viking Pump, Inc. (hereinafter “VllJ\EgW) l?ereﬁ)y requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Viking with prejudice, and there bein
no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated:  New York, New York
Qo Y 2014

LEVY, PHIKLIPS & KONI

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

bn

‘%g C 7 v \OLQ NOMNe—~—
Hol@/l’etersi)ﬁsq. l%e De Mario, Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Bryan Hockler Viking Pump, . Inc. -
(212) 605-6200 (212) 791-0285 ...

b

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrﬁ(lein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN BUTURLA JR., Index No. 190349/13
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,
including BLACKMER, F ! L E D
Defendants. FEB 192014
X ' OFFICE
NTY CLERK
cov NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Blackmer hereby requests 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

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

Dated:  New York, New York
2./ ¢ [l 2014
!

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

S e IKIINES
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. De Mario, Esq.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Blackmer
John Buturla Jr. : (212) 791-0285 e et

(212) 558-5500

o

SO ORDERED, Y%
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

Dated:




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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190212/13
FRANK D. ESPOSITO NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL

WHEREFORE, defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., improperly plead as Grainger,, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice La and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'’ complaint against defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc.,
improperly plead as Grainger,, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, W.W. Grainger, Inc., improperly plead a§ tirEr,,Dand the same|are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 114 New York, New York FEB 19 2014
. COBNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

T T _—
CARL FIGUEROA, EZQ./ PATTI BURSHTYN, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, FRANK D. ESPOSITO
W.W. Grainger, Inc., improperly plead as 700 Broadway
Grainger, New York,NY 10003

40 Paterson Street
New Brunswick, NJ 08901

HOAGLAND, LONGO,

HDOUKAG.LLP || SO ORDERED:

Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100 ;
New York, NY L (9




SYNC

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
EUGENE SANTORE, . Index No.: 190298/2013
Plaintiffs, © NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
-against- - AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT

KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY. INC.
A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, 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 York, New York
7 Joousrg 32014

s

s

/yﬁstir?M.Kégmir, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Attorneys for Plaintiffs

KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC. EUGENE SANTORE

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP EARLY & STRAUSS, L.L.C.

77 Water Street, 21 Floor 360 Lexington Avenue, 20™ Floor
New York, New York 10005 New York, New York 10017
212.232.1300 212.986.2233

File No. 29510.1101

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher@%mitler

4841-5047-1446.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

This Document relates

DANIEL T. CARLUCCI and BARBARA CARLUCCI,

| (Heitler, J.)
to:
| Index No. 190486/11

Plaintiffs, { NO OPPOSITION

-against- i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
A.W.CHESTERTON CO., INC. 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 ag;

qinst

defendant Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicg and

without costs.

FILED

FEB 19 20

CLERKS OFFIC

E
)

JyStin M. Kasmir, Esq.
“Attorney for Defendant ttorney for Plaintiffs
iser Gypsum Company, Inc.

Kramer Esq.

Daniel T. Carlucci and Barbara Carlucci

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Levy Phillips & Komsberg, LLP

77 Water Street, 21% Floor

New York, New York

(212) 232-1300
File No. 29510.666

SO ORDERED,

800 Third Avenue, 11% Floor
10005 New York, NY 10022

4845-6221-1859.1

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
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’ SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

(&)

w 4 INRE:NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

GERLINDE TYNAN, as a Personal Index No.: 102033-01

Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM S.

TYNAN, and GERLINDE TYNAN, NO OPPOSITION

Individually, SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT

Plaintiffs, PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.
-against-

FILED
A.C. and S., Inc. (Armstrong Contracting and

Supply), et al., FEB 19 2014

Defendants.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
. I%EW YOR§ . :
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 withgut |

COsts.

Dated: Xew York, New York

o /\//\Qf +*

JeséeRodgded, Esq. \ \(NQ -\.2
ttgrney for Defendant Attorneys for Plamtlffs

ERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC. GERLINDE TYNAN, as Personal
EWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Representative for the Estate of WILLIAM S.

77 Water Street, 21° Floor TYNAN, and GERLINDE TYNAN, Individually
New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C
212.232.1300 700 Broadway

File No. 1863.9200 New York, NY 10003

212.558.5500

\

4829-7220-3031.1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY ! NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

INSYNC

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document relates to:
' Index No. 190238/13
VINCENT J. CALIMANO, :

Plaintiff, | NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- i 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 plaintitf’s

complaint against defendant, Peerless Industries, Inc., with prejudice in this action, and there bejng

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, FILED

Dated: New York New York FEB 19204
/2214
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
K W 22
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. J ohﬁichmond, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff
Peerless Industries, Inc. Vincent J. Calimano
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
77 Water Street, 21* Floor 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 New York, NY 10003

212.232.1300 212.588.5500
File No. 1863.29152

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler b

4835-3960-2455.1
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,SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
| o IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY | NYCAL
z ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30
| (Heitler, J.)

% This Document relates to:

| Index No. 190328-2013
w j CHARLES DE MARTINO and LORA ANN DE '

MARTINO, §
2 | NO OPPOSITION
EE— Plaintiffs, | SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
i AND ORDER AS TO DEFENDANT
-against- | PEERLESS INDUSTRIES, INC.

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 withput

costs. FILED

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
- /“370‘)47}’ /" \ /__/
W , OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE|
NEW YORK
Phil%ﬁourke, Esq. ,Agmbch-ra'rrd'r"-Esq- L bR€ BRAAD)IS | E SQ
Attornew or Defendant Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Peerless Industries, Inc. CHARLES DE MARTINO and LORA ANN
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP DE MARTINO
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. 1863.29227 212.558.5500
SO ORDERED,
Hon. Sherry\Klein Heitler
b

4821-6492-6231.1
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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 Index No.: 190161/13
WAYNE R. BRYANT and SHANNON BRYANT,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ABB, INC., as successor to ITE CIRCUIT, et al.
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X

L4
]

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,

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

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

NS aew FEB 19 201
M COYNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

' NEW YORK |

Danie] Wasserberg, Fsq. John M. Guerriero, Esq. |

WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &

Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

P

o,

SO ORDERED, 2
HonZSherfy KlemvHeitler




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK FEB 192014
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ERK'S OFFIC
ASBESTOS LITIGATION COUNTY va YORK
X Index No.: 190114/14F

RALPH P. NORTH,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as successor-by-merger to BUFFALO PUMPS et al.,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the abovew
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]
BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

6 9 / 20 ¢
g e - ] {_ )
Erica V. Cesaro, Esq™” Theodore Eder, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plalntlff MAHONEY, LTD.
800 Third Ave, 11® Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10022 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

Y/ New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

Y4
Hon. Sherry Kietd Heitler

i




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
X
GUISEPPE SEIDITA and JOSPEHINE SEIDITA,
Index No. 190464/10
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and

Successor to YORK SHIPLEY, INC. (hereinafter “COMPUDYNE”) hereby requests Summa

Judgment in the above-entitled casé, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

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

COMPUDYNE, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New}ork New York F E L E D
/ ‘

8% 0m

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE FEB 1920
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Daniel Wasserbérg, Esq. Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and
New York, NY 10003 as successor to York Shipley, Inc.

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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shel%l Klein Heitler ’ .

AS

ry

nt,

14

COUNTY CLERK'S§ OF

/ ( NEW YORK

FICE



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

Index No.: 120248/03
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

THOMAS MCCAFFERTY,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

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,

there being no opposition thereto,

and

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs to either party. F a L E p

Dated: \"Ll ,2014 A
New Yérk, New York FEB 19201

Aﬁh COUNTY CLERK'S OF
2 a{ A w:ffﬁm NEW YORK

Sohn Riehmen Lindse er, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGA Mc AMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Aurora Pump Company
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

’ New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler R

and

FICE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK »
-X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
SRR X
WILLIAM 1. BODDEN, Index No.: 190048/13
Plaintiff, =~  NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al., I.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
--X

WHEREFORE, GARDNER DENVER, INC. (hereinafter “Gardner Denver”) here
requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant GARDNER DENVER, w

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, GARDNER DENVER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. F E L E D

Dated: New York w York

20y FEB 19 2014 ﬁ
\ CL ’\/, 1 .

Patti Burshtyn, Esq COUNTY CLERK'S cott B. Group, Esq__~ !
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC NEW YORK SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

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

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022
212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, co

Hon. Sherry K. Neitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK »
--- -X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
JOHN BUTURLA, JR.,
Index No.: 190349/13
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et. al. I.A.S. Part 30
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, MANNINGTON MILLS, INC (hereinafter “Mannington Mills”) here

requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ru

by -

€S

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant MANNINGTON MILLS,

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, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York

/m 200 FEB 19 204
S \/ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICW 4/%/
Patti Burshtyn, Esq NEW YORK J (;%n Beltz
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC SEGAL McCAM IDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiff & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

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

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
23651-7500 - o

SO ORDERED,
< Hba#&herry K. Heitler




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

X Index No.: 190314/13
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION .

LLA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates To: Hon, Sherry K. Heitler

SARANTIS MARKOU and
HARIKLIA MARKOU,
 Plaintiff(s), : NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

: MOTION AND ORDER

AB VOLVO, etal,
Defendants. :
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant CUMMINS INC., (incorrectly named as CUMMINS ENGINE

COMPANY, INC.) (hereinafter “CUMMINS”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above|
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint
against Defendant CUMMINS, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant CUMMINS be and the same are hereltdismissed, with prejudice, and without costs to

either party.
Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
/| Y L7 2014 4'
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE //
YORK /
A /«f/ﬁ/\
Chris Romanelli, Esq, Jo . Guerriero, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER
Attorneys for Plaintiffs - & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for CUMMINS INC.
New York, New York 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

(212) 558-5500
| 212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

K. Heitler




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

Index No.: 190304/13
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

LOONEY CONWAY CLEVELAND, JR.,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant AURORA PUMP COMPANY hereby requests Sumn
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 all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agz

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs to either party. F ! L E D

Dated: / / <9 ,2014 -
New Ybrk, New York 192014

| OUN%LERKS OFFICE
peraeawd e

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Lindsg¥| T. Fokter, Esq.

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

New York, NY 10003 Aurora Pump Company

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

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500 N

SO ORDERED,

Hon. lein Heitler

linst

and




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

Index No.: 1900812/13
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

SALVATOR MURABITO,
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
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being nd
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. F l L E D

FEB 192014

— —
ANy ,___/’{ , /faj__j_f‘mg.. _.
¥ q

Benjafiiin |€Freathers, Esq.

", WILLIAMS & SEGAL McCAMBRIDS
ASSOCIATES, P.C. SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
245 Park Avenue, 39" Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10167 Weil-McLain
(212) 668-1122 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190221/13

JANE DULIN, as Administratrix for the Estate of
RONALD DULIN, and JANE DULIN,

Individually,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., 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 complai
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 Defendan
BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

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

Q’k-(\\.\g_‘u\\f

FEB 192014

Daniel Wasserberg, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

ork; New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shﬁy Klein Heitler ‘

it,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: 190414/11;

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 127150/02
MILTON FORDHAM,

Plaintiff{s),

- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al., MOTION

Defendants.

WHEREFOQORE, 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

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.

FILED

Dated: 2 / 4 , 2018
New York, New York FEB 19 201 4
Lt A ﬂ/ﬁ > Mg\)\/f LWFUNTAV r_Cl{-Eﬁg'S OFFICE
Ruth D. Marcus, Esq. he N. Megeriay,
WILENTZ, GOLDMAN & SE AL McCAl\:E‘gDGE
SPITZER, P.A. SINGER & MA EY, LTD.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
110 William Street, 26th Floor Weil-McLain
New York, NY 10038 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
(212) 267-3091 New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113092/98
CHARLES F. SYLVIA and LAVINA R. SYLVIA NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul\es
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

FILEp

U@ 2014 FEB 19 2014
OUNTY ,
& 1 &A N RKS OFFICE
Ny AYORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' (

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ™

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shen'"y Klein Heitler

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

ated:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
‘ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113748/00, 108388)00
SHARON M. REDDEN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ru
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F , L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 192014

>

les

"R -a New York(/\/ \ ]}
Frank Ortiz, FSq. Michael J. Cu%i‘s’,\ﬁisq\.}

o)

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. Sherr)'f Klein Heitler




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 112263/07
PATRICK J. O’NEILL and ANNA O’NEILL NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules ‘
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 192014
A[PR 2014

% :

n /# COUNTY CLERK'S OFIGE
g 3 A”"‘ NEW YORK /

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ ( Michael J. Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 ) (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, ' Dated: b

Hon. Sherrr; Klein Heitler




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190347/10
ROSARIA MUSCHTER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals CompanyFe a}d &S sEe ereby dismissed with prejudice a

without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated:  New York, New York
’ Cou - ( j
\I‘W 12014 NTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK M

Frank Ortiz, Esq. < Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:

Hon. S}£r7ry Klein Heitler ol




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 100652/06, 107916/03
JAMES M. MIMNAUGH and ANN C. MIMNAUGH NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

19
wa

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: = New York, New York FEB 192014
Yo 2014

C@UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (|
NEW YORK ’ Q/\
f

Frank Ortiz, £'sq. Michael J. Cuttis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,

»- Dated: b
I "V . T
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 100029/99
HENRY MIKA and ESTHER MIKA NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Reynolds Metals Compan#belan(i-t?e ﬁneﬁe hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

FEB 19 2014

Dated:  New York, New York
Y2 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQE
NEW YORK

st ” Michael J. Curtis, Esq. \_/
WEITZ & LUXENBER: MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy Klein Heitler ol




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 110332/08
ALBERT H. LOKENBERG and DOLORES E. NO OPPOSITION
LOKENBERG SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 19 2014

Y23 2014 |

TY CLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK Wp /{

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis:,\l:lsq. A
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff{s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 121894/98
ROBERT BURNS KOBLER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. F l L E D

Dated:  New York, New York 4
’ 31920
e 2014 FE
Ty CLERKS OF
OUNT! £ YORK

d

Michael J. Curtls Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBER MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, / Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 30
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 106783/03
FRED C. KELLEY NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rul
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L E D

Dated:  New York, New York

€S

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.

2@ 2014 FEB 19204
c;‘i» Ci T\(CLERK‘SAFA‘ =
%COUN NEW YORK |/ ! | Y'/{
\Y N 7 N

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler b




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190116/08
JOHN R. DRAPER and GENEVIEVE DRAPER NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 192014

\a® 2014 ‘
TY CLERK'S OFF. Y
L NEW YORK VWY,

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' Michael I. Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREP: Dated: L

Hon. Sﬁgry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROY JACOBSEN and LUCILLE JACOBSEN

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby

requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ru

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defend
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30

Index No. 100977/01, 119399

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ant Reynolds Metals Company,

claims and cross claims against

les

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice af1d |

without costs. ‘ F ' L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 192014
\[2% 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S
@ NEW YOR /{

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

Dated:

I'a\éin Heitler




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 127034/02
ROBERT J. MORROW and ARLENE MORROW NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ru
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company,F aid tsg aﬁereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.
FEB 192014
Dated:  New York, New York
\[v® 2014 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

les

NEW YORK

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq. ~J
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285
SO ORDERED, ¢ Dated:

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler b




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
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 190467/11
JOHN J. DUFFY NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as
“Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corporation” hereby
requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ru
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice a

without costs. F , L E D

Dated:  New York, New York FEB 19 2014
\[+® 2014

&*— COUNTY CLERK'S

NEW YORK i
] - N <)
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

€S



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
, X
This Document Relates To:
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMALI
ANNE COGHLAN, ESTATE OF : JUDGMENT MOTION ON
EDWARD COGHLAN, : BEHALF OF
FORD MOTOR COMPAN]
Plaintiff(s),
Index No. 118952/00
-against-
ABBOYD,etal.,,
Defendant(s).

X

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Ry

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant
FORD MOTOR COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim
against defendant, FORD MOTOR COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissg

with prejudice and without costs.‘F g é@ ﬁ D

Dated: New York, New York
MY 2014 p g0

/‘“{’ﬂk}\_/ / )
g ~ COUNTY CLERK'SOF

les

w2

d

By: Frank M. Ortiz, Esq:;& NEW YORKEY: Evan L. Browne, Esq. ©
G, RX.

WEITZ & LUXENBER: AARONSON RAPPAPORT
700 Broadway FEINSTEIN & DEUTSCH, LLP
New York, NY 10003 ' Attorneys for Defendant
' Ford Motor Company

600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016

T: 212-593-6700

F: 212-593-6970
SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER

{01274292.D0C }




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To:

ROY JACOBSEN AND LUCILLE JACOBSEN, : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Plaintiff(s),
) Index No. 190355

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
ET AL.,

Defendant(s).

X

11

WHEREFORE, defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant FORD MOTOR COMPANY with
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim:
P ;; beEd tDsame are hereby dismissed with prejudice

defendant, FORD MOTOR C 1;;1‘3‘
and without costs.

Dated: New York New York FEB 192014

prejudice,

5 against

.2014
v O(\ b¢§’>(j:our\1w CLERK'S OFFI
NI Y. VAV atn]ld
NL. VY T O\

———
By: Frank M. Ortiz, Tfy: Evan L. Browne, Esq.
Attorneys for Pla1nt1ffs AARONSON RAPPAPORT FEINSTEIN &
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DEUTSCH, LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Ford Motor Company
600 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10016

F 212-593- 6970

SO ORDERED:

HON. SHERRY KLEIN HEITLER b

{01391527.DOCX }




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
WILLIAM |. BODDEN, : Index No. 190048-13
Plaintiffs, v
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT
MOTION
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, '
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 plaintiff's 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 stWe Eremiismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

- So Ordered:

Dated: White Plains, New York ‘FEB 192014
~ : L 2014 ' -

| s COUNRY CLEBK'S OFFICE
Coo— L &E@f—/
Patth Burshtyn, Esq. _ / CYNTHIA 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 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ,
_ X
WILLIAM |. BODDEN, : : Index No. 190048-13
Plaintiffs, .
: NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY
- JUDGMENT
' MOTION
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION : :
COPES-VULCAN, INC., etal,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, COPES-VULCAN, INC., hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Comp'laint;‘against Defendant, COPES-
VULCAN, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto. |

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

Dated: “White Plams New York

QA}M_ I (
IA K. MESSEMER ESQ.

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. J v

Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Ho ges Walsh Messemer &
700 Broadway UNTY CLERK'S OFfi{6roknek LLP

New York, New York (1"0003 NEW YORK  Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 COPES-VULCAN, INC.
55 Church Street, Suite 211
Whlte Plams NY 10601

So Ordered:




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

X
EARALD B. RUDON and PHYLL!S S. RUDON, Index No.: 190400/13
Plaintiffs, ' ,
NO OPPOSITION
- against — _ F § L_ E D ‘SUMMARY
' JUDGMENT
MOTION

. SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually angfRB 19 2014
Successor to SARCO COMPANY et al.

TY CLERK'S OFFICE
‘Defendants. COUN NEW YORK

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 Sectlon 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, SARCO
‘with prejudlce and there being no opposition thereto. |

ORDERED, that upon notice tp 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 -

|| Q2 ,2014
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. - CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hodges Waish Messemer &
700 Broadway ~ Moroknek LLP _
New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant '
{(212) 558-5500 SPIRAX SARCO, INC., Individually and as

Successor to Sarco Company
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601

Tel: 914-385-6000

Se Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
. X .

