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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

PATRICIA UNDERDOWN, as Administratrix for the Estate
of RONALD UNDERDOWN, and PATRICIA UNDERDOWN,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part ÿ
(Moulton, f.)

Index No.: 190088/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

03/11/Dated: -Jtrly ,2015
Harrison, New York

7%*ÿ sidy**-
HW-VNAfiJUl T.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor PlaintifjC II F IJ

InwnS ! SUr. Ira-

{

SEP '2 2 2015

Ronald J. Underdown
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED.

Paul B. Josephs, Esq. u
MARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212)661-1151

ao -K/ ?

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



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part
(Moulton, p.)

Index No.: 190092/12

WILLIAM E. HANNA,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
-X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14,2015
Harrison, New York

X MaCTY|-hw EkC
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
William E. Hanna g» n ÿ |« g=ÿ
700 Broadway f IL L U
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.

1 c>
Paul B. Josephs, Esqÿ
MARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEWYORK
COUNTY OF NEWYORK

InRe NEWYORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part yf 5ÿ

(Moulton, f.)

IndexNo.: 190024/09

RHONDA SAMUEL as Executrix for the Estate ofMORRIS
GOLDMINTZ, and MURIEL GOLDMINTZ, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
-X

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14,2015
Harrison, NewYork

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. J

Attorneysfor Plaintiff| a

Morris Goldmintÿ™ § L,
700 Broadway
NewYork, NY 10003 rep n 0 2015
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J/STT

Paul B. Josephs, EsqX
MARIN GOODMAN;LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison,NewYork 10528
(212)661-1151

/

- G:



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

•X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part
(Moulton, >

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:
X

Index No.: 490049/1999
113ÿ

JOSEPH L. BILLITIER SR. and ISABEL BILLITIER,

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

-agamst-

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

Defendant.
•X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14,2015
Harrison, New York

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor DefendantAttorneysfor Plaintiff

JOSEPH L. BILLITIp
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

Honorable Peter H. Moulton,
/



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

JOHN BAUER and RUTH BAUER,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 3$
(Moulton,p.)

Index No.: 190375/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14, 2015
Harrison, New York

IHcdAWCjuO T. (HacXcy-tuct ,
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffg
John Bauer
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003qpp 9 2 2015
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
hiEW YORK

D

SO ORDERED.

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

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



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

This document relates to:

JUDITH HYATT, as Personal Representative for the
Estate of AMERIGO DEBELLO,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Partjrfgd
(Moulton, P)

Index No.: 123777/02
102672/98

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

2/1
Dated: ,201a

Harrison, New York

M&cLvVUare Itscc •

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Amerigo Debello I I C1
700 Broadway 1 I
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 SEP 2 2 2015

Russell S. Jamison, Esc
MARINGOODMAN, LljP.
Attorneysfor DefendantJ
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED.

f Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
91 IS



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

X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 3/
(Moulton,J>)

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This document relates to: Index No.: 107221/02

113153/02
FRANCES A. BARRIO, as Executrix for the Estate of
EDWARD S. BARRIO, and FRANCES A. BARRIO,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Edward S. Barrio
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

T- IAOjcX
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. J

Dated: August H,2015
Harrison, New York

Russell Sr Jamison, Esq/ \
MARINGOODMAN, IlLP. I
Attorneysfor Defendant\J
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER

SEP % 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK S OFFICE
NEW YORK

FILED COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

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



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

DAVID F. KELLY as Personal Representative for the Estate of
FREDERICK P. KELLY JR.,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part y$
(Moulton, f.)

Index No.: 108282/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. I

Dated: Auguutl 1, 2015
ÿ ÿ

Harrison, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Frederick P. Kelly Jr.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Russell S. Jamison, Est
MARINGOODMAN, U.P.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison,New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton.
— 9
J.S.C. ' '

Q - :j



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part S&
(Moulton, $)

Index No.: 190232/2010

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

This document relates to:

ANNIE SMYTH, as Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS
SMYTH, and ANNIE SMYTH, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
......—-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPAÿUf kÿÿnd the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Julj ,2015 SEP ÿÿ

Harrison, New York

COUNTS CLEBKS OFFICE

MJtL, v0
ru

fi l-UArijut ~L /~A/| i /-1-h . V nCS

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. J '
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Thomas Smyth
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

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



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

THEODORE SHATERNIK and LYDIA SHATERNIK,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

-X

NYCAL _
I.A.S. Part 30 ÿ

(Moulton, p.)

