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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 50

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 190406/2014

MICHAEL KOULERMOS and MARION
KOULERMOS

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve

Company (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against

defendant Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: I\ﬁew York, New York
,2015
Vi
Jordan C.|Fok¥E#q. rian Sorensen, Esq.
Belluck & F LP McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
546 Fifth ue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
New York\ NY 10036 solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005 F I L

SO ORDERED, K4’Q%/E oy, A
Hon. Peter H. Moulton NEWERK So

2653415v1



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WALTER HAZARD and SUSAN HAZARD

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 307 S©
(Moulton, P.)

INDEX NO.: 190377/2014
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve

Company (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against

Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Flﬂwserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
Dated: / (., )

New Yorlf, Yprk

| AN

Jordan C. Fol‘{, q- Brian SorensenfEsq.
Belluck & Faxy/LL McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys\forAathtiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely :
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
New York, New York 10036 Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and

Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005 F I i E
D

AUG 05 g5

C
SO ORDERED, ﬂ \%”LL//@ OUNTY ¢y £

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

R
NEW yo’;is( OFFICg

2492755 1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 30 SO

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 190384/2014

ARDESHIR OMMANI and ELEANOR
OMMANI, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Iic., solely as successor to Rockwell
Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve
Company (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against
Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: | f

Jordan ¢ Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Belluck& McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys Plafntiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely :

546 Fifth Mvenue, 4™ Floor successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
New York, New York 10036 Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005 F I L E

T\’(DL
SO ORDERED,d — ?/ L’/ IS NEwagK'S OFFIcg
Hon. Peter H. Moulton RK

2584617_1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)

Index No. 190387/2014

VERNON BURKEY and CAROLYN BURKEY, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
his wife, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve US, Inc., soiely as successor to Rockweli

Manufacturing Company, Edward Valve, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt

Company (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ Complaint against

Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic without costs.

L
Dated: ‘7/!3/( p)
New York, New York

David A Chandler, Esq.
Karst & von Oiste, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

576 Fifth Avenue, Suite 401
New York, New York 10036-4830

Brian Sorensen, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valve, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Company

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, ,//T:ZL”"'"

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

TV FILEp

2708172_1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 77777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190159/14
ROLAND QUASHIE and SABIE QUASHIE
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant BURNHAM LLC, incorrectly s/h/a “BURNHAM LLC,
Individually, and as successor to BURNHAM CORPORATION” (hereinafter “BURNHAM
LLC”) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Burnham LLC
with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

2o 2015

Il (/ (L

Dated: New%c{rk New York

Joseph P XVillfams, Esq. Andrew F. Bain, Esq.
The Williams Law Firm, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

245 Park Avenue Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
39" Floor 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, NY 10167 New York, New York 10005

SOORDERED, < N (?/‘///‘5 AUG g 5 55 D

Hdf. Peter H. Moulton ' COUNTY

2634599



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190234/14
DENNIS F. MADDALONE and PATRICIA
MADDALONE 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 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

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

Dated: New York, New York
= ! 20 2015
C AN W g

Carmen Victoria SY. G%dfge, Esq. /Gébriam erstendig, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC ~ McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY

700 Broadway & CARPENTER, LLP

New York, New York 10003 Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation,
as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc.

Wall Street Plaza, 24th Floor

88 Pine Street F ] L E D

New York, New York 10005
(212) 483-9490 Al

A/__/_—’—//, TYCLERKIS
SO ORDERED, <2/°/ / IS NEw YoRy OFFICE

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2571742



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

—————————————————————————————————————— X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (P. Moulton)

______________________________________ X

This Document Relates to:
MILDRED A. FITZPATRICK, Individually Index No.: 190066/14
and as Personal Representative of the
Estate of ROBERT G. FITZPATRICK,
deceased,

Plaintiffs,

- against -

84 LUMBER COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant HENNESSY INDUSTRIES, INC. hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to
Civil Practice Law and Rules Section §3212, dismissing plaintiffs'
Complaint against defendant HENNESSY INDUSTRIES, INC., with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims
and cross claims against defendant HENNESSY INDUSTRIES, INC., be
dismissed without prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New ,York, New York

_ /3" 2015

e
‘5:::25:522__\~ o

Michael Cohan, Esqg. G,Zég;ph M. cAﬁéZollllo, Esqg.

/A

Napoli Bern Ripka Shkolnik Cullen and Dykman LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Estate of Robert Fitzpatrick Hennessy Industrles(%Jnc "’
350 Fifth Ave, Suite 7413 44 Wall Street, 15% Khoo¥y (
New York, New York 10118 New York, New York 10@056; &
(212) 267-3700 (212) 732-2000 X
Our File No.: 11573/2 /6_@%_ % £

SO ORDERED: S/ //5 X

Hon. Peter H. Moulton a




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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION P LALS. Part 50
: (Moulton, Pﬁ

This Document Relates to: ;
i Index No.: 190213/14

WENDY SCHOPPERT, AS EXECUTOR
FOR THE ESTATE OF CONRAD L. i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
FRUEHAN AND MARY ELLEN : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
FRUEHAN, INDIVIDUALLY '

WHEREFORE, defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc., with prejudice in this action,
and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Dated; New York, New York

7(zz | (S 2015

j

ELIL A OBS, € @ Kerryatii M. Cook, Esq.