EDWARDS HECKERS JR., Index No.: 190289/13

Plaintiff, SECOND |
, NO OPPOSITION
- against - . : MMARY
' F 1 L_ m'DGMENT
MOTION

ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as successor to TAPPAN 'andFEB 19 2014

COPES-VULCAN etal

TV CLERK'S OFFICE

Defendants. COUN N WY?(RK

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter
“ELECTROLUX”) hereby requests summary 'judgment in the above-entitied
‘case, pursuant to Civil Praétice Law and Rulés Section 3212,.dismiséing
- plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition theréto. 4

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: White Plains, New York A
) \;;9; 2014 | ﬁ

Patt‘§urshtyn Esq CYNTNIXK. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Hodges Walsh Messemer &
700 Broadway ' Moroknek LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC |
: Individually and as successor to Tappan
and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street Suite 211

Tel 914 385-6000

So Ordered: «

J.S.C.




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.: 190307-12
IGNAZIO GISONDI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Plaintiff, ORDER
~against- L E D
ALL ACQUISITIONS, LLC f/k/a HOLLAND F !
FURNACE COMPANY, et al.
’ FEB 19 2014
Defendants.

X 'S OFFICE
UNTY CLERK
co © 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 compla

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

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: [ / Z?/ / g

% %—-

Kardon A. Stofzrmm, Bsq. Lis?™¥. Pascarella, Esq.
Napoli Bern Ripka & Associates, LLP Forman Perry Watkins Krutz & Tardy, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

350 Fifth Avenue Bird Incorporated-
New York, New York 10118 rings Road
Red Bank, New Jersey 07701

SO ORDERED,

Honge#ble Sherry K. Heitler e e T




Our File No.: 30715
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Defendants. AND ORDER

interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Simpson Timber Company”), hereby

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claim

defendant, Simpson Timber Company, be andp gm%;reE tDlsmlssed with prej

without costs.

FEB 1 9201

Signed by Defendant:\} nuaq 24,2014
Signed by Plaintiff: 2018 Ty CLE$S§ OFFICE
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP BOROWSVIXY & BOROWSKY, LLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 59 Avenue at the Common, Suites 101 & 1
New York, NY 10036 Shrewsbury, NJ 07702
Tel.: 212-681-1575 Tel.: 732-212-9400
Fax: 212-68141574 Fax: 732-212-9445
Attorneys for Plaigiffs, 110 Wall Street, 11" Floor
Gloria Miller 0S iller New York, NY 10005-3817
v Attorneys for Defendant,
Simpson Timber Company .

BONNIE M WOLF, ESQ ICHAEL A. FIELD ESQ.

SO ORDERED,

HQMRHMERRY KLEINWHEITLER, J.S.C.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
GLORIA MILLER and JOSEPH MILLER, : NYCAL
Plaintiffs, : LLA.S. Part 30
: (Heitler, S.)
-against- : Index No.: 12/190366
AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC., Individually and as : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Successor to Amtico Floors, et al., : JUDGMENT MOTION

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simpson Timber Company, also improperly implleaded as
k‘Simpson Investment Company, Individually and as Successor to Simpson Timber Company,”

and its past and present parents, affiliates, and subsidiaries and its predecessors and sucgessors in

requests

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

Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Simpson Timber Company with

s against

hdice and




Dur File No.. 30692
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

Defendants.. AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Simpson Timber Company, also improperly impl

interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Simpson Timber Company”), hereby
Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Simpson Timber Com
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

' 7014
Signed by Defendant'Jan,af, 24, 2014 FEB 1Y
Signed by Plaintiff: ,2013 RKS OFFICE
OUNTY CLE ORK
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP BORU\% SK &%& WSKY, LLC
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor 59 Avenue at the Common, Suites 101 & 1
New York, NY 10036 yd g Shrewsbury, NJ 07702
Tel.: 212-681-1575 Ve Tel.: 732-212-9400
Fax: 2 Fax: 732-212-9445
Attorfieys fintiff, 110 Wall Street, 11™ Floor
Margaret {". Lajsc / fdividually New York, NY 10005-3817

he Estate of Attorneys for Defendant,

anci as Ex¢
; ¢iifls Jarsen, deceased Simpson Timber Company

5 rd '
HON. SHERRY KIAEIN HEITLER, J.S.C.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
MARGARET C. LARSEN, Individually and as . NYCAL
Executrix of the Estate of STANLEY - LA.S.Part 30
CORNELIUS LARSEN, deceased, . (Heitler, S.)

Plaintiff, : Index No.: 12/190087
ps. :

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al., :  JUDGMENT MOTION

and its past and present parents, affiliates, and subsidiaries and its predecessors and suc¢

eaded as

‘Simpson Investment Company, Individually and as Successor to Simpson Timber Company,”

€ssors in

requests

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

any with

s against

defendant, Simpson Timber Company, be and the same ag IE:bE r@ed with prejxrxdlce and

D2




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

X

WILLIAM |. BODDEN, index No. 180048-13

Plaintiffs,

' NO OPPOSITION
- against — SUMMARY
JUDGMENT .
. MOTION

ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., Individualiy
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 Practicé 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, aiélair‘s g: ESD
re RerdBy

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the sam

- dismissed with prejudice and without costs. cEB 19 20\
Dated: White Plains, New York ' CE
N ——— (7 PN o
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. CYNTHIA 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 - ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as successor to Tappan

and Copes-Vulcan

55 Church Street, Suite 21

White Plai
- 914-385-6000

So Ordered:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 12-190442
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
” SUMMARY
MORTIMER HARTNETT JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Daimler Trucks North America LLC, sued herein as

“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled ¢ase,

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

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant DTNA, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and WitE\t IOSL E D

Dated: 4/,/ i ,201?

FEB 191
By: ﬂ/f&/ By: /%M @L’LCOUNTY CLERK
" /7 NEW YOR
—Frazﬂromrﬁsq.\.?iﬂﬁﬁmﬂ@ Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Santo Borruso, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff NIXON PEABODY LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, NY 10003 Daimler Trucks North America LLC
(212) 558-5500 s/Wa “Freightliner Corp.”

50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
eticho, NY 11735-2728
(516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED,

14710318.1

014

5 OFFICE
K




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-112430
X , 02-107168
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
MICHAEL CARTER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: New Yrk, NY FEB 19 2014

By:
NEW YO Samuel Gefdblatt,
Benjamin R. Dwy¢er Esq
R.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
16) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

if Heitler PR

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-105876
X 02-109699
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
RUSSEL CRAWFORD SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY F g L E D

FEB 192014 \ .
_ By:

e ®IUNTY CLERK'S O] Goldblalt, Fq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. % NEW YORK Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
| Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr {/’ elmtler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-101090
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RONALD OELSCHLAGER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Pgtterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. | F L E D

Dated: New York, NY
Ve 2\ 2013 FEB 1920

*

By: TRV CLERK'SEIEICE .
w4 ‘ YORK  Samuel Goldbl:g/ﬁsq.
Frank Ortlz, Esq. U Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER " NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

16) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitter

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-113258
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ALLEN NADBORNEY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Paﬁerson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. F S L E D

Dated: Ne\;York, NY FEB 19 2014
By:_ § g . Y @Y CLERK'S O%&C@'

EWYORK ‘g nfuel Goldbl4tt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENB Ry NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

3-8100

SO ORDERED, / T aeh
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler N

14760012.1

[~W




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 07-101274
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
EDWARD L. PERRY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cfoss claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the %ne hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014
/M4 2013

- —

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

g@ewTY CLERK'S OFHCE\
NEW YORK By:

Samuel Goldblgtt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Ddvyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P™ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
/ (716) 853-810

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Reitler

fo Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-107099
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
FLOYD C. BOWDISH JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: New York, NY

Jazjiy et e 19UWR g E
By: CTDQJ/:Z//’ZL‘ 4YC;ERKSCB?CE \

joﬁ n Richmend COU NEW YORK  Samuel Goldblat wty%igq.
FranleQutigtooer= Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza Suite 500

(716) 833-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. ShMlein Heitler

14521194.3

==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-113073
X 02-106579
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES E. McCABE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. F l L E D

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014

iy e 3
By, ()7 /- COUNTYCLERKS OFFICE \ ' )

Tl Richmernd NEW YORK Samuel GoldBl%Esq.

i Benjamin R. D¥¥er Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SherryKleffi Heitler

14521194.6

s

p ==Y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-127409
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
BILLIE W. SELF JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Dainiler Trucks North America LLC, sued herein

as

“Freightliner Corp.” (“DTNA”™), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

defendant DTNA with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: ! II Y 2014..

By:

/
Ortiz, Esq. E D Joseph J. Ortego, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Santo Borruso, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff FEB 192014 NIXON PEABODY LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, NY 1000 Daimler Trucks North America LLC
’ 'S OFFICE

(212) 558-5500 %OUNT;EC\}{,Eng‘SKO s/h/a “Freightliner Corp.”

50 Jericho Quadrangle, Suite 300
Jerteho; NY 11735-2728
(516) 832-7500

SO ORDERED,

14710318.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106691
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
CONRAD FASSETT SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Diﬁioé, bigncEe @e are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, NY
/e "2 o043y CLERK'S OFFICE /Z M
- > SamueI‘(J(dblatt

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountam Plaza
(212) 558-5500 P :

Buffalo NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Weitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 07-101424
X 01-124443
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN CATTERSON SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

FEB 192014 \ -
—_—— By:

SLERK'S ORGlafel Goldble‘gty,qu.
% YORK Benjamin R. Dwykr Esq.

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Ve '\ 2013

By:

Frank Ortiz, Esq. —
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C?

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 i7a, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-115634
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN SORENSON JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, beFd !1e !:nEe l‘ﬁby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

FEB
Dated: New York, NY 192014

\
[to 1= o 2013 ~ COUNTY CLERKsS OFF%
By: ™ J ¢ at oS YOP]%%I: J’

i Y Samuel Goldb at';/fsq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

; 4202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

ZTion. Suesry Kiemleiter

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-125228
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOSEPH BARLETTE JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley DiEsiol, b!-an(Ee Qe are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. FEB 192014
Dated: New York, NY

. “ UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
/ e  20%9 NEW YORK /\i,
By ™oy . el By: ]

Samuel Goldblatt, £q.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

f NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-106740
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JACK GILL JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley DiVisionﬁ apd Hn-e. Sﬁ aie hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014
e\ 2013

“Samuel Goldblatt, Esd.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. o\ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P .S NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 ; 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
alo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

~Tion .(.Sheﬁ/ Klein Heitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190287
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN VENTURINI JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs. F , L E D

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014
WA 2 13 [

——

“County L KS OFFICE )

By:
N R el Gotdblatt, Esg/
Frank Ortiz, Esq. J : Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14409037.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190197
X ;
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RICHARD TRAVERS JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Fl

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014

gt INTY CLERK'S OFFICE{/\Z W
. NEW YORKBYy:

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Egf).

without costs.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG®

., NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 f

40 Eountatr Ptaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Honwein\ﬁeitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-127574

X 02-120615
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
WILLIAM McRAE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

,2013 FEB 192014

without costs. F

Dated: New York, NY

' -
By:_{{ def \ _ ~ e P COUNTY CLERK'S BFFICE L
ol 74K NEW YORK  Samuel Goldblatt, E%q%
Frank Ortiz, Esq. « Benjamin R. Dwyer E¢q.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P’ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 i

40 Fountain-Plaza;Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

‘HfonwleiTFfeitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
" I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-119494
X 02-113278
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPH GARVIN SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014

</ 201 )
A £} CLERK'S OFFICE S ‘
s Do . L NTY r

NEW YORK DBY:
” Samuel Goldblatt, ESE(JJ
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

without costs.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, €. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14760012.1 A




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-113507
X 02-107401
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES BURGESS SUMMARY
X JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division,E a‘d Ls ¢ are hereby dismissed with prejudice an:

without costs. FEB 1 9 20\
Dated: New York, NY o OFFICE
] KS
Ve | A G NTY CLER

By:

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

R Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
57853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shek[y,&l/eil{/ﬁe‘iﬁer

14760012.1

[




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190345
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOSEPH BAUM JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the samg: ﬁreby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 19 2014

M OUNTY CLERK'S OFF\CE\ -~ )

By: NEW YOBIK \
o Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P. . NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
B in Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hot-Strerpd Klein Heitler

s R STy A,
Ted el e W

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190050
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RONALD McDONOUGH JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Divis? bﬁ a‘ithEmae hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

2014
Dated: New York, NY FEB19¢

LERKS OFFICE ( \)
By:

.= Samuel Goldblatt, EsEc‘v
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ™ peekmmeos Benjamin R. Dwyer Bsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P*€

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza,wSuite 500

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. W(lein Heitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 08-190010
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
MATTEO GUILIANO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Divisig ﬁ f tlE nBre hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

204
Dated: New York, NY FEB 19

By: E\N YORK By:
2 gl i Samuel Goldblatt, Esgg
Frank Ortlz Esq e Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBER , Py, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

(716) 853- 8100

SO ORDERED,

_~—Toh-Stievfy Klein Heitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-126736
X 02-110269
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
THOMAS RAISH SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no oppoéition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, Fargj tltsaEarBreby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

FEB 19 2014

Dated: New York, NY
\/w |\ 2013

OUNTY CLERKS OFFIC \ -

By: ANEW YOF]{BKy. | aa
w Samuel Goldblatt, Esgf
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.% NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountam Plaza

(212) 558-5500 ey 2 aze-Stite-500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

fry Kieif Heitler

14760012.1

X MOTION AND ORDER

p==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-114078
X 02-107400
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
ANDREW CATON SUMMARY
X JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle;
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley DivisiF b% arEhEmDe hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

FEg 19 204
Dated: New York, NY

Ve [\4 2013 < OFFIC
CLERKS _ |

V.

S .,v Samuel Goldblatt, Es],j/
Frank Ortiz, P4q. I Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P ae\ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

alo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Kl‘e/in Heitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 01-122787
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
PHILIP T. SCHNEIDER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

1=~

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, Ean% the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. FEB 19 204

TY
,2013 COUNT | Ew YORK &QO
3 f By: \ -

i Samuel Goldbliz}zgq.
=} Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

Dated: New York, NY
YA

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
alo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Mlein Heitler

14521194.6




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-125797

X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
RUSSELL BOIKO JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley,
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. E % L E D

Dated: New York, NY FER 19 20
e[\ 2013

CLERK'S OFF!
NEW YORRY:

1

“Samuel Goldblatt, E

s £sq. Benjamin R. DwyerEsq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 .

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher& Klein Heitler

14521194.3

i Plaza, Suite 500. - -~ -~ U



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 09-190366
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
GERALD McCORMICK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley|
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F B L E D

Dated: New York, NY

Samuel Goldblatt,?f
Benjamin R. Dwyéf Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
4202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

14759919.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-116095
X 02-106708
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
RICHARD L. NASH SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson—Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

FEB 19 2014

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

P
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI% -
NEW YORK:

Samuel Goldblatté/Esq.
. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER®S, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SFen@ Kleii Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-126682
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN FREEMAN SR. JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

FEB 192014

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

\/ 2013

[

4

COUNTY CLERK'S qgf_lcl

By:
NEW YORK "~ ‘Sarfiuel Gold%,Esq;
Benjamin R. er Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,®.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

HO{.

owers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 99-109673
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JAMES La DELIA JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley DlVlS& lge aL }Eanﬁ:e hereby dismissed with prejudice ang
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014
/i 2013

v CLERK'S OFFICE \ -

By: NEW YORK  By:
. Samuel Goldblatt./Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

aza; Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853- 8100_,

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

éﬁeﬁ( ‘f(lem Heltler

14759919.1

fadas-




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ' (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: Index No. 99-106915
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
EDWARD DeGEORGIS JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

FILED

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014
ERK'S OFFICE \
By W YORK  BY: J
Kl - = Samuel Goldblatt, Esq./

Frank Ortiz, Esq Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, POy, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202

/—%16) 853-8100
SO ORDERED, W |

Hon. giferty Kleif Heitler oy 20 RN

14760012.1

) EE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-1057135
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
JOHN EFFINGER SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle;
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. F E L E D

Dated: New York, NY

-

,2013  FEB 1912014 \ -

A CLERK'S OFBICE.
Nl(E:VlQ YORK  Samuel Goldblatt, Es§

~= Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBPNg, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
- Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14759919.1

=y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 99-105660
X .
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
PETER STEFANIDIS JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs. F l L E D

Dated: New York, NY FEB 19 2014
Vw2013
o \ /“QQJ.!\JMLERKS OF ICE
By Lovef \_2, ¢S4 NEWYORK

Samuelj Goldblatt, Esq
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq

Frank Ortlz Esq. -l
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.

- NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ey Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

/7
Zflon W herry Klein Heitler

14760012.1

1 ==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190252
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
CECIL ABSHER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley DivisEl, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an:

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 19 2014
A% ‘ 5 ,2013
3 3 CLERK'S OFFICE
By: .’-:? porr- i ’ l b ) Rt YORK

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq
Benjamin R. Dwyer Es

Frank Oftiz, Esq ' v
WEITZ & LUXENBER :

Nlw NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
ountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sherry Klein Heitler

14760012.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190246
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
LARRY GUMAER JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley DiVision,ﬁ ald ii sag aﬁereby dismissed with prejudice ang
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY FEB 192014

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE \ =

i Samuel Goldblatt, Esq. J
Frank OI'UZ Esq Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC

: NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Fioor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountaln Plaza
(212) 558-5500 , :

Ttffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

14760012.1




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: 120391-0]
104257-02
190173-09
Ralph Salzano
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,}
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

N
2014 \ ;. =
& FEB 19 g& Euns
, K'S OFFICE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. NT:\(JSV‘QE?ORK 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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

HonWler o " e

5890145v.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: Index No: 100316/07
NO OPPOSITION

James O’Brien SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: m/(pll‘-l F!LED
Q;% & ‘9‘;/(# FEB 19 2014

Sars

COUNTY CLERK'S
Frank Ortlz Esq. NEW YORK Julie Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney 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
212 490-3000_..

SO ORDERED,

Hon.wHeitler

5405447v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to;
Index No.: 190418/13

JOSEPH FLOOD NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,

Inc. (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Eaton with prej

and there being no opposition thereto.

Civil

udice,

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

defendant Eaton be and the same arﬁeriby disngedﬁith prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York .
o FEB 192014
, / 9 ,2014
/ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
, RK
// /1 A/ 4 (/ N /(//7

/~

Samuel M. Meirowitz, Esq ‘ Gafriel G Ferstendig, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as success%—in-

700 Broadway interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

New York, New York 10003 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLLP

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K1éin Heitler

2197353




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to;
Index No.: 190157/2013

ANTHONY DeMAIO
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY|
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell ManufalcturJ
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, and

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.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

Dated: New York, New York
L /15 2014

—~—  FILED)o, —

Patti Burshtyn, Esq.