Index No.: 112689/00
122194/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

E Dprejudice and without costs.

Dated: My—,-20F5
Harrison, New York

F IE
SEP % 2 z015

MCUAfAON -r. NiaCTFvhjrf (

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Theodore Shaternik
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

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

qhij IS

! Q 7 J •:
i v ; ÿ . ; - ÿ 0



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

-— X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

STEPHEN P. FOLEY, as Administrator for the
Estate of JOHN FOLEY AND STEPHEN P. FOLEY,
As Executor for the Estate of BARBARA FOLEY,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

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

Defendants.

NYCAL

Index No.: 125210/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc.hereby request summaryjudgment inthe 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 arÿGo|)dÿar c. be and the same

. costs.are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without i

Dated: New York, New York

f[if*
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 2 2 Z015

LLP
COUNTY CLEKK'S OFFICE

LYfrCHDjÿKAOFEMERY ]

Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and Gÿqdyear,Canada Inc.

By: ÿ7ÿLLUi<-i
Lawrence G. Le

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

3hi//3



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

—X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

IRWINMORRIS and SANDRA MORRIS,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

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

Defendants.

NYCAL

Index No.: 190082/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc.hereby request summaryjudgment inthe above-entitledcase, 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 Goc|fyea|cJg&dELc.Eÿandthe same

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New YorkV
SEP 2 2 2.015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

LYNCHDASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and G<ÿ)dyeaj/Canada Inc.

York, Ne

?/»/'
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Frank Ortiz, Esq. -

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

r

Dated: New York, New York i ;

lU.Lt

Lawrence G.

SO ORDERED:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.



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

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JEAN SANDER,
INDEX NO. 190391/2011

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODCTS CO., et al,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Defendants. x

WHEREFORE, defendant, Clark-Reliance Corporation, Individually hereby requests
summary judgment inthe above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Clark-Reliance Corporation,
Individually with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Clark-Reliance Corporation, Individually be dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

DATED

/V// DATED:

WEITZ & LUXENBERG O'T.OGEETERNANDEZ WEINER
VÿN LIEULLC

Matthew Maclntyre, psq. Steven A. Weiner, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,
Clark-Reliance Corporation, Individually
60 PomptonAvenue
Verona, New Jersey 07044

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg
700 Broadway 1
New York, New YorllEolLED

SO ORDERED

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

ffofrORABLE PETER H.MOULTON, J.S.C.



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

•X

IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X

MARK V. SLEVTN. Executor of the Estate of
PATRICK T. SLEVIN,

Index No.: 190406-2010

Plaintiff, (Moulton)

-against-
(Levy Konigsberg LLP-March 2014 FIFO)

A.W. CHESTERTON CO., INC., et al..
ÿ NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIONAND ORDERDefendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Mestek, Inc. (incorrectly sued herein as Mestek, Inc., Individually and

as successor-in-interest to L.J. Wing Company, Inc.) hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

captioned case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs Complaint

against defendant Mestek, Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto;

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

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

Dated: New York, NeaJfogk | E
September /£>p0l| L*

Jimi£famer, Esq rrHjNTY CLERKS v
Jÿvy Konigsberg Lfcr N£Vy YORK
800 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Mark V. Slevin, Executor of the Estate
ofPatrick T. Slevin

Sep 2 2 2015

CLERK'S OFFICE Matthew J. Rice, Esq.
/routman Sanders, LL'
875 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10022
(212) 704-6000
Attorneys for Defendant
Mestek, Inc.

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

25339915vl



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

-X

INRE:NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ELIEZER BARASCH, as Administrator of
Estate of STANLEY S. BARASCH,

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

X

NYCAL

I.A.S. PART 50

(Moulton, f?)