Attorney for Plaintill’f(s) Attorney for Defendant

Estate of Conrad Fruehan Atwood & Morrill Co., Inc.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300 p

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004 / (

(212) 558-5500 (212) 509-3456 A $

SO ORDERED, < 3915 Yy X5, %
Hon. Peter H. Moulton }’o,9 /f 0&7

Ce



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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

February 2015 FIFO CLUSTER

DOMENIC NASSO and ROSE MARIE NASSO
Plaintiffs,

-against-

PERKINS ENGINES, INC., et al.

Defendants.

X
Index No: 190181-2009
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Perkins Engines, Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

Perkins Engines, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New.Yark, New York
BNt

2y AR

Phtan Alvarado, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

U ROLRED:
LD _ ?/ L///5

HaN; PETERH.MOULTON

20452783v1

Shaun Bean, Esq.
Sedgwick LLP
Attorneys for Perkins Engines, Inc.

1085 Raymond Boulevard P
One Newark Center — 16™ Floor /
Newark, NJ 07102




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

Inre: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No. 190214/2013
X
THIS DOCUMENT APPLIES TO:

LISETTE DORFMAN, as Executrix for the Estate of
LINTON DORFMAN and LISSETE DORFMAN,

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

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORP., et al,,

Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant MILTON ROY LLC., incorrectly sued as MILTON ROY
COMPANY, by its attorneys Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant MILTON ROY LLC. with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto,

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

without costs.

ed 6 ZO 7~0) e
N)‘fgg‘i Mo W
e C o

l ﬁoman
Z& LUXENBERG P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED

o —

Abblc Eha erg Fuchs, Esq.

HARRIS EACH PLLC /

Attorneys For Defendant

Milton Roy LLC.

100 Wall Street, 24th Flobi0y,

New York, NY 10005 Yo
Nl

Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

%/L//lS




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.: 190034/15
WALTER ANDREWS and GERALDINE ANDREWS
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiff, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

- against -

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, and
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. et al.

Defendants.

- X

WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its attorneys
Harris Beach, PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant
ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: /29 2015 k/
New York, New York ); . (
ey 4

Benjamin Darche, Esq. Syed K. Rizvi, Esq. P 20/
WEITZ & LUZENBERG, PC HARRIS BEACH, PLLC Sy @@/r, 9
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant % O, 6'()'(\
700 Broadway ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC. a3 A\/Q"
New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street-23" Floor ;

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005
(212) 687-0100

SO ORDERED, ~Z—— % /4/ I

Hon. Peter H. Moulton, 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.: 190413/14
DOMINICK J. CREA and JANIS CREA,
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Plaintiff, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, and
MILTON ROY, LLC. et al.

Defendants.
- X

WHEREFORE, defendant MILTON ROY, LLC., by its attorneys Harris Beach, PLLC,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant MILTON ROY, LLC, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

costs.

Dated: Qé ¥ 2015 '<>
New York, New York o p (
y K2 7 %%

Benjamih Darche, Esq. Syed K. Rizvi, Esq. /Cé /Z/rO( (?fe <
WEITZ & LUZENBERG, PC HARRIS BEACH, PLL Q”’fﬂ* 0{3‘
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant

700 Broadway MILTON ROY, LLC

New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street-23" Floor

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005

(212) 687-0100

SO ORDERED, ﬂ’\ ?/ L// (5

Hef. Peter H. Moulton, 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.: 190034/15
WALTER ANDREWS and GERALDINE ANDREWS
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

Plaintiff, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, and
MILTON ROY, LLC. et al.

Defendants.
- X

WHEREFORE, defendant MILTON ROY, LLC., by its attorneys Harris Beach, PLLC,
hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and
Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant MILTON ROY, LLC, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

costs.

Dated: Zé (g 2015
New York, New York
(\ [ e , g QZ_/
Benjamin

Darche, Esq. Syed K. Rizvi, Esq.
WEITZ & LUZENBERG, PC HARRIS BEACH, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway MILTON ROY, LLC
New York, NY 10003 100 Wall Street-23" Floor
(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10005

(212) 687-0100

SO ORDERED, %\ 8’,/1/,//5‘

Mon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LAS. Part 3¢50

(Heitler$5—

Index No. 190125/2013

This Document Relates to:

JAMES McCOLGAN and DONNA NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
McCOLGAN, JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company (improperly
named as Flowserve US, Inc.; solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves,

Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve Company, and Vogt Valve Company) (“Flowserve
US”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice
Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against Flowserve US with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: New Yorkg New York
,2014

fe— ) —

}mb.@_B_caw-ie—Em Bﬁu DM Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solel
700 Broadway as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
New York, New York 10003 Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and

Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005 & /

SO ORDERED, / 5 / ‘// IS oy, Mg
TR PR N U’Vryc 20/:5
Nghff/?/m
Okye Org,

2233354 1