: CER 19 2014 Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIQﬁely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing -

New York, New York 10003 NEW YORK Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Comp
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New ryork 10665 -~ -

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler AT

2104050 1

ing
ANy

ing

ve-

ff°s

nst

ts.

any




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105643/08

DAVID KELLY, as Executor of the Estate of NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DAVID L. KELLY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Stewart Warner Corporation (“Stewart Warner”), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulgs
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Stewart Warner with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

Lo

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Tan. \S 3642 20\ FEB 19 2014
Smmms ' Joseph P. L%Eala Esq
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONISBERG LL McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LILP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Stewart Warner
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor Corporation
New York, New York 10022 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

1786060_1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE  NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

“This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 105643/08

DAVID KELLY, as Executor of the Estate of NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
DAVID L. KELLY JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Robertshaw Controls Company (“Robertshaw™), hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rulg
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Robertshaw with prejudice, and ther

being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Robertshaw be and the same are herebyan'EssE,WiEreDice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 19204
Tan. \S 204014 |
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE |

NEW ORK; /
MM osep WY ASala, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONISBERG, LLP McElroy;D utsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, L1
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant Roberthshaw Contro]
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor Company
New York, New York 10022 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry

1786048 1

w
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777777777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:
Indag No.: 190581/12

ROBERT DEAN BENCE and SHAR(E ! L NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
BENCE JUDGMENT MOTION AND
EER 192014 ORDER
""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""" ' OFFICE
UNTY CLERKS O
co NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical,
Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc., (improperly sued as Eaton Corporation, Individually and now known
as Eaton Electrical, Inc. and As Successor to The Vickers Pump Company and Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
and Waterbury Pump), (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against
Eaton with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against 3
defendant Eaton be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
#1 / ( 5 _,2014

Jorda , Esq. Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq.

Bellu¢k/& Fox, LLP MCcELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor & CARPENTER, LLP

New York, New York 10036 Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation,

as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical,

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

Wall Street Plaza, 24th Floor

88 Ping Street -
ew York, New York %1"0005 "

(212) 483-9490 R

SO ORDERED,

2144872




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: F E aﬂ E DndexNo.: 190392/12

JOHN W. ADLER and ELAINE ADLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMAI
: 4 JUDGMENT MOTION
FEB1920%  AND ORDER
X
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporatigny ¥ fiscessor-in-interest to Eaton Elegtrical, Inc.
and Cutler-Hammeg Inc. (improperly pled as Cutler Hammer, n/k/a Eaton Electrical, 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 defendant Eaton, with prejudice, 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: SMMM\( \g, 3014
New York, New York
Carmen V. St George E Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq. I
Levy Phillips & Kon1gsberg, LLP McElroy Deutsch Mulvaney
800 Third Avenue, 11™ Floor & Carpenter, LLP
New York, NY 10022 88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
Counsel for Plaintiff New York, NY 10005

Counsel for Eqton

SO ORDERED,

AHer-Stetty Klem Heitler, JS.C. ~ 0

{00326504.DOC}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, S.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 100057/99
BART M. MICELI and JOAN MICELI
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
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 Secti
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Compa
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

h i

defendant A. O. Smith Water Products Company# 'Tdtie EleB hereby dismissed wit
prejudice and without costs. :
B 19204
Dated: New York, New Yoili FE
[~(77 ,20 ,
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK
—~ A
Darfa Northcraft, Esq. Hélen Antoniou McGowan, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

7 DDew Yok New York—H0065

Attorneys for Defendant A. O. Smith Water
Products Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry KleiffHeitler

2178541




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30

____________________________________________________________________ (Heitler, S.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 100057/99

LISA M. SCHRADER, as Administratrix

for the Estate of BART M. MICELI, and NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JOAN MICELI, Individually JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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 prejudice,
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
/-{ ,201‘1 e 19 204

P )

D¥énaNortheraft, Esq. “

Aileen E. McTiernan, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successof-in-
700 Broadway interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Pine Street, 24" Floor
ew York 10005
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefry Klgin Heitler

2179027




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 08-190113
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
THEODORE A. WOLKIEWICZ JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs. F E L E D

Dated: New Yor, iY 013 FEB 19 2014

‘ —
"IOUNTY CLERK'S GiICE } .

By:
W YORK Samuel’Goldblatt/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. gy Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Gffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. StrezryKleis Heitler

14521194.6

[=W




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: 109747-00
122191-99
Gerald R. Root NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY}
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York

FILED

\W? Chins
HITR A
FEB 192014 %

n

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ulie R. Evans, Esq.

% UNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEW YORK ILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017
ile 335.00001

-~ NO

SO ORDERED,

Y

5890133v.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: 125354-00
NO OPPOSITION

Michael S. Stack SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: ~ New York, i\Iew York F I L E D

ATH A G
FEB 19 204 g,&am

n

& 'S OFFICE
) NTLECVl\_/EYRgsK JulieR. Evans, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

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

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5890161v.1

Yy




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ x
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105870-02
108773-02
Ross F. Russo Jr. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY|
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: ~ New York New York F ‘ L E D

w | \H
FEB 19 201
°‘< D/ % Cuiang
v 7y

3 OFFICE ~
Frank Ortiz, Esq. COUNTY C\\I-VE\?S SKO 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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5890137v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RENEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 111353-02
106999-02
James G. Stephenson NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectid
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Ne\q ork,lN\evi‘ York F , L E D

(Lo

FEB 192014

29}

4

Frank Ortiz, Esq. UNTY CLERK'S OFFIGEe R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEWYORK  WwILSON, 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
ife No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shegt§Heitler R R

5890168v.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: 121763-977
105235-98
111065-98
Roman Szczitka 125791-99
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

judi d without costs.
prejudice and without costs F ! L E D

Dated: New Yqrk, New York

FEB 19 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ‘

. NEW YORK '
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 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
i e 0. 05335 00001

Moy

SO ORDERED,

Hon. $fferry K. Heiffer

5890201v.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: Index No: 190070-0

Allen R. Thorogood NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: Ne 1{(71:; lje\‘w\j\(ork F I L E D

n

»

‘ @»L—- FEB 19 2014 % Siunt
C

Frank Ortiz, Esq. OUNTY CLERK'S GERICR "Fians, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG NEW YORK (11 SON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT}

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAI
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
i - 00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S(l,ex(y’K. Heitler

5890239v.1

N




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: 1 19388-0&
125797-00
100773-03
Russel Boiko
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W., CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs, F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York
RV FER 19 20U

Frank Ortiz, Esq. el 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 5 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5889872v.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: 100517-96
101305-02
111055-98
Leonard Ahart 115286-05
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ b ¢

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectian
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

o |\
C FER 192014

st ; \ 7, Ly 4 NEW YORK
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

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001 .t .

SO ORDERED,

R :
, 2

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5889837v.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: 105713-02
112591-02
William N. Johnson NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

B

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

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

VAV

FEB 19 2014
. Sans

__@UNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' NEW YORK  Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG ™

T g, 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
ifeNo. 05335.00001 . | ...

Ny

pany oo ?
RS TS B 1
FETE R AT |

SO ORDERED,

n. Sﬂérr? K. Heitler

5890037v.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: 190366-09

Gerald J. McCormick NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
FILED

Dated: New York, N\ew York
\ \ \
L | FEB 19 2014

i‘ﬁ"?"i
Siang
GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

m,i

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 Fi . 05335.00001
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherfy K. Heitler

5890076v.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: 113937-02
106581-02
George F. Novak NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Nev: ‘;o‘r‘li I\lIe;’VJOTk F i L E D

FEB 19 2014 Q‘& Cans

-

SPUNTY CLERK'SKOFF‘?Ee R. Evans, Esq.

"Esq.
NEW YORK w11 SON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

WEITZ & LUXENBERGESN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

>w York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shekry K JHeitler

5890108v.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: 190113-08

Theodore A. Wolkiewicz NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

FEB 192014 |
g«& Ciare
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEW YORK  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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

My K. Heitler

5890284v.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: 105876-02
109691-02
Emerson D. Chandler NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F § L E D

e 1N
FEB 19 20 . =
& y FFICE s
OV LEW YORK
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. 05335.00001
SO ORDERED, __ }
Hon. Sherry K. Heitler AN 50 e

5889897v.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: 108101-0
NO OPPOSITION

Robert S. Cope SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

\/u‘

n

FEB 19 201 |
ke > r&
&NTY CLERK'S OFFICE g“ Sis

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

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT#Z
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA]
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001
SO ORDERED,

Hon. My K. Heitler

5889947v.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: 110339-9$
111031-98
110521-0(
Joseph Corneyea
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectiﬂn
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F L E D
i

Dated: New York, New York

e (14 FEB 19 2014
SOy v » ' ]

oo 3 U Y \wwhwe™ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE . St

L g P NEW YORK
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
1 0:-05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5889957v.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: 105717-0]
111478-07]
190245-04
Joseph M. Huntz
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: New York, New York

A A A

n

FEB 192014
& COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Jdo chiang
W—— NEW YORK ;
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ey Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ey 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. 05335.00001
SO ORDERED,

ﬁo}r.’SKer‘l,‘y‘#. Heitler

5890029v.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: 110397-00
100207-01
100772-03
William Cunningham
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

=}

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

Dated: New York, %\Iew York F I L E D

e 1\

FEB 19 2014

ig 1 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE g&; Silant
NEW YORK
e s, o «d Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT%Z,

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

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

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00QQI

SO ORDERED,

J
Hort Sterry K. Hettler

5889980v.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: 119908-98
108708-01
Chester Kendziora
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law. and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. E D
Dated: New York, New York F l L

e i
FeB 19 208
e o Caans
| | Y C\_EP\K‘F?KOFF\CE o |
Frank Ortiz, Esq. i 4 NEW YO Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZF,
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
J ;3%
SO ORDERED, ‘

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5890043v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
_________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION 1.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, 1.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 110270-02
126710-02
Ronald 7. Kosiba NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York L E D

\/ ng '+

. FEB 19 201 q‘u Sars
Frank Ortiz, Esq UNT& ECVI\-,EYRSRSKOFFICJlﬁlie 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
Ogr File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sheﬁy K.

5890046v.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: 107220-02
113448-02
Richard C. Lawida NO OPPOSITION
F L E D SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 192014 MOTION AND
ORDER
.................. CQUNTY. CLERK'S OFFICE _ _

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New 3;ork, New York
\

. T
Jiite Crand

=]

Frank Ortiz, s

' e Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ®Camg)

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherf§ K. Heitler

5890050v.1

WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ

Y




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: 103465-01
119381-00
100758-03
John Robert McAllister
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectioln
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

FEB 19 20% gdw. Sans

- \ ICE
CLERK'S OFFS
COUNT\‘(‘EW YORK Julie R. Evans, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, 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

Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon.Wﬁmr L
RS ETR BTN VRS

5890070v.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: 121111-97%
105221-98
111037-98
Thomas Gaetano Neri F I L E D 110522-00
NO OPPOSITION
2014 SUMMARY
FEB 19 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
QUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
C NEW YORK ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

VAR
. =
ﬁ %o@
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
ur F1 é”No.r 05335.00001
SO ORDERED,

n. S K. Heitler

5890100v.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: 190071-0
NO OPPOSITIO?

Jerome H. Meyers SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY|
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9

N

bn

\[w [\
Frank Ortiz, Esq. A FEB 19 2014 Julie R, Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ™%y, WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITY,
A;xttorneysCl for Plaintiff Ty GLERKS OFFICE EDELMAfN % ?ICfER LLP
00 Broadway cou NEW YORK Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 AW, CHESTERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5890093v.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: 120768-01
111223-01
Vincent O’Connell : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

& N FEB 192014 (}&L cﬁan&

” CLERKS OFFICE

Frank Ortiz, Esq. <t QUNTY EW YORK Julie R. Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG a N 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. 05335.00001

s

SO ORDERED,

HorQh_e@Z‘%ﬁtler

5890112v.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; 122204-99
109956-0(
Gilbert C. Pfleger NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Neo k, New York FIL ED

Dated:

FEB 19204 -
2. CAUNY
Frank Ortiz, Esq. COUNTK“S LE?SR@uhe 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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5890120v.1

e ey ]

ed




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
: NO OPPOSITION
Michael Rodack F g L E D SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
FEB 192014 MOTION AND
ORDER
........................ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York New York
:;f . pod 4 : E - C,?
o % y Caeng
Frank Ortlz 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 Fi -05335.00001
SO ORDERED,
I‘fc@h&gbl(. Heitler

5890124v.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: Index No: 190332/1]3
NO OPPOSITION

Leonard F. Carpenter Jr. and Beverly Carpenter : SUMMARY
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, dismissi

ng

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants 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

Dated: //2‘*\ iu F g L E D
) /ﬂ/ FEB 19 2014

JAm re Brandis, Esq. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIUHIE vans, sq.
WEH'Z & LUXENBERG NEW YORK WILSON,£ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & PICKER LLP
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000

Y. File No. 14501.00851

SO ORDERED,

. Heitler

5802402v.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: 190306/13
NO OPPOSITION

PETER COLETTI, as Administrator for the Estate of SUMMARY

WILLIAM H. COLETTI, and JENNIE COLETT], - JUDGMENT |

Individually, 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 3212, 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|-
against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE., be and the same are hereby dlsmlssed with|
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: _1/2 l/Lﬁ/' FILED

/ /l /\/ FEB 19201

re BfandMs, Esq. i .
OFFl
WHITZ & LUXENBERG COUNTY CVlQE\‘(:{gPSlK WILSON/ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

Atforney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DI R LLP
70 Broadway : Attorney for Defghdant
New York, NY 10003 AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.
150 East 42™ Street
New York, NY 10017
File No. 13139.00421

SO ORDERED,

HonkSheﬁ(y K. Heitler

5921231v.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: 121803-9/7
105232-98
104164-0R
Robert P. Funkhouser
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
......................................... X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY)

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York F ! L E D
[ee |\ A

~ 4 3 4 FEB 19201 N
B " sl ™ TY CLERK'S OFFICE )
Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEW YORK  jylie R. Evans, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWIT?

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA}
150 East 42™ Street

New York New York 10017
] 5:00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. \S'HWeltler

5890005v.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: 119394-0
100607-0
Lawrence J. Farrell NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

=0

N

n

p

Ve A9
: FEB 19 2014
Q‘"‘*j ‘, | COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE g&. CM“’S
Lw gos NEW YORK
Frank Ortiz, Esq. “—sant 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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

- HdlL_She%K ﬁE{tler

5889999v.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: 190146/
NO OPPOSITIO!I

Warren Oliver Jr. and Mary Oliver SUMMARY
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. E L E D

Dated: New York, New York
FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE o
NEW YORK q.h oS

10

£,

Julie Evans, Esq.
WILSON, 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: 10557.01000

SO ORDERED,

on. $hétry K. Heitler

5589097v.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: Index No: 109703/0&
NO OPPOSITION

Arthur J. Tillman Sr., SUMMARY
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 defendants BURNHAM LLC with prejudice, and there being
opposition thereto,

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

no

nst :

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

costs.

FILED

FEB 192014

%’. Sins
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Ham

Dated: [-(7-tory

'Eﬁn/k@m.z,.l':‘sq( Dm /Vl MLt (‘zf WYORK Julie Evans, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC 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. 14501.00456

SO ORDERED,

5841065v.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: 109028/06

Ronald P. Rowe NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectior
3212, dismissing plaintiffs® complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

=]

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ' L E D

Dated: \ [ te [\ 4

FEB 192014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFi

NEW YORK
Fra 17, 1S
Weitz & Luxenberg,
Attorney for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY|

150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Fi +05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5328618v.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: 125782-99
104271-00
Tony Cipolla NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectig
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F L E D

Dated: New York, New York
\ 14 FEB 19 2014

» COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Ry 5@3
NEW YORK

n

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 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPA]

150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5889911v.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 I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 105921-0]1
119398-00
100754-0B3
Willard Conklin
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectign
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY)

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

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

\/u‘\

S FEB 192014
it i £ # O\ b COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE =,
£ NEW YORK n§
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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. §h‘errﬂ( Heitler

5889927v.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: 124527/0(
111050/9§
112912/9%
Donald D. Cimato,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: New York, New York
1 /1S /1y FEB 19 2014
o /

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

DY, 27 L7

B

Erank Ortiz; Esq. ModAr M Toulsie JulieR.E .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WIL LSER, MOSKOWITZ
Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DIZKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 A.W.CHE RTON COMPAN
150 East 42™ Street
ew York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefty K. Heitler

5840158v.1

Y




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: Index No: 10005[7/99
NO OPPOSITION

LISA M. SCHRADER, as Administratrix for the Estate of SUMMARY

BART M. MICELI, and JOAN MICELI, Individually JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., as successor in interest to
SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC. by its attorneys hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.,, as success
in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY & AUTOMATION, INC with prejudice, and there bein
no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC.,, as successor in interest to SIEMENS ENERGY
AUTOMATION, INC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost

Dated: 1~ (7 (4 FILED

FEB 192014
f'@Ma/rco, Esq.
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NEW YORK WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 SIEMENS INDUSTRY INC., As

Successor in Interest to SIEMENS

ENERGY & AUTOMATION,

INC.150 East 42™ Street
., New York 10017
212-490-3000

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5715846v.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: 109384-01

Michael Tufano NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY|,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York F g Lﬂ E D

DI

\ ! v ) ? (B = .
\ FEB 19 2014 q,& St
@ UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Frank Ortiz, Esq. NEWYORK = 7 1eR. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITY,
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. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry K. Heitler

5890266v.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, 1.)
_________________________________________ X
This Document Relates To: Index No: 18179/87
4996/89
105877/02
William C. Barthold,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER
_________________________________________ X

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F L E D
[~ (1~ Ly FEB 19 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

_FfaMOm—z—Esqu‘, 47% /\/u *Ht/éﬂé—v Julie Rs }
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, SKOWITZ

>

Attorneys for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP

700 Broadway Attorney for ant

New York, NY 10003 A,W. CHES TON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street BT e

New York, New York 10017 R
Our File No. 05335. OOOOAI\ L

SO ORDERED,

5870297v.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: 109703/08
NO OPPOSITION

Arthur J. Tillman Sr., SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintifts’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
FILED

Dated: New York, New York

[~/ 7- /7 FEB 19 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

-\

__Erank-OrtizFse. [M’éﬂ Nbrthaelt, G $ Julie R. Evans, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER v 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. 05335.32864

SO ORDERED,

erry K. Heftler

5840123v.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: 190020/12

William E. Krauss and Jeanne Krauss NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CONWED CORPORATION hereby requests summadry
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant CONWED CORPORATION, with |

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

e B

defendant CONWED CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

ILED
Dateﬂ Z / i_? " F!EB 19201
P

' O~ ERK'S OFEIC
Kardon A. Stolzmdy, Esq. \A‘OUNT\‘SEVLV YORK Julie Evans, Hsq.
Napoli, Bern, Ripka & Associates, LLP WILSON, EILISER/MOSKOWITZ
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DJCKER LLP
350 Fifth Avenue Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10018 CONWED CORPORATION
150 East 42" Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No.: 07415.00128

SO ORDERED,

5002642v.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: 190020/12

William E. Krauss and Jeanne Krauss NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ x

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests

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

on

3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A, W. CHESTERTON COMPANY,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with |

prejudice and without costs. F E L_ E

Dated: Z Z!él Z%{ FEB 19204 " N\, _ ,

’ -
COUNTY CLERK;:?K FFICE
Kardon A. Std{zman, Esq. NEW YO Julie Evany/ Esq.
Napoli, Bern, Ripka & Associates, LLP WILSON/ ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & PICKER LLP
350 Fifth Avenue Attorngy for Defendant
New York, New York 10018 AW.CH ERTON COMPANY
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No.: 05335.00001
SO ORDERED, , SR Rt T A T
HowASherry K/Heitler SRR eny