INDEX NO. 190055-2011

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER
FOR CHAMPLAIN CABLE
CORPORATION

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Champlain Cable Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Champlain Cable Corporation with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-JÿfeniarLi* JEclJOs and cross claims against

defendant Champlain Cable Corporation be and the sSftfe jjr2 M&by dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
September |p,2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

)arropJE. Berquf
The Lanier Law Firm PLEC
Tower 56
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor
New York, NY 10022
(212) 421-2800
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Eliezer Barasch, as Administrator of
Estate ofStanley S. Barasch

Richard P. O'Leary, Esq.
Troutman Sanders LLP
875 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10022
(212) 704-6000
Attorneys for Defendant
Champlain Cable Corporation

DJfc jn-' nn

SO ORDERED

Active 26231748vl

Smhs
IS \//

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
SEP 15 20,5

PAPNyS SUPREM,
T SO
COURT CIVIL



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

MARK PARENTE, as Administrator for the
Estate of ALEXANDER PARENTE, and DORIS
PARENTE, Individually,

-x

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

3-0/7
Index No.: .409285 11-

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

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

(hereinafter "Abex"), hereby requests summary judgment inthe 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 uponnotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

Abex, be and are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutpstÿj ÿ Q
Dated:

Neww ork, New York
/j>, 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Es
WEITZ & LUXENBE

'

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 2 2ifiJ
!'S OFFICE

F .NEW YORKmte,T;sq.
HAWKINS HARNELL THACKSTON

& YC(UNG LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
to Abex Corporation
600 LexingtonAvenue, 8th Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED,.
Peter H. Moulton

11047615v.l

- 4/ 3 1 /IS



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

ÿx

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

•x
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 107994-99

MARGARET F. DUFFY, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK DUFFY,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

ÿx

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

formerly known 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 cl against

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

Dated

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Alfred J.
HAWKI1

COUNTYCÿj/s OFFICE

THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
to Abex Corporation
600 Lexington Avenue, 8th Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

11082569v.1



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

DOUG CHAPPLE and HELEN CHAPPLE,

-x
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton)

Index No.: 190007-09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

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," (hereinafter "Abex"), hereby requests summary judgment

inthe 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 are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: > tO .2015
NewYork, New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.i<
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212)558-5500

I |«IK1 fS
SEP 2 2 2015

RK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

largerifte, Esq.
HAWKINS PAfflLNELL THACKSTON

& YOUNG LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Pneumo Abex LLC, Successor in interest
to Abex Corporation
600 LexingtonAvenue, 8th Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED,
on. Peter H. Moulton

fhijis

11075394v.1



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

x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113687/02

JACK KOGEN and SYLVIA KOGEN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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:

-— -
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

,-j -j . <

cOÿ $$lLABY
Curtis, Esq.

ÿlLABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

Dated:SO ORDERED,

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WILLIE J. HAMILTON

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Index No. 106178/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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
_ VM .2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC * ÿ #ALABÿ& BRADLEY,LLC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

15£> BÿÿSway, Suite 600

ÿ0ÿÿ/York, New York 10038

ÿÿffÿÿfi/lttorneysfor Defendant
(212)791-0285

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Dated: j<9/ j/5



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT ROMAGNOLO and JEAN ROMAGNOLO

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Index No. 114680/04

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 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
W ,2015

MattlI5WMdclnlyie, Esq.- ÿA/ ZMichael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P«£ \ < MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
700 Broadway » 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 J&$fyork,New York 10038
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs) ÿfffoÿUorneysfor Defendant

0OÿVH (212)791-0285(212) 558-5500 r—
SO ORDERED,

2
Dated:

on. Peter H. Moulton
4JAtJjs

c- -



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WILLIAM V. KELLER

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Index No. 190033/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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
AnWrt 11 ,2015

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway .
New York, New York 100
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

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

ÿ*1 Nÿyv York, New York 10038

& (ffititorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED Dated:_ÿ
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

. X
INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 110105/1999

X
ELIZABETHM. GORMAN, as Administratrix for the
Estate of EDWARD FRANCIS GORMAN, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs), MOTIONAND ORDER

-against-

A.C. & S. INC., et al„
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Defendants.
- - -X

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

Ckv"

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C. w McCAMBRIDGE
qCP ÿ SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.

FranlrOftiz, Esq. ~phCL-n A (yjcÿroulo Madina Axelrod, Esq
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, ÿ

Hon. Peter H. Moulton / ' i L 'ti Lb=j ) ]•/ÿ

SEP I6 2015
I

IVYS ÿ

crv-



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

X
INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 119873/1998

. X
PATRICIA A. HOTNICH, as Administratrix for the Estate of
JOHN HOTNICH, and PATRICIA A. HOTNICH, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs), MOTIONAND ORDER

-against-

Hon. Peter H.Moulton

-X

A.C. & S. INC., et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 tiÿsaÿÿare hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.O.

0 re

0oÿVH
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.

-Frank Ortiz, E3q-. cco /J /v as~fr~cLO

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED

MadinaAxelrod, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

'?7sy/A r
Hon. Peter H. Moulton I Li LLlttj x

ScP 16 2015



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

x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 116426/01

VINCENT BOYLE and ELLENBOYLE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

•x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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 ar ised with prejudice and

Dated: New Yorl

without costs.

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE Dated
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE-DIESEL INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 104036/02
119365/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as "Morse-Diesel

International, Inc."), hereby requests summary judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Morse Diesel,

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

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

Morse Diesel, Inc.,be and the same are hereby dismiaÿJ prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York~ (Lb 2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually andas
Executrixfor the Estate ofEdwardA. Caiazzo
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

CCÿ &

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

ErikaL. Fraenkel, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated: fj'/5
,9c-

'/J



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

-x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 114300/02, 107404/02

HENRY D. HOLKA 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 Corp." hereby requests

summary judgment inthe 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,5

1

ce
MJtL,7_ J&lMatthew Maclntyre, 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
Attorneysfor Plaintijf(s) Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED. ÿ ~ ~---Dated: <77P/
Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

LYLEV. MOSSOW

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Index No. 112280/02, 105718/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

"Reynolds Metals Company, as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp." hereby requests

summary judgment inthe 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
_Vil '

2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

X© -
Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE --------Dated: *7j3/ //ÿ>
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / '



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

-x

This Document Relates to: Index Nos. 106709/02
115543/02

NORBERT KACZ and AUDREY KACZ
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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 and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
Wj ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC C MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s) Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:
Z-Hon. Peter H. Moulton

I
I



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

x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 113609/02

EDWIN C. WILSON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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

without costs.

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be i iy dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: New York, New York
y// ,2015

fl/
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

:ed:

j



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

This Document Relates to:

EDWARD COGHLAN

Index No. 118952/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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<ffQpe\ÿ hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
S ,c,offvC&ark, New York /lC. Cÿ•2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, ------Dated: ÿfat l! f

zddon. Peter H. Moulton / '
'

ÿ

S

I k -



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

-x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 104731/00

JOSEPH M. DE MAURO NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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 sameÿjÿhereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. .
ÿ

Dated: New York, tyew York » ÿ\Q&-f//y ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, 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
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s) Attorneysfor Defendant
(212)558-5500 (212) 791-0285

so ordere: Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal Representative
for the Estate of ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD, and
DOLORES BRESCHARD, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al„
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 100564/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

SEP 2 2 2015

-x COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: NewYor! ew York
'// ,2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs,
Dolores Breschard, as PersonalRepresentative
for the Estate ofRobert Joseph Breschardand
Dolores Breschard, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Erika L. Fraenkel; Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,
onTPeter H. Moulton

Dated: ÿ BifiS



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

Estate of RAYMOND MICHAEL WACHOWICZ, et al.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

Index No. 107135/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

"Reynolds Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp."

hereby requests summary judgment inthe 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 a|3Ccr(|ss |lainÿtgsÿ|t
defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismisÿÿwbh prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
/// ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

Dated: *9



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

This Document Relates to:

Estate of ROBERT S. SABADASZ

Index No. 109782/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, incorrectly sued herein as

"Reynolds Metals Company, Individually and as successor in interest to Atlantic Asbestos Corp."

hereby requests summary judgment inthe 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

D
defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and|pe s%m&iare hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. SEP ÿ ÿ

/if

office
Dated: New York,New York

2015U-

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED ---Dated:
t Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

ÿx

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

x

This Document Relates to: Index No. 127106/02

Estate of PHILIP R. ANZALONE, et al. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

judgment inthe 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, b sd with prejudice and

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiff(s)
(212) 558-5500

without costs.

Dated: New York New York
U)i ÿ2015

Michael J. Curtis.Michael J. Curtis, EsqM
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREI
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:

C/



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

DORIS MULLER, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate
of ELMER F.MULLER, and DORIS MULLER,
Individually,

-x

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, i?)