5702494v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

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

This Document Relates To: Index No: 190436/12
NO OPPOSITION

Philip Thibodeau SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

----------------------------------------- X

WHEREFORE, defendant BURNHAM LLC by its attorneys, hereby requests summat
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 321!
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant BURNHAM LLC with prejudice, and ther
being no opposition thereto,

y

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

FILED

Dated: }! !k’l gx\“\ FEB
New York, N 19204

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

) M/ //
', z a

BrefrmrF=<Tully, Esq. Niciiouqs Movae, Es,  JulieEvans, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorney for Defendant
New York, NY 10022 BURNHAM LEC

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017

00257

/"’ %

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Stefy K. Heitler

5781178v.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: Index No: 190436/12
NO OPPOSITION

Philip Thibodeau SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant CARRIER CORPORATION, incorrectly s/h/a “Carrier
Corporation, a/k/a Bryant Manufacturing Corporation,”  (hereinafter ~CARRIER
CORPORATION) by its attorneys, hereby 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 rio
opposition thereto,

-

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

Dated: /Zf//'/{ FEB 192014
Nev/ York,/N
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
7 ~ NEWYORK /%
bR —Falttisq ‘N ¢ TWlag Novaaic Esi Julie Evans Esq
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOS} OWITZ
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & ICKE LLP
800 Third Avenue Attorney for Defenda;
New York, NY 10022 CARRIER CO RATION
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
File No. 10557.01296

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sﬂq_yﬁ( ﬁeltler

5392883v.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: 190076/13

Robert Chatterton NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ -

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. incorrectly s/h/a
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC.” (herein after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, 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
against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.F ! L E D

Dated: (/[/DC"’) 1€ FEB 19 2014

e S

e

COUNTY CLERK'S OF, ICE
NEW YORK

David Chandler, Esq. Ce—— Julie Evans, E

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC WILSON, EESER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN/& DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney fof Deferdant
New York, New York 10003 AMERICAN BILTRITE INC
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
File No. 13139.00306

SO ORDERED,

5905565v.1 ok e




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: 190332/13

Leonard F. Carpenter Jr. and Beverly Carpenter NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X ‘

WHEREFORE, defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC. incorrectly s/h/a
“AMERICAN BILTRITE, INC.” (herein after “AMERICAN BILTRITE INC.”)
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, 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
against defendant AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed

with prejudice and without costs.
FILED

Dated: U 2.0 LW

\ V\/__/ FEB 19 2014
f COUNTY CLE?SEKOFF\
/ Am re Brandis, Esq. NEW Julie Evans, Es
WEITZ & LUXENBERG WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN &/ DICKER LLP
700 Broadway Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 AMERICANIBIELTRITE INC.
150 East 42"

New York, New York 10017
File No. 13139.00382

SO ORDERED, »

5802386v.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: 122787-01
NO OPPOSITION

Phillip Schneider SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, New York F ! L E D
Javuary 14, tolf

FEB 19 204

. =
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE <qan§

n

W YORK

-Fra:ﬂc-sz";l-Eéq— ﬁvab T. BARRY E56. NE 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 COMPA]
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5890150v.1

y
®a

NY




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

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates To: Index No: 109973/0

NO OPPOSITION
Nancy J. Santini, Individually and as the Executrix of The SUMMARY
Estate of Anthony Santini JUDGMENT

MOTION AND

ORDER

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F I L E D

Dated: L\ T \ {\-/t FEB 19 2014

'S OFFI
COUNTY CLERKS OF
NEW YORK

A4 ]

MrveHuAS [NosAck—, Eovy - Julie Evany, Esq.
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ

Attorney for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN
150 East 42" Street
New York, New York 10017
OQurFite No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

5252938v.1

2

'Y




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: Index No: 117050/04
NO OPPOSITION

Ross Rimicci, as Executor of the Estate of Anthony SUMMARY

Rimicci JUDGMENT

- MOTION AND

ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A\ W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, incorrectly s/h/a
“A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC.” (hereinafter A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY),
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants A.W.
CHESTERTON COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and withou"c costs. F ‘ L E D

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff

800 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022 AW, CHESTERTON COMPAN
150 East 42" Street
) New York New York 10017
5.00001
SO ORDERED,

5252904v.1 A TN

Y



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: Index No: 110157/03
NO OPPOSITION

Ellen Rockmaker as Executrix of the Estate of Gordon SUMMARY

Rockmaker JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, incorrectly s/h/a
“AW. CHESTERTON CO., INC.” (hereinafter A,W. CHESTERTON COMPANY),
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendants A.W.
CHESTERTON COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendants A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and withéut costs. F ! L E D

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
O T q- Julie Evans; Ep
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP WILSON, b
Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN
800 Third Avenue Attorney fdr Defe
New York, NY 10022 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42" Street
New York New York 10017

SO ORDERED,

5252908v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

_________________________________________ X

IN RE NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 30

(Heitler, J.)

_________________________________________ X

This Document Relates To: Index No: 111592/0
NO OPPOSITION

Neil O’Donnell SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

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

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

defendants A.W. CHESTERTON CO, NY, be tDsame are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs. '

pae: (11T )14 FEB 19 201

GUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

M/%\, .

Niedats
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP
Attorney for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor
New York, NY 10022 W,
150 East 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017

File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Herf” Stefry/K. Hettler

5870592v.1

Y



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: 104668/04
NO OPPOSITION

Lawrence Lewis SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

_________________________________________ X

WHEREFORE, defendant A. W, CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W, CHESTERTON COMPANY,
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

=

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

without costs. F ‘ L E D

Dated: New York, New York

FEB 192014
COUNTY CLERK, FFICE
NEW YOR

MMSQ\N crtonAs Novacs 5% Julie R. E¥ans, Egq.

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,

AquCy s for Plaintiff EDELM DICKER LLP

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, NY 10022 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY

150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
Our File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

Howr . HeitlerY

5103670v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
.............................. e meeeecmmem==X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY 1 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ‘ I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)
------------------------------ TR
This Document Relates To: ‘ Index No: 190047/11
NO OPPOSITION
Joseph Clarke | SUMMARY
‘ JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND
1 ORDER
------------------------------ ememmmman X

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sectio
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY
without prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all k:o defendants, all claims and cross clalms against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY be t@ame are hereby dismissed with
prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York A&
LY VEBX‘”“

; 3
-
1 U ivoR
/

=3

Christopher Humphrey, Esq. LOC A DES £5Q, Julie Evang, Esq.

LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP WILSON/ ELSER, MOSKOWITZ

Attorney for Plaintiff EDELMAN & PICKER LLP

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor Attorney forPefendant

New York, New York 10022 A.W. CHESTERTON COMPAN
150 East 42™ Street

New York, New York 10017
212-490-3000
File No. 05335.00001

SO ORDERED,

4718659v.1

2

Y




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: 114297-97
NO OPPOSITION

Frank Lopilato SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Secti¢
3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY|
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant A.W. CHESTERTON COMPANY, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.
FILED

Dated: New York, New York

101

d

[/ 7- 10
= = FEB 19 201 .
(et avire S S N COUNT\{ cu CRKS OFF\CE % aﬂm
N Y ORK
-F¥aﬁk—6rtrz-Esq Dp ¢ /Vl /Lv,/k,pﬁ eyl ?hi 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. 05335.00001,

SO ORDERED,

Flon bt

5890058v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: : ~
! Index No.: 190131/10,
KENNETH R. HINSCH SR.
AND ;
MILDRED HINSCH 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, 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. F L E D
Dated: New York New York
201 FEB 192014
COUNTY CLERK'S, OFFICE
NEW YO?% é Z
e KersyarnM. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Kenneth R. Hinsch Sr. and Mildred Hinsch 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

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shefiry ﬁé}f ler

1122-23539




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + 1LA.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 190345/11,
JOSEPH FUSCO :
AND :
MARTHA FUSCO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve

and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursant ‘

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant,

Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, 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 Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls US

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

Dated: New York New York F E L E D

’A, ;

A 2erT
FEB 19 2014
COUNTY CLER S OF
NEW Y
w\c . ‘)"\- Matthew D. Sa ar, E8q.
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) Attorney for Defen ant
Joseph Fusco and Martha Fusco Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly ple
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc.
700 Broadway MCcGIvVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
New York, New York 10003 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

(212) 558-5500 / , Ngw York, New-York 10004

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SheW Klein Teitler

963

ad‘

1801




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

JOSEPH FUSCO
AND
MARTHA FUSCO

| Index No.: 190345/11,

| 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, dismiss

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

ing

on,

nst

defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
i\ 2

FILED

FEB 19 2014

COUNTY CLERK't #lc§7> .
NEW Y Lo g ~b efj;{/ %4%

-Fvu. v\t =\
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s)
Joseph Fusco and Martha Fusco
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Laura B. Hollman, E/{qV
Attorney for Defendant

The Fairbanks Company
McGIvNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(A2) 509-3456

Hon. Sh

L
inHerttér

504

-840 |



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: :
! Index No.: 190395/10,
ARTHUR R. EDWARDS :
AND i
JOANNE EDWARDS 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, dismissing “
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, 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, The Fairbanks Company, be athE St EheDy dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

014
Dated: Ne\7 Yoik, New York FEB 192
VAR A , M
: COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

fva_ w\o o"\"\ t Laura B. Hollman, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) Attorney for Defendant
Arthur R. Edwards and Joanne Edwards The Fairbanks Company
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

e

SO ORDERED,

504-672




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

1 (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
! Index No.: 190232/11,
LUCIANO DELUCA :
AND i
BARBARA A. DELUCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing |
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be an(# EanLaregrebdlsmlssed with prejudice and -

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014

Vs e

o COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

ﬁ:g,‘\ NEW YORK
e el Micole P. Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plalntlff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Luciano Deluca and Barbara A. Deluca Tishman Liquidating Corp.
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,

. -2383-29799




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
: Index No.: 190232/11,
LUCIANO DELUCA :
AND ;
BARBARA A. DELUCA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summ
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

1ry |

ng

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

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be a thE ste Ehﬁy dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

FEB 19 2014
Dated: New York, New York

V2615 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
el o-n Lé Keftyann M. Cook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Luciano Deluca and Barbara A. Deluca Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

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

SO ORDERED,

1122-214004 |




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.: 101029/07,

MARGARITA CAMBRELEN

i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summ

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this act
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs. F g L E D

ary

—

ng

on,

Inst

and

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
\\71. * l \-\ R QOV
L
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
C"‘Q& gt

S AN k o-K2z Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Margarita Cambrelen Tishman Liquidating Corp.
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,

2383-2

7660




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.: 101029/07,

MARGARITA CAMBRELEN
i 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 plainti
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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the saE age &ekEdi@sed with prejudice @d |

without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, New York
&‘7 vl 201/ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

£

ffs®

cre

nst

-(:- D Keook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Margarita Cambrelen 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 York46604

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

1235-2

2402




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.: 101029/07,
MARGARITA CAMBRELEN ,
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

t JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc.,
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,

hereby requests summ

pry
ing

on,

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
[z A4, 2018

-l =Nt
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Margarita Cambrelen
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

FILED

FEB 19 2014

& M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

1122-22874 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK: PART 30

NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOSEPH MARAIA and DIANA MARAIA,
Plaintiffs,
- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler
Index No. 190340/2011
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Lennox Industries, Inc. (“Lennox™), hereby requests summary

judgment in this action pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against Lennox wi

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

Ordered that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against Lennox b

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

Datedmrk, }\Iew York
A 2014

\__/

. Ratcliffe, Esq.

Brian T. Murnane, Esq.

WEITZ& LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU, LLP
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10016

(212) 558-5500 ‘ (212) 452-5300

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys forEm!ox %gg’uEes,B.

SO ORDERED:

HonOWeiﬂer, 1S.C.
i ’*) e e ”

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY II‘IZ(SjA;J 430
ASBESTOS LITIGATION .. 1
i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190518/11
MICHAEL LIGHTSY 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 agpinst

defendant Union Carbide Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. FILED

Dated: New York, New York

A0
Tan. 3\ 3 FeBiom
7
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC

W/ NEW YORK
Brehdar Tully, Esq. Jondthan B. Kromberg, Esq.
LEVY LIPS & KONIGSBERG LLP DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Union Carbide Corporation
800 Third Avenue 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10016
(212) 605-6200 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,

Hor"Sherif K Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK |
INRE:NEW YORKCITY ~ |NYCAL
AbBEiTO»SLlT]GATION ’ : | (Heitler, 1)
This Document Relates to: o Index No: 190469/12
Alfonso D’Auria
NG OPPOSITION SUMMARY ‘
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREF ORE defendant UninnCarbidé ’Cb‘rparzition hefcby requests ‘summ:iryk :
judgment in the above—enut[ed case, pursuam o le Practice Law and Rules Sectmn 3212 ,
dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Union Carbide Corporatmn with prejudace, l |
and there bemg no Opposmon thereto,

ORDERED that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and Cross c‘axms agamst

dei‘endant Union Carbide Cor;Emc!l lLinEe Qe are hereby dismissed with prejudlce and ;f S

without costs. i CEB 19 2014
Dated: New York New York OFFICE

Twa 2 2014-0uNTY CLCRK‘S

y @‘bo / NEWYORK

ug D. von Oiste, Esq. ‘ Judtth A Vavitz, Esq '
Karst & Von QOiste, LLP ‘ @Eﬂ‘/ RRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLYE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attome for Union Carbide Corporation ‘

- 19500 State Highway 249, Suite 420 116 East 27" Street, 12.' Fioor

Houston, TX 77070 New York, NY 10016

(281) 970-9988 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,




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: 190188/]
NO OPPOSITIOI

A. Dawn Chapman, as Personal Representative for the SUMMARY

Estate of Lewis Shaw, and A. Dawn Chapman, 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 prejudig

and without costs.
|LED

Dated: New York, New York F

[

[¢]

///zz//'{ Fe 19204
\ FICE SR~
LERK'S OF o Chnd
A7 7 e '

FramgrtisBsq. Jewn Richmend Julic Evans, Esq,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. WILSON, ELSER, MOSKOWITZ,
Att for Plaintiff EDELMAN & DICKER LLP
7OOOIr3nreo};d(\:$ay,a’1/g‘ lFloor Attorney for Defendant
New York, New York 10003 CARRIER CORPORATION

Fast 42™ Street
New York, New York 10017
File No: 10557.01005

SO ORDERED,

5589348v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' I.LA.S. Part 30

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
+ Index No.: 100233/03,

PAUL J. NENNO !
i 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 th ere

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.

FILED

FEB 19 2014

. FlCE
TYCLERK s OF

Dated: New, York, New York
\ / 2 ‘l.— \"\ s 201/

¥. S a\” \a Kerry@ »
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney Tor Defendant
Paul J. Nenno Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 S

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shmin Heitler

1235-28502




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

PAUL J. NENNO

' Index No.: 100233/03,

| 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, 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

without costs.

Dated: New Yorli, New York

l( v [\ ,20y

&

G - ‘(, [ 'h“*
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Paul J. Nenno
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

4

=

F tEhe Er:neée lﬁeby dismissed with prejudice al

FEB 19 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

4"

Ke Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Courter & Company, Inc.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

1122-23871




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

JAIME A. MUNOZ
AND
MARIA D. MUNOZ

; ‘
WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summarry

i (Heitler, J.)

' Index No.: 190341/11,

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

Judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissi ng

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this actid n,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
I v

FILED

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
/

Mg

Ik e-h(
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Jaime A. Munoz and Maria D. Munos
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED, __~

Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York New¥or

12) 509-3456

2383-29801!




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 30

. (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 190264/11,
FLOYD D. MACKEY :
AND ;
JUNE R. MACKEY 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, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actjon,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaxinstjj
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice alndj

without costs. F E L E D

D Y
ated: New ork New York FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

(«»-—»\t— - "““ - M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Floyd D. Mackey and June R. Mackey 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,

1122-24233 |




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.: 190264/11,
FLOYD D. MACKEY ’
AND !
JUNE R. MACKEY : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve .

and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursy

to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defend

ant

t,

Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, 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 agai1

defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls US

Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed Bvith E)rehglicEnthhout costs.

Dated: New York, New York

nst |

bA,

il s FEB 19 2014
Ce—\t o~h - & Matthew D. %aiypar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for D¢fendant
Floyd D. Mackey and June R. Mackey Atwood & Morrill Company
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 0 Broad Street-Suite 2300

New York, New York 10003 7

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509- 3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon.(She/r/y Klein Heitler

963-

86



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.: 190349/11,
MAYLAN KEENAN :
AND ;
AUDREY KEENAN 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, dismissing |

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this actipn, |

and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agai
defendant, The Fairbanks Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice 2

without costs. F g L E D

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
{ 1 1,! = 201,3/

— g

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
(\ rm———
& %«/}4 5& !fz/%/ ‘f;{»uu\__‘

Q.u.\f. -t Laura B. Hollman, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Maylan Keenan and Audrey Keenan The 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

SO ORDERED,

504-¢

st“

mdi

342




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 112154/02, 107169/02
WILLIE J. JONES :
AND 5
JOSEPHINE JONES NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summn
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this act

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice
without costs. F L E D

Dated: New York, New York
I ia o FEB 19 204

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

\ary

i

ng.

jon,

nst

and

@"A"’ MVl ——

T Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plalntlff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Willie J. Jones and Josephine Jones Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New-York 10004
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

2383-25{803




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.: 112154/02, 107169/02
WILLIE J. JONES ‘
AND ;
JOSEPHINE JONES 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 plainti
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 agal

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs. FIL ED

Dated: New York, New York

ffs’

ere

inst |

and

\/H[\-\ 2043 FEB 192014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Y o=hvo Keragg M~Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Willie J. Jones and Josephine Jones 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 .

Y

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

ih Heitler

1235-23838 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
Index No.: 112154/02, 107169/02
WILLIE J. JONES :
AND f
JOSEPHINE JONES 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, dismis ;ing‘;
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this actlon,;
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. F I L E D

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
/A R e
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
&erryans M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) f Attorney for Defendant
Willie J. Jones and Josephine Jones 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,

Hon. Q3 r

1122-24156




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ;
! Index No.: 190131/10,
KENNETH R. HINSCH SR. '
AND :
MILDRED HINSCH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., 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 Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F 5 L E D

Dated: New York, New York

Mz W 201 FEB 19 2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
& . NEW YOR7\/\/\/ Me/@/
G e \‘- o~ Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Kenneth R. Hinsch Sr. and Mildred Hinsch Tishman Liquidating Corp.
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,

Hof Shedfy KI&n Hitler

2383-29802 -




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.: 190131/10,
KENNETH R. HINSCH SR. '

AND

MILDRED HINSCH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Treadwell Corporation, hereby requests summary judgmen

L 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. F E L: E D

Dated: New York, New York FEB 192014
\z2 I ,20%

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
D& : NEW YORK
ek o be
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Kenneth R. Hinsch Sr. and Mildred Hinsch Treadwell Corporation
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 . New York 1000

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

1235-2,

3143




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : ILA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
» Index No.: 190440/11,

WILLIAM WRIGHT ;
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve |
and Controls USA, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuﬁint |
to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant,
Atwood & Morrill Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Controls USA, Inc., wrth i
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 Company, improperly plead as Weir Valve and Cgolﬂ A,

Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without Eéts

Dated: New York, New York FEB19 2014
(fra (A ,20}/ \4
S Ty CLERK'S OFFICE
EW YORK
e e-hi Maithew D. S par, Esq
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for endant
William Wright Atwood & Morrill Company
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
P) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

9631897 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

| NYCAL
' LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

WILLIAM WRIGHT

. (Heitler, J.)