Index No. 115712/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York>rk, New York

fjlf ,2015

fa
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Doris Muller, as Proposed
Estate ofElmer F. Muller, arm DorisMuller„.c

Individually cff
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 CD
(212) 558-5500 C°U n£\N

Erika L. Fraenkel, Es

ÿ MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038

ÿS0FF\<S&12) 791-0285

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated: Qj j/6



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as
Administratrix for the Estate of EDWIN MURRAY,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 102879/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, ÿlew York
2015

rk,New Y

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
MildredMurray, Individua,

Administratrixfor the Estate ofEcEuii& Xfifwfy
700 Broadway ÿ

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

j, rÿ.

as"**
D

Erika L. Fraenkel, Jbsq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
-New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated 9k/hs



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of
JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. PETELEY,
Individually and SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix
for the Estate of MARY E. PETELEY,

Plaintiffs,

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

Index No. 117266/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York

//? ,2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Susan M. Peteley as the Executrixfor the Estate

ofJoseph L Peteley andMary E. Petel
Individually andSusan M. Peteley as th

Erika L. Fraenkel, itsq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant

|esel, Inc.
Iway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038

MorsefBiei

L
Executrixfor the Estate ofMary E. Peteley ,ÿ 2 791-0285
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 . cnK'S OFFICE
(212) 558-5500 c0UNTnew"°ÿ

SO ORDERE Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

GRACE CHAMIDES, as Executrix for the Estate of
JOSEPH CHAMIDES, and GRACE CHAMIDES,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ÿ.)

Index No. 105596/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, hjew York

If ,2015

-77ZL.
Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Grace Chamides, as Executrixfor the Estate of
Joseph Chamides, andGrace Chami\
Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003 SEP 2 2
(212) 558-5500 ,

L>

ErikaL. Fraenkel, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.

5|TVoadway, Suite 600
evÿork,New York 10038

gl2) 791-0285

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:_ÿ /fT



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK L. KOCKLER, as Personal Representative for
the Estate of GENEVIEVE KOCKLER and FRANK L.
KOCKLER, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al„
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 105592/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
'fff_,2015

Frai rtiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
FrankL. Kockler, as Personalmmepemativ
for the Estate ofGeneviev&Kockler andFrank
L. Kockler, Individually qcp 2 2
700 Broadway

P

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

qFF\CE

ErikaL. Fraenkel, ipsq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of FRANK
KOONE SR., and INES KOONE, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

-x

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

Index No. 104954/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
Itf ,2015

Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
kALABY & BRADLEY,LLC

rneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Ines Koone, as Executrixfor the EstatefofFran,
Koone Sr., andInes Koone, Individuallyÿ Q 9 2015 Broadway, Suite 600
700 Broadway New York, New York 10038
New York, New York 10003 s 0Ffl4© 791-0285
(212)558-5500 COUNTneWYORK

SO ORDERED,_ Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARILYNMECKLER, as Executrix for the Estate of
MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYNMECKLER,
Individually,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, |?)

Index No. 102561/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New Yor]k,New \

yd—-
York

2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs I1
MarilynMeckler, as Executrixfor theeM>te of

ErikaL. Fraenkfel, Esq.
—MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
IMttorneysfor Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.
Morton Meckler, andMarilynMecklerÿ « 9 9015 150 Broadway, Suite 600
Individually SEP New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway OFFtgfc2) 791-0285
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY ÿ";VqRK
(212) 558-5500 NE

SO ORDERED Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ,
Individually,

Plaintiffs,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f?)

Index No. 102288/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
_ //y ,2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs |1
SusanA. Metz, as Executrixfoifithe EstmP o)

ErikaL. Fraenkel, usq.

OMALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.

Thomas J. Metz, andSusanA. Metz,
n n on1t; 150 Broadway, Suite 600

Individually
700 Broadway

SEP 2 2 2»15 New York, New York 10038

New York, New York 10003rOUNTY CLEFT-j"

(212) 558-5500 HEW YORK
0FFl$:12) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Dated: j/s
" ''' ' J

on. Peter H. Moulton



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

__
Index No.: 190009/12

InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTON GOODBAR,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

- against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same arerigre
. . r
to either party.

Dated:
New York, New York

_, 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

smi
ir?**

prejudice and without costs

SEP 2 2 IS®

COUN1NE)fwIK
qFF\CE

SSrewPÿÿmesTEsqy
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

ikj'S

1 0



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE SIMINI,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, 9.)

Index No. 117706/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
_1M ,2015

Frai Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. p

a L. Fraenkel, Epq.
LABY & BRADLEY,LLC

Attorneysfor DefendantAttorneysfor Plaintiffs
Anthony J. Simini andAnnette Simini nrp 2 2 2015 Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway ' ~
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

150 Broadway, Suite 600

COUNTY C!uUU0#ÿ®EYork, New York 10038

NEW YORK (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

(Moulton, .f?)
-x

MICHAEL KLEINERMAN, as the Personal Index No. 106352/05
Representative for the Estate of EDWARD RICH, and
ERIC KAPLAN, as Executor for the Estate of
CHARLOTTE J. RICH, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al„
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, New Yorkffÿ

_l/t ,20f

SEP 2 2 2015

K'S OFFICE
W YORKFrank Ortiz, Jbsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
MichaelKleinerman, as the Personal
Representativefor the Estate ofEdwardRich,
andEric Kaplan, as Executorfor the Estate of
Charlotte J. Rich
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

ÿx

PETER J. FAMIGHETTI, as Administrator for the
Estate of MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI, and PETER J.
FAMIGHETTI, as the Executor for the Estate of
FRANCES FAMIGHETTI, Individually,

Index No. 102945/0&

Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et ah,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated:

SEP 2 2 2015

Frank Ortiz, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.

.ERK'S OFFIC
MEW YORK. p,Ei

MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Peter J. Famighetti, as Administrator for the
Estate ofMichaelFamighetti, andPeter J.
Famighetti, as the Executorfor the Estate of
Frances Famighetti, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

Index No.: 190165/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs to either party.

Dated: Q 2015
New York, New York

WEITZ & LUXEN SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiff -nvcS C
700 Broadway C0UtTÿÿqrKCLERK'SOFOCe
New York, NY 10003 ÿ£NN

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
f Hon. Peter H. Moulton

/ h



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

Index No.: 190285/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALEXANDER PARENTE,
NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

AURORA PUMP COMPANY, et ai.,

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs to either party.

Dated: 0 °[ /O 2015
New York, New York

Matthew MacIntyraJFsa. ÿ

WEITZ & LUXEÿBEJGIJi.cE™' LJ
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway SEP 2 2 2.015
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 rouNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

&///S" [j li i

Cp? '(

i\v,

so
CIVIL



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

Index No.: 190185/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HERMANVISGER,
NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs to either party.

Dated: SM
New York, New York

_, 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENI
Attorneys for Plaintiff cetcE
700 Broadway ,M-ry

New York, NYÿfe NEW v°B
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
SFP 18 ..Jib

CIVIL



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

Index No.: 190503/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RAYMOND CAPPO,
NO OPPOSITION

Plaintiffs), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

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 plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Aurora Pump Company with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Aurora Pump Company be and

without costs to either party.

the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

/
Dated:,C=5 jL

New York, New York
2015

ys
&

Matthew Maclntyrc, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERGÿQ.OU
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway

KlTV riFRK'S OFFICE
New York, NY y0RK
(212) 558-5500

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

V 0/vyG

SO ORDERED,
ÿ"Hon. Peter H. Moulton

'ihas



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

Index No.: 190009/12
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTON GOODBAR,

Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

- against -

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, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

without costs to either party.

Dated: ® 1/o ÿ
New York, New York

/w uiuauwa)
_

New York, NY 10003, .mTY CL0:ÿS °FF
(212) 558-5500 c6U%DNVOBK

Matthew Maclntyre,feq.| t-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff $£P 2 2 ÿÿ

700 Broadway

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Aurora Pump Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

SO ORDERED,
/ Hon.Hon. Peter H. Moulton

- c



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

Index No.: 190165/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hdEbyÿlisÿrissÿpvijÿÿejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: ?/? 2015
New York, New York

mttL*
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

PflCates, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED
n. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No.: 190165/11
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:_,2015
New York, New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

ipsrt'Eo
New York, NY 10003$£p I%
(212) 558-5500

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PJp
Attorneys for PlaXSff|V**
700 Broadway