 Index No.: 190440/11,

| 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, dismiss}

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this acti

and there being no opposition thereto,

ng

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 and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

FILED

e \X 2017 FEB 19 204
, E
COUNTY GLERK'S OFFIC
NEW YOFtK 4 7
X M;"’:'i; s { //’/
G fNEA g
~ . ) /,‘1 P
ek 2R Laura B. Hollman, E€q.
Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) Attorney for Defendant
William Wright The 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

SO ORDERED,

i

(212) 509-3456,
/

Hog. She

lef Heitler

504872




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

LOUIS J. POVODNICH
AND
MARYANN POVODNICH

i (Heitler, 1)

{ Index No.: 116021/07,

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary‘

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

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this actjon,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

F

Dated: New York, New York
m v ae—

COUNTY

ILED

FEB 192014

TY CLERKS QFFICE

NEW YORK WM’—/

and:

—\e -9"""\ -

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) «
Louis J. Povodnich and Maryann PoVodnich
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

T 238327776




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: :
i Index No.: 103009/08, 102703/96
DONALD T. SKELTON '
AND.
EILEEN C. SKELTON { 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 plaintiilfs’

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

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, Fargi t SE aDwreby dismissed with prejudice and

 without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, New York
,2014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

in

ere

nst

2ty 7 A SA

- Matthew MECINHep esy

orney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Donald T. Skelton and Eileen C. Skelton 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,

1235-14P31




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

| (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: i
: Index No.: 116021/07,
LOUIS J. POVODNICH :
AND ;
MARYANN POVODNICH 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 plainti]
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

tin
fs® |

Cre

nst

defendant, Treadwell Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F ! L E D

Dated: Ne\{v/\‘(.g\rl'(,\ I:I\ew York FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

ﬁ NEW YORK

F\' -~k - \g S
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Louis J. Povodnich and Maryann Povodnich 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

SO ORDERED,

Hon®

1235-22541 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION  LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: ':
! Index No.: 116021/07,
LOUIS J. POVODNICH :
AND 5
MARYANN POVODNICH 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, dismissi

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 F tlge ﬁw E thy dismissed with prejudice

without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, New York

Vij[\H L 0a—

&

Ben o o= Ke%gzamMCook Esq.

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
Louis J. Povodnich and Maryann Povodnich Courter & Company, Inc.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 k 10004

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

nd:

1122-23010 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

: (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: 5
: Index No.: 105718/02, 112277/02
WILLIAM J. PEACH :
AND !
PATRICIA PEACH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing .
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. Fl LE D

Dated: New York, New York
AT Al B FEB 19 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
| NSNS VR Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

William J. Peach and Patricia Peach Tishman Liquidating Corp.
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

SO ORDERED,

Hone lein Hotter

2383-25542AB !




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: 5
! Index No.: 105718/02, 112277/02
WILLIAM J. PEACH :
AND ;
PATRICIA PEACH 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 th

being no opposition thereto,

ere |

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. F g L E D

Dated: New York, New York

VICUAS B FEB 19 201
GOUNTY CLERKS 07505

auy Ny % el ; Kerrymadd=Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
William J. Peach and Patricia Peach 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 2) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

4ron. ¢ S@Ml’h’%ﬁr

1235-11

3168




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.: 105718/02, 112277/02
WILLIAM J. PEACH =
AND ;
PATRICIA PEACH : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summ

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., with prejudice in this act
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims aga
defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs. F E L E D

Dated: New York, New York
Vo ha o FEB 192014

L4

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

P 55

ing

on,

Inst

and

Beonle o =R~ K@M Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
William J. Peach and Patricia Peach 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

T07-5400

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherr; kl%i\n“ﬁeiﬂer

1122-1

3733 |




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 30

This Document Relates to:

JOSE A. OSORIO
AND
MARIA A. OSORIO

! (Heitler, J.)

' Index No.: 190364/11,

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, dismissing

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this actiJon, ;

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 :?nd |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
i e

o

FILED

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S FFICE
NEW YS@% o
S /7/

R VRNAY " Sy

ek o~ L
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Jose A. Osorio and Maria A. Osorio
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Laura B. Hollman, Esci/
Attorney for Defendant
The Fairbanks Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10

let

Heitler

504-L51 ‘




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION { I.A.S. Part 30

! (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: i
: Index No.: 100233/03,

PAUL J. NENNO :

: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

i JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary;

judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismis ;ing?

plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this action,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and |

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
‘,L‘—"',' -, 200

F

LED

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK W/{/

o "‘)‘\‘ (=

Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
Paul J. Nenno

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Tishman Liquidating Corp.
MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

2383-76117 i




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY , LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 98-118498
RICHARD H. DIMLER and CAROL DIMLER, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER |
ACandS, INC_, et al.,

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co.,Awith prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross cla
defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit

DATED: ”QM' New Brunswick, NJ

ng plaintiffs’

ims against

hout costs.

SO —
AW Q@Q %{\ x\x\@‘?\ %M
MELISSA BARRELLA, ESQ. ADAM RAFFO, .
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXE RG, PC
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiffs,
Attorneys for Defendant, Richard H. Dimler and Carol Dimler
Kohler Co. 700 Broadway
48 Walll Street, Suite 1100 New York, NY 1000

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED: F g L E E

FEB 19204

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN., DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY LA.S. Part 30
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190295/13

ROBERT BRENNAN AND BARBARA NO OPPOSITION

BRENNAN SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

WHEREFORE, defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as

Successor to Frick Company, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-en
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' compl
defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as Successor

Company, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

litled case,
int against

to Frick

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

defendant, York International Corporation, Individually and as Successor,

Company, be and the same areFreby &m&dm prejudice and without costs.

DATED: New York, N
”&[ QQ\”SW ork, New York CEB 19 201

FE \"/\\ TT—

Nk

NTY CLERK'S OFFlCE/%//_
“W-YORK

to Frick

ISSA R, BARRELLA. ESQ.

MELISSA BRYAN BELASKY, ESQ. /
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN BELLUCK & FOX, LLP

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, Robert Brennan and Barbara Brennan
York International Corporation, Individually 546 Fifth Avenue, Fourth Floor

and as Successor to Frick Company New York, NY 10036

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED:

@ Lo} *
IR A

“SHERBPKLEIN HEITLER, __ |




INSYNC

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.)

SARAH BODDEN, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate !
of TALMAGE M. BODDEN, and SARAH BODDEN,

Individually,  Index No. 190412/12
Plaintiffs, :
| NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT

{ MOTION AND ORDER

AERCO INTERNATIONAL, INC.,, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, KAISER GYPSUM COMPANY, INC., hereby requests

i

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. F ! L E D

Dated: New York, New York FEB 19 2014

iy 3
COUNTY CLERK'S FFICE / .
7T, / NERYORUAAAN AL A
Steven T. Corbin, Esq. Ezanni&atcliffe, Esq. (/ (/

Attorney for Defendant ttorney for Plaintiffs ‘

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc. Sarah Bodden, as Executrix for the Estate of

LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH LLP Talmage M. Bodden, and Sarah Bodden,

77 Water Street, 21st Floor Individually

New York, New York 10005 WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

(212) 232-1300 700 Broadway

File No. 29510.835 New York, New York 10003 g
8-5500 -

SO ORDERED

H n Heitler

4811-0186-2167.1




INSYNC LITIGATION SUPPORT

JAN 222014



A ]

)
JAN-13-2814 16:32 From: To: 2126056290 F’.3"8j

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: : NYCAL
. LA.S. Part 30
PHILIP THIBODEAU, : (Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler)
Plaintiff(s), : Index No.: 190436-12
-against- : NO-OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND
3M COMPANY f/k/a Minnesota Mining and : ORDER

Manufacturing Co., et al,,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. hereby requests summany

judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs complaint against defendant CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC. with prejudice, and thel
being no opposition thereto,

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

CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC, be, and the same are hereby, dismissed with prejudice and without

ILED
Dated: ‘]ﬁ/ﬂ/ Qs )Z(f "’/

=53
p———
LY

ew Yorl Ne - FEB 1 9 20
L -~
Nick Novack, Esq,  COUNTY CLERKS OF M. Kozin, Esg /
LEVY PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, Lﬂ‘]iEW YORK &L GATES LLP
Attorneys for Plamt:ffgs) / AttomMLDe‘fendant

800 Third Avenue, 11"
New York, NY 10022
(212) 605-6200

Floor CRANE PUMPS & SYSTEMS, INC.

ew York, NY 10022-6030
(212) 536-3900

SO ORDERED,

—
Hbon.




URIGINAL

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
(J. Sherry Klein Heitler)

This Document Relates to: : Index No.: 190048/13

WILLIAM 1. BODDEN NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

No evidence has been adduced in the course of product identification discovery that
William Bodden was exposed to an asbestos-containing product manufactured by Honeywell
International Inc., formerly known as AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to The Bendix
Corporation (“Honeywell”).

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York F ! L E D
Nan DY 2014

FEB 19 2014
McDermott Will & Emery LLP Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
% NEW YORK ,,:”"'M> . =
By: By! |\ o &—
Donald R. Pugliess, Esq. Patti Burshtyn, Esq.
340 Madison Avenue 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10173 New York, New York 10007
Attorneys for Honeywell International Inc. Attorneys for Plaintiff
fk/a AlliedSignal, Inc., successor-in-interest to

The Bendix Corporation

SO ORDERED

Honorable Sherry K{ein Hi




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.: 190440/11,

WILLIAM WRIGHT

| NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
| JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., with prejudice in this actipn,
and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims agaipst
defendant, Tishman Liquidating Corp., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F g L E D

Dated: New York, New York
\L»l\v\ ,zm/ FEB 19 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

R e K Nicole P. Wesselmann, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) " Attorney for Defendant
William Wright Tishman Liquidating Corp.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCcGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 P New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,

Hon. She%in\ﬂeiﬂer




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION i 1LA.S. Part 30

: (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: ;
: Index No.: 190440/11,

WILLIAM WRIGHT

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., hereby requests summ
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismiss
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 aga

without costs.

(
Dated: New York, New York FEB 19 2014
\l e e ‘ v\ 201
' COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

ing

on,

Inst

defendant, Courter & Company, Inc., bﬁndgthizsza:ﬁreby dismissed with prejudice and

_ _ & pet " —

C—»u. \ea—-no Keéfr ann M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant
William Wright 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 , 12¥509-3456
SO ORDERED,

1122-24060




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
SAM CHIARAVALLOTI 118278/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a ITV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purg

uant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN

INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoFois. L E D

Dated: New York, New York
/(-’ 2014

a

with

ainst

IGS,

M;ﬁi M “‘2’"‘ v CLERK'S OFFICE

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs \_Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN(
INC.

199 Water Street
. New York 10038
12) 5137788 e o

SO ORDERED,

Wrﬂ%ﬁeitler




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
1.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, I.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
KEVIN BARRETT 109675/99

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW Y(
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and k
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCT
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOR.AFOP! (E'NE @K, be and the samg
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, New York

\/ {© , 2014 COUN
N

CIERK'S OFFICE

DRK,
Rules

ION

ainst

p are

L >
JAMES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway ISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK
cet—

199 Water S

ew York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

ey g, AT O

e
)
o]




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

----- X (Heitler, 1.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.
FRANCIS ANTICOLI 114998/98

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendg
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. 4
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims aga
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN(

INC. be and the same are hereby dismisF wgh EjuE aDvithout costs.

Dated: New York, New York ‘
Vo 2014 FEB 19 201

INY% ‘
ant
int,

ith

nst

5S,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINq
INC.

199 Water

Bran

(212) 513-7738

SO ORDERED,

Houwe lein Heitler

S,




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.
RONALD P. McDONOUGH (Deceased) 15568/87
F ! L E D 6471/90
190050/09
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
e Ygfq AUGUST 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TV
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agajnst
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

\g= 2014
R

MES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway +_/TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. -
Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513- 7788
SO ORDERED,

W Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION i
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: i
JOHN G. NELSON and MARGARET NELSON, Index No. 190247-2012
wafind, L E D
-against- FEB 192014 g{?l\?l\l;igimON
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. etﬁlJ‘NTY CLERK'S OFFICE E)G(%EDD]{;II;MOTION
Defend,;'rilzt\év YORK
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, INC,
erroneously sued herein as “BELL & GOSSETT COMPANY”, hereinafter referred to as (‘ITT

CORPORATION”) and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and

predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”), her

request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there by

no opposition thereto,

nles

2ing

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.
Signed by Defendant: October 4, 2013
Signed by Plaintiff: ﬁ/mmy 25 201/ 1

Qarw\/

‘-l.- .\

R
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Genevieve MacSteel, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGUIREWOODSs LLP
Attorney(s) for Plaintiffs Attorney(s) for Defendant

1345 Avenue of the Americas, 7™ Floor
ork, New York 10105

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
Honorabit B




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ROBERT TEAGUE, .
Index No. 190131/2013
Plaintiff,
-against- NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
3M COMPANY, Individually and as Successor to Minnesota Mining JUDGMENT MOTION
and Manufacturing Company, et al., ' AND ORDER
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ITT CORPORATION f/k/a ITT INDUSTRIES, INC.,
erroneously sued herein as “IT.T. INDUSTRIES, INC., Individually and as successor ta
Bell & Gossett”, and its past and present parents, affiliates and subsidiaries and its
predecessors and successors in interest and its agents, heirs and assigns (“Defendant”)
hereby request Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Signed by Rlaintiff: ;Zﬁ@g 25 4%‘

Joseph BdllfideEsq. FEB 19 2014 2
BELLYCK & FOX L.L.P. MCGUIREWOODS LLP
Attotheyf for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Attorneys for Defendant

546 Fifsh Avenue, 4® Floor ~ NEW YORK ‘Avenue of the Americas
New York, New York 10036 7" Floor

(212) 681-1575 New York, NY 10105

(212) 548-2100

SO ORDERED,

P e wemg ae P TE—

HonorablehSke\m?kﬂﬁvHeitler




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

ANTHONY CUSUMANO and JOAN CUSUMANGO,

Plaintiff D
F ! L E NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
1A MOTION
vs. FEB 1920 WITH PREJUDICE
A.Q. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CSOUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
et al NEW YORK
Index No. 190348/2013
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, AVCO CORPORATION (“Avco”) hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint, and all cross-claims, against Avco, with prejudice and there
being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
Avco, be hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains, New York

December|3, 2013 F I L E D |

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GOLDBERG SEGALLA, LLP
FEB 19T

; j \ /& XUNTY CLERK'S OFHCE W
Daniel Wasserbergv - NEW YORK Andrew J. Sc 0
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway, 7" Floor ' Avco Corporation
New York, New York 10003 11 Martine Avenue, Suite 750
Phone (212) 558-5500 White Plains, New York 10606

one: (914) 798-5400
~ Fax:(914) 798-5401




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
DAVID W. PREMO 106580/02

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV|

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purquant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a \i:Et \ﬁOLDINGS,
El

INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witho cos

Dated: New York, New York FEB 19201
e
£ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
E NEW YORK
A —
FRANK ORTIZ JAMESEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street

New YorK,New York 10038 o
513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hor_8ferr§ Klein Heifler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
ARTHUR M. KEY 107680/00

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV{

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purquant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INF n/l/ah’_l‘\&ADY HOLDIN

INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and Witho]]gEcé)Sﬁs'g 2014

Dated: New York, New York
\|, > , 2014

OUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

with

ainst

GS,

JAMES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C e \
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

X
This Document Relates to:
F E L E D Index No.

SAMUEL J. HOPPER 107933/69
FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW-YORK X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YO
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCT]
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag:
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPOFTIPNEF FEWDPRK. be and the same
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FEB 192014
Dated: New York, New York

RK, !
ules

[ON

1inst

are

Lo , 2014 AK'S OFFICE
QRK
FRANK ORTIZ IMESEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK
199 Water Street

ew YOIk, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

D

SO ORDERED,

P B L A W
Y R ST
Pomd W LW




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

FIL ED Index No.

This Document Relates to:

RONALD GUSTAS 100026/10
FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTK&W YORK X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T]

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defenda\nt,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

v

ant

ith

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

& ;‘ R —

FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

199 Water Street

New Yor ew York 10038

SO ORDERED,

Hon Iry Klein Heitler




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to: E D
F E L Index No.
ROBERT P. FLYNN 190279/10
FEB 19 204

NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendapt,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with |
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against !
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
t j L 2 . 2014

FRANK OR
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

T
ESEDWARDPS—
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.

199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
212

SO ORDERED,




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
SR T ... X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F g L E D
Index No.
WILLIAM H. FIELDS cEB 19 20 190140/10
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T]

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defenda]nt,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

=

[v

ith

st

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

‘(,.9 '__%2014

AMES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street

New York, New 038

SO ORDERED,

ant |



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
ROGER FARTHING 116746/07

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purs
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defend
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. 1

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

TV
hant |
ant, :

with .

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. rFa ITEEEF ﬁOLDIN

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

Dated: New York, New York FEB 19 2014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

—

GS,

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS ’
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.

199 Water Stree

<

N\
SO ORDERED, Ay,
Sher Kﬂ@mﬁeiﬂer




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates tgs L E D
F % Index No.
THOMAS COWHEY 190029/10
g 2014
FEB 1 NO OPPOSITION
< OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERS§KO MOTION AND ORDER
NEW.Y X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purslfant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defend
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. 1
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims aga
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\l2 , 2014

ant,

with

inst

GS,

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

12) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Wlein Heitler




536.23654/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein ]
This document reg?t%s %t: E D :
JAMES W. HILER, ‘ :  Index No.: 190013/10
| 9 20
Plalntiff?Egﬁ' : (August 2013 Monthly FIF(
‘ picé  Trial Group)
NEW YORK :
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Defendants.

Heitler)

NS

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,| hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
patep: ‘e
East Hanover
FRANK M. O
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff GAROFALO & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
ox 438

East Hanover, New Jersey 0]

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Shefry Klein Heitler

193§




536.23949/AIM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30

This document relates to:

: Index No.: 190246/10
LARRY V. GUMAER, Deﬁs%dgmw E D
& ' (August 2013 Monthly FIFQ
Plaintiff, : Trial Group)

vs. FEB 192014 -
: NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR CO@S@W&QQMS OFtICESUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
et al., , AND ORDER
NEW YORK
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

hereby

requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plajintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

with

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation

be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : /e 1

East Hanover,

STEPHEN F. 0% ESQ.
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporatiol

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff

=]

iV

72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suitg
P.O. Box 438

SO ORDERED,

HonorabTe Sﬁérry Klein Heitler

350

East Hanover, New Jerséy,07936

S




536.22498/AJdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30

This document relates to:

MATTEO J. GUILIANO,HJ;cgased, : Index No.: 190010/08
Plaintiff, D (August 2013 Monthly FIFQ
vs. : Trial Group)
FEB 19 2014
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION, .  NO OPPOSITION
et al., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFicE SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. NEW YORK : AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

hereby

requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plafintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatiopn, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

FRANK M. ORTI
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporatiol
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suitg
P.O. Box 438 e 2T
East Hanover; New Jersey.0]

SO ORDERED,

aims and

be and

ts.