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

C°ÿSfvOBK
e 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

OFBct New York, NY 10022
C (212)651-7500

SO ORDERED, _
SHon. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No.: 190009/12
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTONGOODBAR,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: _,2015
New York, New York

ÿÿhdrew P.ÿKÿfes, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBLR
Attorneys for PlaCtiff|
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003ÿp % %
(212) 558-5500 \C& 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

°FF New York, NY 10022
ÿ (212) 651-7500

r

SO ORDERED,D
/ Hon. Pet*Hon. Peter H. Moulton

5 ')



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

Index No.: 101521/05
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

KARINDEAN,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

- against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: iMNew York, New York
_, 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LlDiEMBqRGfe.C.
Attorneys for I%flntj
700 Broadway _ oMtj
New York, NY 100®£P * 1

(212) 558-5500
kitV

Qff\C&

Andrew P. Katesft3sq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton ,s , -



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

Index No.: 100029/99
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HENRY MIKA,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

- against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:
New York, New York

,2015

JtL,
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXIÿBHR<|,P.I? \J
Attorneys for PlaiÿTFf 1 ÿ""*

700 Broadway o
New York, NY 10003 $EP ÿ 1

(212)558-5500

Aridrew P. Kates, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED;
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No.: 121991/99
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIE J. HAMILTON,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

- against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated ÿK ,2015
NeW York, New York

Matthew Maclntyre
WEITZ & LUXeJjBE*G?
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway ÿ

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 ...ki-tvCU000ÿ°ÿ

Andrew P. Kates, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant

c- off Weil-McLain
_./ 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

ihf /s 77
k j

0 Z-



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

Index No.: 101162/99
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALOISIUS J. OCZEK,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: 0*AOUtlH ,2015

Maclntyre, Esq.
& i.lxCSbVf

•Andrew P. Kates, Esq:
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

New York, New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq-
WEITZ & LUXplB|R'
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY
(212) 558-5500

jEtiff

c
ÿ

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022
(212ÿ "ÿrin

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

SO ORDERED,
ÿ Hon. Peter FI. Moulton



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

Index No.: 106709/02
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NORBERT KACZ,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: ,2015
New York, New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

Attorneys for RWntwf
700 Broadways
New York, NY 10001
(212) 558-5500

WEITZ & LUXENBEfBERGaftCOrC£u SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

,r, c

/

SO ORDERED,
r{oncn. Peter H. Moulton



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

—X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL / fr

I.A.S. Part 50 /--------------------------X (Moulton, I
This Document Relates to: / i

Index No.
107994/99 WYssu- "A

FRANK DUFFY
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER------------------------X MARCH2014 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 plaintiffs 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
4 f r 2015

fUZjtL,XTX* JX*- _
x

ÿÿtSÿes edwArds
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. |*% C AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiff |I

ÿ Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway V * TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 „ 9 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

StP A U INC.

Qff\C& 199 Water Street

rÿnv 1NTV cuE5Sc New York' New York 10038
C (212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,
ÿ Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK------X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL /

I.A.S. Part 50
X (Moulton, t> I SEP 1This Document Relates to: '

Index No. . ,
107404/02
114300/02

HENRY D. HOLKA
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER........................................................................X MARCH2014 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 plaintiffs 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
ll? 2015

IameseSwards
WEITZ & LUXÿTBEkGfF.Cr ......... AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs „ 9 onit; Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway SEP 1L TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003

0 OFFICE c0> inc- n/k/a REALTY HOLDINGS

COUNTY CLERKS.oh-i
inc

NE\N YORK 199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, /P///S~
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

-X

-X

JAMES E. McCABE

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f)
Index No.
113073/02
106579/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
MARCH 2014 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 plaintiffs 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
2015

WEITZ & LUXENB
Attorneys for Plaintif]

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

IlpG,VcL.
ffs

SEP 2 2 2015

/ARDS
AHMUl\Y, tJEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 50 //"'/£--------X (Moulton, jf?)
This Document Relates to: / c

Index No. / ÿ I£
112280/02
105718/02

LYLEV. MOSSOW
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

X MARCH 2014 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 plaintiffs 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 i I 2015