=)

v

2 350

7936




536.08698/AdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein

This document relates to: :
JACK ELDON GILL, DEegseiln,a E i-"

Plaintiff, fgp 192014

106740/00
121978/99

Index No.:

vs. (August 2013 Monthly FIF

Heitler)

~g Trial Group)
'S OFFICE
UNITED CONVEYOR é%ﬁ#&‘q éﬁo :
et al., NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,| hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursguant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
DATED: \/ e L 19\

East Hanover,
ﬁ: ‘ = S
FRANK M. ORT1Z, ES STEPHEN F. BA MO, .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
Attorneys for Plaintiff GAROFALO & FLINN
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Sulite 350
P.O. Box 438
/ 936

East Hanover, New Jersey 07

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler




536.12666/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates tE: E Em gE

NYCAL
IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein §

CONRAD J. FASSETT, Deceased, : Index No.: 114784/02
FEB 19 2014 106691/02
Plaintiff, :
vs. CLamdsoﬁﬁggust 2013 Monthly FIFQ
COUNTY YORK Trial Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATIONI\,\EW :
et al., NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purs

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla%

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio#

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clg

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

patep: t/te {1+
East Hanover,

STEPHEN F. BAL 0,
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
GAROFALO & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue,
P.O. Box 438
East Hanover,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

New Jersey 0

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

Suite

J

leitler)

hereby
uant to
intiff's
n, with
aims and
be and

ts.

350

936




536.10337/AdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30

This document relates to:

THOMAS DOHERTY, F E L E :Dlndex No. : 122138/01

102763/02
Plaintiff, :
FEB 19204 (August 2013 Monthly FIFQ
vs. : Trial Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORE E\?SF?KO}:F‘CE
et al., : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. . AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

hereby

requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursguant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

with

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

FRANK M. ORTIZ,
WEITZ & LUXENBER
Attorneys for Plaintif GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation

P.O. Box 438

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

East Hanover, New Jersey 07936

pggle Rock Avenue, Suite 350




536.09775/AdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein H

This document relates to:

?dL E; Dndex No. : 120389/01
. 124443/01

JOHN L. CATTERSON, D

Plaintiff, : 101424/07
FEB 197014
vs. :  (August 2013 Monthly FIFQ
o A Flg‘l::rial Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORSSMNIYIR-ERKS QF
NEW YORK
et al., :
NO OPPOSITION
Defendants. : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

AND ORDER

eitler)

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, | hereby
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clgims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,| be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

A
;EE:;Y:'

FRANK M. ORTIZ, ESQ. STE%EN F.%BA%AM?J? ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,

Attorneys for Plaintiff GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,.-: |-

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue,  Suite 350
P.O. Box 438 R
East Hanover, New Jersey 07

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler

936




-

- SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
This Document Relate@: 3 & (Heitler, )
HAROLD VOETSCH, ) Index No. 190045-2011
i_\:B 3 9 3_3“:5:
Plgintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-agamst— NTY CLER cRK's OFFIC SUMMARY JUDGMENT
cou NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants,
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY incorrectly U.S.
PLYWOOD CORPORATION hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules §3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against
INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY incorrectly s/b/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
INTERNATIONAL PAPER COMPANY incorrectly s/h/a U.S. PLYWOOD CORPORATION,
be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains, New York

,2014
WEITZ§L LUXENBERG, P.C. J GA L/} [ &MILLER, P.C.
By ol By Dated_g~ ‘|
FMOMEST R Qh John S Rand Esq. 7
700 Broadway P B & \h 99 Court Street
New York, New York 10003 " White Plains, New York 10601
(212) 509-3456 (914) 946-8900
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant INTERNATIONAL

7 PAPER COMPANY
SO ORDERED: '/ / ,

Hon. Sherry Klein Hei?l'c/r\,m. Dated:

Lygily



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.: 190319-10
PAUL M. KERRISSEY, as Executor of the NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Estate of DONALD SEWARD CAMPBELL, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
deceased, ORDER
Plaintiff(s), F E L E D
-against-
FEB 19 204
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
RK'S OFFICE
Defendants. COUNTY CV‘QEYORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP., hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismis
plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, VELAN VALVE CORP., with prejudice, and there b

no opposition thereto,

sing

eing

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

without costs.
Vi7)14

Dated:
ew York, New York
—_—
/
Jos B&lluck, Esq. Tim—éﬁy Coughlan, Esq.

and

UCK & FOX LLP FORMAN PERRY WATKINS KRUTZ
Attomeys for plaintiff(s) & TARDY, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4® Floor Attorneys for Defendant
New York, New York 10036 VELAN VALVE CORP.
(212) 681-1575 328 Newman Springs Road

Red Bank, NJ 07701
(732) 852-4400

SO ORDERED,

Judge Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ARTHUR LETTOW, Index No.: 190437-11
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismiss

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, VELAN VALVE CORP. with prejudice, and there being

opposition thereo,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs. Lm E D
Dated: l//‘]//‘f F ‘ N
ew York, New York CEB 19 ﬁ?%‘?‘

W\_ TG
i~y CLEREE e %ﬁﬁ
Joseph Belluck, Esq. OURTT 5 vORK  Timothy Coughlan, Esq.

B Y

BELLUCK & FOX LLP FORMAN PERRY WATKINS
Attorneys for plaintiff(s) KRUTZ & TARDY, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 VELAN VALVE CORP.

(212) 681-1575 328 Newman Springs Road

Red Bank, New Jersey 07701
(732) 852-4400

SO ORDERED,

Judge Sher}'ﬁ(l\e{ﬂ’i-leitler o

5ing

I N0




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

GEORGE A. PAINTER and BETTY G. PAINTER,
Plaintiff,
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.,

Defendant(s).

Index No.: 190344/2009
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

"“FILED

FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in’

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

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, VELAN VALVE CORP. with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereo,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and witl?out

costs.

Dated: l/”/’\{

York, New Yo

Jose;Zf(léglluck, Esq.

BELLUCK & FOX LLP
Attorneys for plaintiff(s)

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

J /%_”
Timothy Coughlan, Esq.
FORMAN PERRY WATKINS
KRUTZ & TARDY, LLP
Attorney for Defendant
VELAN VALVE CORP.

328 Newman Springs Road

Red Bank, New Jersey 07701 . .,

(732) 852-4400

gyt

Jiaat




536.10562/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30

This document relates to:

HARY J. TYNAN, F % %m E, D Index No.: 106275/02

120388/01
Plaintiff, _ :
FEB 1920 :  (August 2013 Monthly FIFO
vs. g Trial Group)
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOEMTYSRK
et al., . NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
Defendants. :  AND ORDER

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, |hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursyant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation)

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

with

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

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, |be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

patep: Ve | 1

East Hanoy® New Jers

I ,

Y

ERAAATD

. STEPHEN F. TESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
Attorneys for Plaintif GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation |- ...
72 Eagle Rock Avenue; - Sulte[ﬂg_;

438

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Ei%rry Ylein Heitler

East Hanover, New”jeiééy25§936




536.07705/AJdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
IAS PART 30

This document relates to:

JOHN A. SORENSEN, ﬁc%

Plaintiff,

115634/01
111218/01

a%gd Index No.:

ED

FEB 19 2014

vs. Trial Group)

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPOWAY YORK

et al., NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purs

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plai

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatior

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cla

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cost

DATED:
East Hanov

FRANK M. ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plainti
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
GAROFALO & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suitel
P.O. Box 438 28

East Hanover, New Jersey 07

SO ORDERED,

Honorabl eggy/Klein Heitler

(August 2013 Monthly FIFQ

(Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)

hereby
uant to
ntiff's
1, with
ims and
be and

LS.

Vo N

)36




536.13040/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein |Heitler)

E D Index No.: 110269/02

126736/02

This document relates to:

THOMAS M. RAISH, De&age

3
| oA ai
G}

Plaintiff, ¢fR19 2014
(August 2013 Monthly FIFD

vs. NT{CLERWS(]quETrial Group)
cou YORK °
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORA%?%N, : NO OPPOSITION
et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor 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, United Conveyor Corporation, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clalims and

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, |be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED : ‘/" ((“\

East HanovergmNew Jersey

FRANK M. Qpnehoe
WEITZ & LUXENBERG '
Attorneys for PlaintifrT

GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,

e GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite B5S0O

—Box 438 Lo
East Hanover, New Jersey 07986

SO ORDERED,

Klein Heitler




536.10337/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)
This document relates tq: E:’
FILED
LUIS R. QUINTERO, i : Index No.: 102739/02

122138/01
plaintiff, FEB 1Y 2 /
E(August 2013 Monthly FIFQ

g OFFICE "
vs. COUNTLétﬁagﬁK ; Trial Group)
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al., : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. :  AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

hereby

requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plai

ntiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all clgims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,| be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
patep: /e A
East Hanovyg New Jerse

* STEPHEN F. LSAMO; ESQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG - GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,

Attorneys for Plaintiff GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite| 350
P.O. Box 438 R £
ast Hanover, New Jersey 07936/

o oesnd d
s

SO ORDERED,

herry“YKlein Heitler




536.13697/AdM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein Heitler)
This document relatF tg%ﬂ E D
NORMAN L. NEWKIRK, : Index No.: 109070/00
9701 : 122188/99
Plaintiff, FEB 19 :
: (August 2013 Monthly FIFOQ
vs. COUNTYCkﬁigifﬁfK:Trial Group)
NE .
UNITED CONVEYOR CORPORATION,
et al., : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. . AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purguant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

intiff's

n, with

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and
crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation, be and
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cogts.
DATED: \//C( R
East Hanoge®, New Jersey

. STEP%EN F. BALSAMO, %SQ.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG WG, GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,

Attorneys for Plainti GAROFALO & FLINN

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporation 7
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suite 350
P.O. Box 438 SEE B
East H

ver, New Jgrgeyﬁg'

SO ORDERED,

HonordblfSherry Klein Heitler

1936




536.12891/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : IAS PART 30
: (Honorable Sherry Klein

This document relates to:

GERALD L. MIESOWIC? % %ﬂ E D Index No.: 107451/00

122186/99
Plaintiff, \4
;Eg'kgz“ : (August 2013 Monthly FIF
vVs. Trial Group)
Ks(ﬁﬂ:CE
UNITED CONVEYOR cm@ﬂ@@w,oﬂ\&
et al. : NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION

Defendants. : AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,

Heitler)

hereby

requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pur#uant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla

intiff's

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporati&n, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation

Fims and

be and

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

parep: N[ w LA+
East Hanover, gi

GARRITY, GRAHAM MURPHY
GAROFALO & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
New York, New York 10003 United Conveyor Corporatio
FEagle Rock Avenue, -Suit
.0. Box 438 L
over, New Jersey O

WEITZ & LUXENBERG &
Attorneys for Plainti
700 Broadway

SO ORDERED,

Honorable SFErry Klein Heitler

v

e 350

7936




536.22799/AJM
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

IAS PART 30

(Honorable Sherry Klein
Heitler)

This document relates to:

RONALD P. McDONOUGH, DFeEst E Q
dex No.:

Plaintif£,

15568/87
: 6471/90
FEB 192014 190050/09
vs. X
gust 2013 Monthly FIF(

UNITED CONVEYOR CORpﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁlERKS(“$ #5al Group)

et al. NEW YORK

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
AND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Corporation,

defendant, United Conveyor

requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, purs

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla

Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation
the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

DATED: \ { (
East‘Hanqvf“'

GARRITY, GHAHAM, MURPHY
GARQOFALO & FLINN
Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporat101
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Sult(
P.O. Box 438
' Hanover,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

New Jersey 0

SO ORDERED,

Honorable Sherry ﬁieln Heitler

hereby

suant to
intiff's
with

n,

aims and
be and

ts.

1

19§§

CRPS U | M




536.06460/AJM

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL

IAS PART 30
(Honorable Sherry Klein

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

FELED

WILLIAM LONG, Index No.: 122024/98

Plaintiff, (August 2013 Monthly FIF
FEB 19 2014 Trial Group)
vSs. :
CQ‘ gyg\( CLERK'S OFFIGE NO OPPOSITION
UNITED CONVEYOR Qﬁﬁ@i@ﬁ& : SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION
et al., AND ORDER
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, United Conveyor Corporation,
requests summary Jjudgment in the above-entitled case, pur;
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing pla
Complaint against defendant, United Conveyor Corporatio
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all cl

crossclaims against defendant, United Conveyor Corporation

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

DATED: \/ . !

East Hanover,

STEPHEN F. FEA o, Q.
GARRITY, GRAHAM, MURPHY,
GAROFALO & FLINN

Attorneys for Defendant,
United Conveyor Corporatio
72 Eagle Rock Avenue, Suit
p-O. Box 438 E
East Hanover,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Honofable Sherry Klein Heitler

New Jerggx;g

Heitler)

hereby
suant to
intiff's
n, with
aims and
be and

st s,




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

_____ - R, '¢
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
1.A.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: F % am E D
: Index No.
GABRILL CINTORINO 100081/08
FEB 19 2014
NO OPPOSITION
'g OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUngV‘;,EngK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. wk/a TT

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defenda
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agai
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN(
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

ant
nt,

ith |

nst

bS,

\ , 2014

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788 g TR e

SO ORDERED,

Hog. Sh Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

DONALD D. CIMATO F ! L E D 112912-1998

NO OPPOSITION

FEB 192014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

COUNTY CLERKS OFEICE
NEW YORK .
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YO

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and R
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCT
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag
defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, be and the samsg
hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
s [vH 2014

RK,
.ulesz

ION

ainst

are

FRANK ORTIZ JAMESEPWARDS S ———___
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* | AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs . Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION NEW YORK
D9-Water Street

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
__________________________________________________ — . (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: b
% g L E Index No.
GEORGE BRADY 190115/08
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
! ERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTKIF?V%I YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with-

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

inst

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New Yorl], New York

LA 2014

FRANK ORTIZ ’/\J ES EDWARDS T

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, . AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ' Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway “TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.

199 Watgrstréet

SO ORDERED,




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

------------------------------------------- LEDX (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to; F E

Index No.
DOUGLAS BEGBIE FER 19 201 190168/09
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purshant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. yith
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims aga inst
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York New York

Ly ﬁ .

FRANK OR1 1Z s

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC.u7k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Séerr/y/l{d/ein Heitler BETCNS B E L




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
i (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F
E Eﬂ E D Index No.
DONALD D. WILSON 107168/02
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
LERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNT\!\(ISW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a[TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

with

ainst

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New Y rk New York

f‘agm
LA —

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & C UCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shésgwi{;@’i&’ﬂeiﬂer

EALTY HOLDINGS,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

X
This Document Relates to: F ; L E D
Index No.

JAMES C. TOMASELLO 105718/02
FEB 1912014
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/aTTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purguant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

with

ainst

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. %AUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 W

W York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. SHerr§/KletmHeitler

B S ST :
Pl owb VAW

.o emy




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
VALENTE TENORE 105465/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a [TV

REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

Lo 2014
& >
FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street~
Ne rk, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
1.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: v
F L E D Index No.
JAMES V. TEMPIO 111679/08
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT]
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a

TV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defen
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

lant,

with

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

o 2014
! —— —
JAMESEDWARDS

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

199 Water

ork, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S@yﬁlein}feitler




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
_ X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relatdgafo: §
F = i‘ E D Index No.
PAUL SCULLY 190146/10
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursu

ant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York
e 7&,%‘_014
d N EH » 3 ]

™

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
torneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water S/ttcet""
k7 New York 10038
) 513-7788
SO ORDERED,




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

X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
--------- (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F ] L E D
Index No.
WILLIAM F. SCHOONBECK SR. 123987/94
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

e ;:?»2{)14
P R
_/’)

FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

oY w York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
F ! L E D Index No.
RAYMOND R. ROWLING 102118/07
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S %EFICE SEPTEMBER 2013 FIFO

NEW YORK
WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T]

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursug
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defenda
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

'V

nt,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

_Uiro , 2014 /&

FRANK ORTIZ MES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant

700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
Néw York 10038
2) 513-7788
SO ORDERED,

ant

ith .



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ™)
F g L E . Index No. 07-114934
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WAYNE PAUL COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ___ JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

o~

By: By:
Samuel Goldblag/ssq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C% NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountai za, Suite 500

alo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED),

Hon. Sher in Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
| 1.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
assestos LimicaTion = | L E D
Index No. 07-116167
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
GENE PLANK COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle)
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
, 2013

By: "\ , By:
o ) V- Samuel dblatt, ﬁsq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. <} Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100 .. 7L

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

j o=y




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

_____________________ - S, '
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

[.LA.S. Part 30
........................................................................ X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:

F g Index No.
DONALD E. MCCORMICK SR, : 190195/09
FEB 1920 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER

.................................... NEW YORK _x NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T1

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursug

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agair
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
T\, 2014

A%

nt

th

1St

EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

FRANK ORTlZ @
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

199 Water Street

New York,XNew York 10038
7y 513-7788 \

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: E
F % L D Index No.
SALVADOR MARTINEZ JR. 120327/99
FEB 19 201
.3 OFFICE NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLE\?OKF?KOF SUMMARY JUDGMENT

NEW MOTION AND ORDER

........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursugnt
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with -
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendans, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, Ngw York
VA 2014

FRANK ORTIZ L il N
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P Cc.H
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

HMU T Y DEMERS & McMANUS
Auorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.

199 Water Stre

(212) 513- 7788

SO ORDERED, P ) /5

l@on/b}@x@’ém Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
: : Index No.
JAMES LA DELIA F L E 121776-97
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK,

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCT
CORPORATION OF NEW YORK with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims ag

defendant, TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION OF NEW YORK, be and the samg

—

hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York( New York
LU 2014

[ON

ainst

are

FRANK ORTIZ ES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C™™

o MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CORPORATION OF NEW YORK

199 Water Street

W 1

NG v s 1V
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X

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

------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, I.)

This Document Relates 1o:

Index Nos.
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON F g L E D 125779/99, 104693/00

FEB 19 2014
NO OPPOSITION

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\(24 2014

>4 L) [0 L
FRANK ORTIZ JAMES EDWARDS. ———n
WEITZ & LUXENBERG *Pwen HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Atorneys for Plaintifts Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

199 Water Street
New-rork, New York 10038 « oo |7 =i,
(212) 513-7788 : o e W e

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
---------------------------------------------- I . (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F % iﬂ E ﬂ
Index No.
CHARLES W. FRICK FEB 19 2014 190120/08
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuapt

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. wi

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Pated: New York, I‘\J‘(zw York
L ;"L , 2014

£y

v

h

" #l

JAMESEDWARDS
j{MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

FRANK ORY1Z
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS
INC.
199 Water Street

New York, Ne
-7788

SO ORDERED,

HopeARfersyKlefnAeitler

>




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
----------------------------------------------------------------- X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F E
' L E D Index No.
JOHN FREEMAN, SR. 126682/02
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

\" £

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\ ( 2 2014

O : A oot AMES EDWARD —
WEITZ & LUXENBERC F' HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs o Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS|
INC.

199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-77

QQ
(2L

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to: E D
F % L Index No.
THOMAS FRANZONE 106972/08
19204
FEs NO OPPOSITION
.« OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLER*SF?KO MOTION AND ORDER

---------------------------------------- NEW Y X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T1

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursua

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendan

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaiy
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING

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

\

Dated: New Yorli, New York
o 2014

'V

nt

—

’

th

1St

‘ ¥ s JAMESEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway \ TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS

INC.
199 Water Str

SO ORDERED,

y




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

__________ S, ‘¢
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30
_____________________________ - X (Heitler, J1.)
This Document Relates to:
F E L E D Index No.
WILLIAM FALKENMEYER 190116/10
14
FEB 1 92 NO OPPOSITION
E SUMMARY JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC MOTION AND ORDER

_____________________________________________________ NEWYORK __x NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a ]
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitied case, purs
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defend
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC.

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

[TV
nant
ant,

with

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDIN

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

GS,

FRANK ORTIZ

" g JAMES EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, p.Ce

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. 0/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC —

ork, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

e Sherf X bitcr




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

____________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------ -- (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F E L E ﬁ
Index No.
JOHN B. EFFINGER 105715/02
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursugnt

—

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendan
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaiJust
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\l 14, 2014

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C"
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

JAMES EDWARDS
MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
ttorneys for Defendant

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLD’HH\J/G/SF,
INC.
199 Water

~York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

s O e g
Lowd WLy




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 30
-------------------------------------------------------- .__ -X (Heitler, J.)
‘This Document Relates to: F % L E D

Index No.
RONALD R. DOEDEMA cep 19 201 107099/02

CE NO OPPOSITION
QUNTY CLERKS OFF SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COP NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

----------------------- X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursueJ

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaif
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING

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

—

\Y

nt

th

1t

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, ™

JAMES EDWARDS
HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

~ Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS

INC. et

pew York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shé-r-rf %in\ﬁeMer o




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

1.A.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, I.)
This Document Relates to: E D

F ! L Index No.
ARTHUR C. CLARK, JR. 106691/02
B 192014
FE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
, E
COUNTY CLERKF?KOFF‘C MOTION AND ORDER

e NEWYORR X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV

REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

\(~» , 2014

FRANK ORTIZ J S EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG™™ MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintitfs * ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. w/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

199 Water Street

ork, New York 10038
2 (212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon/ Sheg yk’?e\léﬁlleitler

A5 LS
A v 4




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.LA.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, 1.)
This Document Relates to:
F E L E D Index No.
SIMON J. UHT : 127674/02
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
----------------------- -- X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T1
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursug
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defenda
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

'V

ANt

nt,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

2 v 2014
O& ‘ [
& —
FRANK ORTIZ v AMES EDWARDS —
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788 R ke a W )
SO ORDERED,

/4
Hon. Shefry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 30

X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.

MICHAEL D. TESORIERO F E_ E D 107006/02

FEB 1920i4 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
co NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

NEWYORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TITV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defend4nt,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

inst

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

h 7,"\ 2014 2

FRANK ORTIZ SEDWARDS —
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, MUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
tt

Attorneys for Plaintiffs orneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. $herry Klein Heitler




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

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

This Document Relates to:

JOHN SULLIVAN F L E D 11[11(1361(31(\)179553

FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTS ngEngSKOFHCE MOTION AND ORDER
. X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, purshant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with‘
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York
L2 2014

AMES EDWARDS
AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, K

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway “ TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,

Hon. é’ﬁe{r& KlemAHeitler

)
‘L j




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

______________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.LA.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F
! Ln E D Index No.
ROMEO A. PETTINELLI 118400/98
FEB 192014
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLE\?C‘)‘RSKOFF‘CE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursud

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. w

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: New York, New York

.s‘i% ’ 2 4

l‘v

S’

FRANK ORTIZ '
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS
INC.

199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788 :

SO ORDERED,

M@rry Klein Heitler ‘ g R




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

RALPH E. PAUL
FEB 192014

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NE

W YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York

&Q L2014

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,

——————— X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Heitler, J.)

Index No.
107400/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

/%

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS|,
INC.

199 Water Street
Jew York 10038

TRy




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
------------------------------------------------ R ¢ (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to: F ! L E D
Index No.
DENNIS F. PADULA 101177/99
FEB 192014
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE NO OPPOSITION
NEW YORK SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
----------------------- - X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT]

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendan
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. wi
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims again
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, 7ew York
Y4, 2014

A
N

7

\

FRANK ORTIZ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Autorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION

New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS
INC.

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

199 Water Stree I R A o 1|

ork. New York 10038

SO ORDERED,

HOILS%U\M Heitler

(212) 513-7788 A IR




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

___________________ . X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
........................................................................ X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index Nos.
THOMAS O’CONNOF ! L E D 122202/99, 112730/00
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
.................................... NEW Y ORK - mmemmmmemenemee X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TT\V

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

=3

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendan
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

> £}

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDING
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
\’ i , 2014
4 C )

Sl

ES 2@\@3\
MUTY, DEMERS & McMA —

Attorneys for Defendant

FRANK ORTIZ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS
INC.

199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788 = - g

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X

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

------------------------------------------------------------------------ X (Heitler, J.)

This Document Relates to:

RICHARD L. NASH FiL ED Il%dé?oﬁf’éz

FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
............................................ NEW.YORK. ._________.x NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV
REALTY HOLDINGS, 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,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agaipst
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\ (v 2014 /

FRANK ORe# > o AMESEDWARDS .
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. )
199 Wate et N -

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
-------------------------------------- X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
Index Nos.
PAUL MILLER F ! L‘ E D 122079/97, 190174/09
FEB19 20 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
............................................ NEWYORK __ x NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursy
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defends
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. v

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

TV

ant

ant,

ith

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agajnst
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
A2 20

_—-
FRANK OR JAMESEPWARDS —— —————
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ttorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV. REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.
99 Water Street~ ...

New York, New York 10038 =~
(212) 513-7788 B

SO ORDERED,

Hon.W}ieitler R R J




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

________________________________________________________________________ X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
SR X (Heitler, J.)
This Document Relates to:
F E L E D Index No.
BART M. MICELI 100057/99
FEB 19 2014
NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
........................................................................ X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T

TV

REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursyant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant,
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims agajnst |
defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York ew York
FRANK O] 112 £ TATSEOWARDS —
WEITZ & LUXENBFRG AMMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs torneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
ew York, New York 10038
212) 513-7788
TR
Wob 5:;‘4

SO ORDERED, o Al




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
ST I (Heitler, I.)
This Document Relates to: F g L E B
Index Nos.
THOMAS R. MERGENHAGEN FEB 1 9 2014 126685/02
. FICE
COUNTY CLERSF?KOF NO OPPOSITION
NEW Y SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X NOVEMBER 2013 FIFO

WHEREFORE, defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a T
REALTY HOLDINGS, INC., hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursy

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defends

v

ant |

int,

TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS, INC. with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New Yor!k, New York
N2 2014

R ——

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant

FRANK ORTIZ et
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New
513-7788
SO ORDERED,




COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW
44 WALL STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10005

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, BELDEN WIRE AND CABLE COMPANY, LLC (h¢
“Belden”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civi
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff's Complaint against defendant, Bel

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

defendant, Belden, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without cos

COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP

THOMAS A. RHAAIGAN, ESQ.
Attorneys for Defefidant
Belden Wire and Cable Co.
Fifth Avenue 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005
(212) 681-1575 '

SO ORDERED,

Honofa{ﬁe S ein Héitler

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY '
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
ABRAHAM FREI%D,% L & D INDEX NO.:
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
FER 19 201 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- o o ‘ ~ MOTION AND ORDER
. E ‘
CLERK'S OFFIC
M COMPANY,CEQUKTLLEW YORK
Defendants.
X

creinafter
| Practice

den, with

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

ts.




COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFPNEY LLP
ATTORNEYS-AT.LAW -
44 WALL STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10005

UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

defendant, Belden, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c¢

COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP

WHEREFORE, defendant, BELDEN WIRE AND CABLE COMPANY, LLC (I

ICOUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY v
ASBESTOS LITIGATION _
X .
ANTHONY CISEK and MARY ANN CISEK, INDEX NO.: 190050/12
Plaigtiff NO OPPOSITION
F E gm E D SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
B 014
3M COMPANY, ET AL, FEB 192 _
COUNTY CL 'S QFFICE
NEW ﬁﬁga“ls' X

ereinafter

—=—

“Belden”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CiYil Practice

Law and Rules Section 3212, diémissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant, Belden, with

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

hSts.

THOMAS A. RHATIFAN, ESQ
Attorneys for Defendant

Belden Wire and Cable Co.
546 FYfth Avenue 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10005

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,




| SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

NEW YOF%

WHEREFORE, defendant, Beiden Wire and Cabie Company, hereby requests

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

defendant, Belden Wire and Cable Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with|

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

(=29 -z0iM

LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP
G i al. /4%
1 B%%AN TULLY, ESQ. THOMAS A. RHYTIGAN, ESQ.
| Attéroeys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Frank DeSantis Belden Wire and Cable Company

800 Third Avenue 44 Wall Street

New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10005

SO ORDERED,

COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP |
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW

44 WALL STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10005

'COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
FRANK DESANTIS and PATRICIA DESANTIS, Index No.: 190311/09
Plaintﬁ, E L E D
-against-
‘ FEB 19 2014
BONDEX INTERNATIONAL, et al., NO OPPOSITION

< orriceSUMMARY JUDGMENT
DefGRtMiTy CLERKS O OTION AND ORDER

sumrnary

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

dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against defendant, Belden Wire and Cable Company, with

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

prejudice




}EVYJHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG

DOCUMENTS WERE RECEIVED BY:
~Z MAIL ___EXPRESS, __ CERTIFIED __UP*
— FEDEX __ DHL __BY-HAND ON:



COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFRNEY LLP
ATTORNEYS-AT-LAW
44 WALL STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10005

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION |
n . X - :
ROBERT TEAGUE, FilE DINDEX NO.: 1901
Plaintiff, - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUD(
-against- FEB19204  MOTION AND O
3M COMPANY, ET AL., COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, BELDEN WIRE AND CABLE COMPANY, LLC., s

31/13

SMENT
RDER

ued herein

as “BELDEN WIRE & CABLE CO.” (hereinafter “Belden”), hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintifP’s Complaint against defendant, Belden, with prejudice, and there being no |opposition

thereto.

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

defendant, Belden, be and the same are hereby dismissed With prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

-2 =20

COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP

7

w . LU,

THOMAS A.RH GAN, ESQ
Attorneys for Defendant

Robeft Teague | Belden Wire and Cable Co.
546 Fifth Avenue 44 Wall Street .
New York, NY 10036 , . New York NY -1 0005

(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Honorabl §E ‘Kleln Heitler




{UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
TOUNTY OF NEW YORK

Ze

~-X

(GRETCHEN S. SOUTHER and EUGENE SOUTHER,
' : o INDEX NO.: 190191/12

Plaintiffsg™ g O OPPOSITION

. . F gm E MMARY JUDGMENT

-against- MOTION AND OIJPER
FEB 192014

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

Defen((igl)ltljtfgj.i Iflé’\;'\‘,cfé\ésg)FFICE

WHEREFORE, defendant, VOGT-NEM, 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, VOGT-NEM, INC., with prejudicé, and there being no orpposition
thereto. |
ORDERED, that upo’n notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against
defendant, VOGT-NEM, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without
costs. |

Dated: New York, New York

-2z
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLY
% / A %
BY: £/~ 7 BY:__ A% 7
Daniel P. Blouin, Esq. Thomas A. Rhatigaly{ Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Gretchen S. Souther Vogt-NEM, Inc.
700 Broadway 44 Wall Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10005 BN
COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFNEY LLP (212) 558-3500 ‘ o ‘ W [
ATTORNEYS.-AT.LAW PR
44 WALL STREET B R

NEW YORK, NY 10005

SO ORDERED,

Horf6rable SHerry Klein Heitler




UPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

.
. w— 5

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
| <
FHOMAS R. HELLWIG and CAROL A. HELLWIG, INDEX NO.: 19050912
Plaintiffs, F YCAL
-against- g Eﬂ“ E D
NO OPPOSITION
p 0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET AL FEB 1972014 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
~ MOTION AND ORDER

Defendants COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

REA-YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant, CAMERON INTERNATIONAL CORPCRATION, sued incorrectly
as “CAMERON INTERNATIONAL CORP. f/k/a Cooper Cameron Corporation, Ind1v1du411y and as
Successor in Interest to Dresser Flow Control and Foster Engmeermg Corporation and GI'O\JF Reducer
Valves”, and sued incorrectly as “COOPER CAMERON CORPORATION, Individually and as
Successor to Pennsylvania Pump & Compressor Company and Cooper Bessemer and Grove Reducer
Valves”, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant tp Civil Prﬂtctice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against the above defendants, with|prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto. -
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossclaims against defendant
CAMERON INTERNATIONAL CORP., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New Yok, Ne ork

BELLUCK & FgX | COSTELEyA&GAFF Y, LLP
BY: /. BY: (o I/

' THOMAS A. RHATJGAN, ESQ.

or Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants- D e
CAMERON H\;TERNATIONAL C ORP.
COSTELLO, SHEA & GAFFNEY LLP ifth Avenue, 4" Floor 44 Wall Street, .~ X ol
ATTORNEYS ATLAY New York, NY 10036 ~ ik NY 1000 R
NEW YORK, NY 10005 212-681-1575 212-483-9600 e

SO ORDERED,

onM Sherry Klein Heitler




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK F E L" E D
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
x FEB 19 2014

In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
x  COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK
CAROL A. WALTON, Individually and as Index No.. 190053-08
Executrix of the Estate of JOHN WALTON
a/k/a JACK WALTON, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiff(s), JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
-against-

84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al,,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant, VELAN VALVE CORP. hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismi

ssing

plaintiff’s complaint against defendants, VELAN VALVE CORP. with prejudice, and there beiﬁg no

opposition thereo,

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

defendant VELAN VALVE CORP. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wi

| //7 Al

costs.

J eﬁh/Belluck Esq. i y Coughlan#Esq.
ELLUCK & FOX LLP FORMAN PERRY WATKINS

Attorneys for plaintiff(s) KRUTZ & TARDY, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorney for Defendant

New York, New York 10036 VELAN VALVE CORP.

(212) 681-1575 328 Newman Springs Roadd, .

Red Bank New "3@ y}

SO ORDERED,

rainst

thout




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
Fi L E D iten )
: X
This document relates to: : Index No.: 12/190392
FEB 192014
JOHN ADLER : NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
LERK'S OFFICE . JUDGMENT MOTION
COUNT\!{\I,SW YORK : AND ORDER
X

WHEREAS, Defendant Carlin Combustion Technology, Inc. (“CCT”), requests summary judgment

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

complaint against CTT, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

Ty /19,2013 é\ |
Y. e A %/m s

-+

Carmen V. St, George, Esq. George W. Marion, Esq.
LEVY, PHILLIPS & KONIGSBERG, LLP BULKLEY, RICHARDSON & GELIN
800 Third Avenue, 11 Floor 1500 Main Street, Suite 2700
New York, NY 10022 P.O. Box 15507
Counsel for Plaintiff Springfield, MA 01115-5507
Counsel for CCT

SO ORDERED,

Hon. lein I-feitler, J.S.C.

JAN 1 4 2014

PART 30

00306709.WPD

AS, LLP




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
asBesTos LITIGATIRS | | E
Index No. 09-190268
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
GEORGE CORNISH ouNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an:
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
v\ s, 2013 —
By \

By: M

Samuel Goldblaéz{, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 4 rain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 1~

SO ORDERED,

Hon. M

147707581

o=y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION F E L E D
Index No. 09-190128
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 20%
NO OPPOSITION
FRANK KRAMARITSCH  oyNTY CLERKS OFFICE  SUMMARY
‘ NEW YORK JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
iz 2013

v\

Samuel Goldblaft, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountai za, Suite 500

wifalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

oW e
Hon. Sherr ein Hitler 1y B8 0
NI R A

14770758.1

==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X NYCAL
: L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION |
FEB 19 2014 « Index No. 09-190117
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  SUMMARY
CARMINE MONGONI NEW YORK JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

—

By: \ ]

By: _
Samuel Goldbligt{ﬁsq.
Benjamin R. Dw¥er Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
uffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

[y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
INRE:  NEW YORK CITY F l L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
m Index No. 08-190040
EFR.19.204
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
UNTY CLERKS OFFICE  NO OPPOSITION
ANTHONY MAZZELLA NEW YORK SUMMARY

JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle;

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

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

Dated: New York, NY
Vg 2013

By:

Wt N Samue] Goldblati/Fisq.
Frank OMiz, Esq. . Benjamin R. DWyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER®H NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. S K%ianeitler

14770758.1

[




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L E Q Index No. 01-102033
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
WILLIAM TYNAN JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI)C(E MOTION AND ORDER

INCYY  UJTINN

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

By: \

By:
Samuel GoldWlatt, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ™ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716)853-8100 .

SO ORDERED, -
Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler \

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO
IF i L E D Index No. 01-119701
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WALTER KNUDSEN JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

By: \

Samuel Gol'dlﬂétt, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. : Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

uffalo, NY 14202

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherrﬁj{d}{r{ Heitler

14770758.1

(==

(716) 853-8100 e 1T




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No. 02-106580

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TE "E“t"E"-D ------ * NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
DAVID PREMO FEB 19 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CTERKS GERICE ™™~
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

/13 ]\ 2013 /5:(
By: " 2N udam By \

L Y Samuel Goldblatf, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, ESq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P& NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202~
(716) 853-8100 * -

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F j Index No. 99-122197
-L-EBX 00-114412
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
FEB 19 201 NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPH SZCZUR SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERIKS OFFige- X MOTION AND ORDER

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Yasvy 2013

Samuel Goldblatt, q.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyéf Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
353-8

SO ORDERED,

Hon.

14770758.1

—




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F E' L E D Index No. 99-117523
s - Mo el X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
CHARLES MORIARTY JUDGMENT
D ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE, MOTION AN

NEW YORK

WHEREI;“ORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an:
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

VI 2013 -
By: By: \
Samuel Goldblat{J/Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant, -
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 4 ntain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

[




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL

LA.S. Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F g L E .D Index No. 10-190154

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: , NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

LESTER MORRIS FEB 192014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY.CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

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

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

Dated: New York, NY

N \31\‘\ | ,2013 W
By: el AR TISE By: \

= Samuel Goldblatt,Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' | W Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, " NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

/” - ‘,,_’ TN AR
Hﬂtyﬁmﬂtler b e
@ n
Vo d L

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

f




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F i L E .D Index No. 10-190020
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19 2014 SUMMARY
ANDREW KUTKO JUDGMENT
ION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AN

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle]
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

By:
Samuel Goldblatt, [Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. =\ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

, owers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100" * &

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

147707581

fen




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FIL ED  mdexNo 0190411
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19 2014 SUMMARY
MELVYN MECKEL JUDGMENT
' CE  MOTION AND ORDER
TY CLERK'S OFF
COUN ! e vORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

s 2013 \ —
By: _ By: \
| il Samuel Goldblatt,/Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, "oh NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

==y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F I L E D Index No. 09-190337
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

THOMAS KOWALSKI COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
xEwYORKX  MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

/1y v 2013 _
By: ; 1 , By: \
: Samuel ‘G(oldbl“att,/ﬁsq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Fowers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO
F]\i LED Index No. 10-190140
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 2014 NO OPPOSITION
FEB19 SUMMARY
WILLIAM FIELDS JUDGMENT
'COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
NEW.YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
NISI S

-~
By: \ .

By: L
= W, Samuel Goldblatt/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, B’ - Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. 85\ NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

; 2
(716) 853-810G~. = LW e i“

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sfier

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
aspestos LitGatpy | L E D
Index No. 10-190146
FEB X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 19204 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
PAUL SCULLY COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
“Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
13 A L2013

By: B A ‘ ‘
Frank O;fif;@

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.&% NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
716) 853-8100

£ Al F

§

SO ORDERED,

Hon, Sl(er_[delein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATE\II L E D

X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:  "E£8 192014 NO OPPOSITION

Index No. 07-116746

SUMMARY
ROGER FARTHINGCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
sl 2013

By: \

By: f !
s Samuel Goldglat}z Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company ,
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 4( Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

AN 20 704
14770758.1 ‘;,v«;;i & 3 LU




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F l .L .E Q Index No. 07-102118

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION

RAYMOND ROWLING JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERK'S QFEIQE

NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
it 2013

~

4

By: By:

Samuel Goldblaft/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Ew? Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 6y Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-81007~ == 771
Fa
SO ORDERED, N Ty

. N REARINN IR AVES
W Klein Heitler S

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

aspestos LiTicatiofe | | ED

Index No. 02-107168
I

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 " NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

DONALD WILSON COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEWYOBK X  MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
v 2013

—
By: ‘ By: \ | /
Samuel Goldyfétt, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO ,
F L E D Index No. 01-111227
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FER 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ROBERT MELDER JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
sl 2013 ) )
| P
By: By: \ z
SamuelGoldblht¥ Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

ountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Ty TRIVE

(212) 558-5500

-
SO

SO ORDERED,

147707581




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F I L E D ndexNo. 00-108855
X 00-103309
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
BARTLEY MOONEY SUMMARY

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE =~ JUDGMENT
NEW.YORK-X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
L[\3\\~—\ ,2013 _

By: By: \ :
Samuel @ldblatt, Ef{q.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C" NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 ey Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

. Sﬁ{rry Klein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION.. .
L E Q{ Index No. 00-107680
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
ARTHUR KEY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
BLE\M YOBK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
Vv 2013

o

By: By:

Samuel Goldblatt/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, sq Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, M NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patters Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

ey Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sher% Klein Heitler . ane

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-106691
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: F E L E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ARTHUR CLARK FEB 19 2014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
COUNTY CLERKS OEEICES
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley|
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Az 2013 @w
By: Fra, - -

Samuel "Goldblatt, Fsq.
' : ) Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG - NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 at Feuntdin Plaza
(212) 558-5500 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 g

ggggg

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FIL ED Index No. 00-112730
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19204 SUMMARY
THOMAS O’CONNOR JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW.YORBK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

¢

By:
Samuel Goldﬁlaf}[ Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor pany

New York, NY 10003 K
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

7 O A
3 ein Heitler

14770758.1

-~

1 ==y




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGAT
g)l\‘ L E D Index No. 00-109085
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: B19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
F SUMMARY
ALAN MARTIN S OFFICE JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley,
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
VAL

—]

-

By: By: |
Samuel Goldblatt/Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. , Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at-Fouiitain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 ntain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No. 00-106758

__________ 13X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: F % L E NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

JAMES GLEASON FEB 19201 JUDGMENT
- MOTION AND ORDER
|
bLE—P\-K‘S-QEF
COUNT T YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

IBBIZ 29 1 p .
e Samuel Goldb‘latt/ﬁsq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. A Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PCy,, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Compan

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers-atFountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 8533-8100~ -

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
INRE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIQN
L E D Index No. 00-106459
‘ ‘ X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
DANIEL KEYES JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
NE\N YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil |
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
v 2013

\ -
By:

Samuel Goldbly{, Esq.

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Co
New York, NY 10003 :
(212) 558-5500

20 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No. 00-106439

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES T(F ELED ----- * NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JOHN KRIDLER JUDGMENT
FES 19201 MOTION AND ORDER
X
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

V32013 -
By: By: \

Samuel Goldblatt, B4g.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

anta aza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
INRE:  NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
iL E D inexno. 00-10469
- X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: 0tk NO OPPOSITION
FEB 139 SUMMARY
BENJAMIN GHOLSON JUDGMENT
GOUNTY CLERKS OFFICEMOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK __x

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
\/ vl 2013

~

By: _
Samuel Goldblaty/Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
il NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 :
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
INRE:  NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATI
ILED  mdxNo 99113863
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
FRANK CAPECI JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
NEW.YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicé and
without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

‘gl 2013 w
By: , . By: \ _

Samuel Goldblatt, ﬁsq.

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ' Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson- Kelley Company

ain Plaza
40 Fountam Plaza Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716).853-8100

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon.\She‘%f Kleifl Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

Index No. 98-114998

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:F“!“E”E“D“-X NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
FRANCIS ANTICOLI  E¢p 1 9 201 JUDGMENT
- MOTION AND ORDER
X
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

al\ 2013
By: By: \
Q: ! Q Z9 Samuel Goldblalf, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. = NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 10-190279
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: F E &“ E D NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ROBERT FLYNN FEB 192014 JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
COUNFY-CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
Wiz A, 2013

By: By: \
Samuel Goldblatt, /;/sq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

ountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) ?53f,8190_ S

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

WorShekrf Kig/n Heitler Y

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LAS. Part 30
INRE:  NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGAT
ILED  mdexNo 09190079
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
DAVID BRUCE JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ~ MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Vit 2013

e\

By:
Samuel Goldblatt' Es
e Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountam Plaza

(212) 558-5500
Buffalo, N 14202
(716) 853-8100 1= - =

SO ORDERED,

Hoﬁwlein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IL.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGAT
F\IE L E D Index No. 08-190115
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 2014 NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY
GEORGE BRADY JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE "MOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
13 k!

2

\S 2
By:

By:
Samuel Goldbl%/Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' Benjamin R. Dw¥er Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 KeyFowers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 0 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
_(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Shér

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO
F ! L E D Index No. 08-109703
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ARTHUR TILLMAN COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
aslad L2013

Frank Ortiz, .

By: By:

Samuel'Goldblatt, q.

g Benjamin R. Dwy¢r Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 ey Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-810(3@ P

%"‘?\

/
/

Hon. Sherfy/Klelt Heitler

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1

1 ==




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY z , (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIONF L E
Index No. 08-106972
FEB 19201 X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
| SUMMARY
THOMAS FRANZONE COUNTY CVbEfggKOFF'CE JUDGMENT
NE MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
iz hy 200

By: By:
SamuefGoldblaft, Esq.
pIfSq. | Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG ' NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff % Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 KeyFowers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffale, NY 14202
(71 6)6853"8 fUO““”

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F | L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
FEB 19 2014 Index No. 08-100081
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
'S OFFICE
COUNTY gVLVE\‘;‘g[fKO SUMMARY
GABRIEL CINTORINO N JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley,
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
Vv, 2013

By: o T By: \
E Samuel Goldblt, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Fsq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C* NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 ey-Fowers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY-#4202
(716) 8535640
SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Wein Heitler

14770758.1




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

NYCAL
[LA.S. Part 30

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F ! L E D (Heitler, S.)
X

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 02-109573

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY
HERBERT RENZ NEW YORK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY )
VARLIE!
By: By: \ ‘
Samuel Goldblatf] Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor clle pany
New York, NY 10003 ev-Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
- (716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F l L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
2014 Index No. 02-10700
FEB1Y X 02-114051
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
. E
COUNTY CVL\,EYquSKOFF‘C NO OPPOSITION
RALPH PAUL NE SUMMARY
JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants? all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
ViahA 2013

By:

Samukl Goldblpft, Esg.

Frank OrtiAWee)"

‘ Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, '.q‘ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff e ™ Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key s at Fountain Plaza

Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758 .1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION F l L E D
Index No. 02-107099
FEB-4-9-2914-X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S SUMMARY
RONALD DOEDEMA NEW vomc TICE JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and -

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
i 2013 |

-

Samuel Goldblatf, Esq.

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,

Patterson-Kelley Company
at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8109,,\‘

A

By:

By:

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor
New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
NYCAL
| LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F l L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
o Index No. 00-110522
FEB 19 201 <
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SUMMARY
THOMAS NERI NEW YORK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

ighA 2013 m
By: W By: \ -

-'- £ ‘V Samuel Goldbl¥t £sq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. , NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson- Company

owers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon.@M Kléin Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F | L E D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 00-109956
FER 1.9 2014y
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE  SUMMARY
GILBERT PFLEGER NEW YORK JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
vighd

f“%{ B #

By:

i

. Samuel Goldblatt, ﬁsq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

500

40 Fountain Plaz
alo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

kl in Heitler

14770758 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
E) | L E D Index No. 00-109747
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19 2014 SUMMARY
GERALD ROOT JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERks OFFice _ MOTION AND ORDER
---NEW-YORK------------ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

vz 2013 \
By: By: \ )
Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

rry Kleig Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATI
OF ! L E D Index No. 00-108383
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 1 9 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JOHN ZERO COUNTY CL JUDGMENT
ERK'S OFFIC
NEW YORK Ex MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle;
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

Samuel Goldblatt, Esd.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
VA 2013

7

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C% NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

W Klein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F l L E D( Index No. 99-121981
...... 00-106397
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
VITO La BARBERA SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE JDDGVIENT
Nr:vv Y urﬂ’\

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
\113\\-\ 2013

By: ] By:

> "' Samuel GoTdblatt, Esg/f
Frank Ortiz, #q. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG P Corena) NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon.(She{ry R‘k@yﬁeitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
assestos LimiGaTiofe | L ED
Index No. 00-104271
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 LU1% NO OPPOSITION
CE SUMMARY
TONY CIPOLLA COUNTY CLERKS OFF JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
NICA T E

By: By:
‘ Samuel (%ldblatt, Hsq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq? Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
) Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED,

Hon. She in Hefjtler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L EXD Index No. 99-120676
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
THEODORE WILCHER JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICRIOTION AND ORDER

AL T A e A AL M B ML
INEVY TUNIN

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yqrk, {\IY
\7rn‘\~\ ,2013

By: By:
e Samuel Goldblatt fsq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 i Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F E L E DX Index No. 98-112912
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 19 201 SUMMARY
DONALD CIMATO JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFlC}E.(' MOTION AND ORDER

NEW YORR

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
A3 2013

i

Samuel Goldblatt, Esg/
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq

By:

Frank Ortiz, | Sq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P! "* NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff ‘ Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson—Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 t Plaza
(212) 558-5500 Fountain Plaza SUItC 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, ’ =/
' Hon.\S.thrnyfemY{eltler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO
E L E Q Index No. 09-190070
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
ALLEN THOROGOOD JUDGMENT

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
NEW-YORK------X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

j=m

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
g @
By: ‘ ‘ By:

Samuel Gofdblatt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C" NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED, 2 =rEIVE D
HOM Klein Heitler e R
JAN 30 201

PART 30

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L E D Index No. 02-126710
X 02-110270
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
 RONALD KOSIBA SUMMARY
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW-YORK. X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
\ \3[\-\ 2013 \

“Samuel Goldblatt, Bsq.

5q.

Frank Ortiz, Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

iffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

RECEIVED
JAN 30 2014

PART 30

SO ORDERED,

Hoh-Step#y Klein Heitler

14770758.1

1=




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
—— X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FlLED 02-110270
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO:
NO OPPOSITION
SAL SERENO FEB 192014 SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
---------- COUNTY CLERKS-OFKICEMOTION AND ORDER
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley

Index No. 02-126706

Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant

Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

iz

, 2013

By: By:

15

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

A%

SO ORDERED,
Hon. ShLeﬁy,l_('leM{eitler

14770758.1

Samu€T GoldbJ4tt, Esq.
Benjamin R. Pwyer Esq.

NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Patterson-Kelley Company
Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY

14202

=




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION F ! L E D
Index No. 02-108101
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FE3 19200 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
ROBERT COPE COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
iz 2013

' lapt, Fsq.
Benjamin R. [)%:?Esq.

5.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG S, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-K elley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIEJ % L E D
Index No. 02-107220
' PR YK
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
< OFFICE SUMMARY
RICHARD LAWIDA  GOUNTY C\hEYRgRK JUDGMENT
NE MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Vs ™ o013

By:

Samuél Goldblaf#t, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C® NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
_Buffalo, NY 14202
l (716) 853-8100
|4
SO ORDERED, - 4/ b

Hon. Shér n'( He‘}‘ler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
: F ! L E D Index No. 02-106999
X 02-111353
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 19 201
NO OPPOSITION
JAMES STEPHENSON SUMMARY

 OFFICE
COUNTY CV';IE\E‘SF?KOFF JUDGMENT
X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

Vs 2013
» -
By: By:
Samuel Goldblatt

Frank Ortiz, Esq. . Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers-at Fountain Plaza

Untain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Klein Heitler I g =74 o

HER. S

‘wm“é&%ﬁw‘ﬁ

JAN 30 2014

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X ﬂ NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY q E . (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION D
F ! L = Index No. 98-119908
X
~ THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY

CHESTER KENDZIORA  oyNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  JUDGMENT
NEWYORK  MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

By:
~ Samuel Goldblatb{ﬁsq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P'™ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 .- Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) SRFL0 = WVED

JAN 30 201

PART 30

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

14366374.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L E D Index No. 10-190349

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: " NO OPPOSITION
FEB 1920 SUMMARY
JOSEPH PISARRO JUDGMENT

TY CLERK'S OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER

COUN NEW YORK....X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
iz 2013 @ Qp
 By: ' \](

Samuel Goldblatt/ Esg—
Frank Ort(Z, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBER NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 -40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
71@2 6) 853-8100

RECEIVED

SO ORDERED, '
Hon. SherryKlein Neitler JAN 30 2014

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
L.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F % ‘m E D Index No. 10-190011
______ o BT~ ‘
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
cE3 19 2014 SUMMARY
GLADYS MILLER JUDGMENT
«« OFFICE MOTION AND ORDER
N NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, INY
gy

1\ s, 2013
By: M : ‘ By:
Samuel Goldblatt/Fsq.
P.C

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 _Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 " 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

R

Hoi. Shetry Klein Heitler RE STV R

JAN 30 2014

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY D (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F ! L E Index No. 09-190245
X 02-105717
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: cER 19201
NO OPPOSITION
JOSEPH HUNTZ S OFFICE  SUMMARY
ERKS
COUNTY S VORK JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice an

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
il 2013

S AW

By:

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBE o> NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

tain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F ! L E D Index No. 09-190071
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 192014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JEROME MEYERS GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE JUDGMENT

NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

Vs w2013 /?
LN | ;" P o
By: &“"i Lyl 4 By: \

Samuel Goldblatf, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. - Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C™ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

uffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

Hon. Shepfs Klein Heitler AN 30 7204
p aa

SO ORDERED,

14409037.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F I L E P Index No. 02-105876
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FER 192014 SUMMARY
CHANDLER EMERSON JUDGMENT

CLERK'S OFFICEMOTION AND ORDER

A VORI
|\|E‘VAV, I\.}11 A X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley,
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
Ju [ 2013

1> SamuelGoldbldtt, Fq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwy€r Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P . NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100 “

S e

SO ORDERED, i
M Klen Heitler JAN 20 7014
T30

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIO L E D
% \ Index No. 02-105870
X 02-108773
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: ces 19 Wk
g NO OPPOSITION
ROSS RUSSO CLERKS OFF SUMMARY
GOUNTY EyYORK JUDGMENT

X MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley,
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
gl 2013

—

~

SamueTGoldblatt £sq.

Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500 o
Buffalo, NY 14202 { '
(716) 853-8100

By: By:

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




FILED

FEB 19 201
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK GOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATIOf= 1L E D
Index No. 01-120768
et3 -9 A0 ---X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: - NO OPPOSITION
OFFICE  SUMMARY
VINCENT O’CONNELL GouNTY WE\%F?K JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelle%
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

vl o /
~
By: By: \ \
Samuel Goldblatt,

Frank Ortiz, Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG PS NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)

Index No. 01-107217

ASBESTOS LITIGATI%I % L E D
X

THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: (319 20\ NO OPPOSITION
Fee ” SUMMARY
PHILIP WALSH CLERKS OFFICE JUDGMENT
COUNWNE S NORK . MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY

-

-

By: By:
i Samuel Goldblaty/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ' , Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, Bt NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 in Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

Hon. $he lein Heftler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F l L E D Index No. 01-105921
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
cEp 19200 SUMMARY
WILLARD CONKLIN JUDGMENT

«« OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
CLERKS'
GeUNT{xEWYU““ X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
Jralvd o3 1

Frank :rtiz, ;

Samuel Gol‘dblﬂtt, Esq.
. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE, e\ NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 ‘ fitain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202

SO ORDERED,

7 v
Wlein Heitler

14770758.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
L E D Index No. 01-103465
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: NO OPPOSITION
FEB 192014 SUMMARY
JOHN McALLISTER JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE  MOTION AND ORDER
NEW-YORK: X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated: New York, NY
L3N 0 2013

—

~

By: By:
r Samuel Goldblatt,/Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500
Buffalo, NY 14202
(716) 853-8100
SO ORDERED, ~
Hon. Stieryy Klein Heitler

147707581




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
LA.S. Part 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
F I L E D Index No. 01-100607
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB 1912014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
LAWRENCE FARRELL JUDGMENT
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY

/)

Samug¢l Goldbl‘att/Esq.

Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P NIXON PEABODY LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,

700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company

New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza

(212) 558-5500 40 Fountain Plaza, Suite 500

Buffalo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8400-~ 7
-

By:

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Sherry Klein Heitler

14770758.1




FILED

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK FEB 19 2014
COUNTY OF NEW YORK B
YCOUNTY CLERIK FFICE
NEWYOBGH 30
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY F (Heitler, S.)
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
, L E D Index No. 01-100207
X
THIS DOCUMENT RELATES TO: FEB : 9 2014 NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
WILLIAM CUNNINGHAMOUNTY CLERK'S OFFige _ JUPGMENT
NEW YORK rT_onION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Patterson-Kelley Company, sued herein as Patterson-Kelley
Division, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant
Patterson-Kelley Division with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Patterson-Kelley Division, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ang

without costs.

Dated: New York, NY
AN

Samuel Goldblatt, Esq.
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Benjamin R. Dwyer Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NIXON PEABODY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
700 Broadway, 6ht Floor Patterson-Kelley Company
New York, NY 10003 Key Towers at Fountain Plaza
(212) 558-5500 Plaza, Suite 500

alo, NY 14202

(716) 853-8100

SO ORDERED,

14770758.1