7%~c. Jdy*-
. c O ÿ---TAMES EDWARDS

WEITZ & LUXEbffifiRÿ, %£. AHMeÿTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway cCP 2 2ÿ TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 b CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

v rlebkis ofÿce inc
COUNf/ yoRE 199 Water Street

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED. ---J/S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK---------------------x llniipn
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL I

I.A.S. Part 50 oCn---------------------X (Moulton, P/ l6
This Document Relates to: /

Index No.
109782/00

"

122191/99
ROBERT S. SABADASZ

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER-------------------------X MARCH2014 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 HOLDINGS,

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

Dated: New York, New York
( ?_, 2015

r* p n ÿ
WEITZ & LUXeSEeIÿP, <C_. AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway Qf P 2 2 TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

rLERK'S OfÿCfc INC.
yqRP' 199 Water Street

New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, ------ÿ
ÿ Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK //5ÿ
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL / " Uÿ

,
I.A.S. PartJ50 / or_ ,--------------X (Moulton, J ) @

This Document Relates to: /
Index No.
190024/08

SEYMOUR SAMUELS
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

X MARCH2014 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 plaintiffs 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
llf 2015

—TOffiS EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBE£G|PC. f ÿ

AHMTJTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintife \ ft®® Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 ccP 11ÿ CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

c£ INC.

-rv 199 Water Street
C°° v0BB New York' New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



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

x fr........INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL /
I.A.S. Part 50 /--------X (Moulton, / SFP

This Document Relates to: / ÿ 6
Index No. !
127106/02
107100/02 "

PHILIP R. ANZALONE
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER----------------------X MARCH2014 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 plaintiffs 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
Si?_.2015

MM- \ ~

XT \ \ t EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXEÿBEfIg,VC. ÿ

AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs „ Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway * U TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 C0

'
INC" n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

'-Waterstreet
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, -— ikihs
Hon. Peter H. Moulton ' >

W5

ClVr,



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

RANDIALBERTELLI, as Executrix for the Estate of
HOWARD ROTHMAN,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part Ttf'
(Moulton, Y)

Index No.: 115177/05

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: rfttly ,2015
Harrison, New YorFILED

SEP 2 2 2015

WEITZ & LUXENBER'
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Howard Rothman
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

]<p.Y OFFICE Russell S. Jamison, Esqj
C. NEW YORK MARINGOODMAN, 7

Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

ÿHonorable 1Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

—/



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

ROBERT J. SHANSTROM and RITA M. SHANSTROM,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Partyf Sÿ
(Moulton, f.)
Index No.: 118531/02

106695/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: feÿ-,2015
Harrison, New York

VAcxvaw_ÿ

WEITZ & LUXENBEWJPC. I C
Attorneysfor Plaintiffm I Lb Ebb \J
Robert J. Shanstrom
700 Broadway SEP 2 2 2015
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Russell S. Jamison, Esj:
MARINGOODMAN,
Attorneysfor Defendat
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

onorable Peter H. Moulton. J.S.C.



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S.Part 50
(Moulton,$)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190128/10

CARL A. STEINER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, ADSCO Manufacturing, LLC, hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, ADSCO Manufacturing, LLC, with prejudice in this

action, and there beingno opposition thereto,

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

defendant, ADSCO Manufacturing, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
MUbcn jb .2015

Matt! , ,

Attorney for Defendant
ADSCO Manufacturing, LLC
McGtvney&Kluger,P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Carl A. Steiner
Weuz&Luxenberg,P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

F IL ED
SEP 2 2 2015

SEP 16 2015

{N0409534-I} COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

GERALD RUSSOMANNO, AS
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF VITO

RUSSOMANNO

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

Index No.: 190226/11

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, DAP, Inc. k/n/a La Mirada Products Co., Inc., hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, DAP, Inc. k/n/a La Mirada Products Co., Inc.,

with prejudice inthis action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, DAP, Inc. k/n/a La Mirada Products Co., Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
_,2015

PCV-Nfi
AA6l~ÿ\ajCk) -C CO<ÿcTvHru*T Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.

UFiuebAttorney for Plaintiff(s)
Estate of Vito Mussom
Weitz & Luxenberg,P.C.
700 Broadway SEP 2 2 2.01-3
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLERK'S 0FFICE(212) 509.3455

NEW YORK

Attorney for Defendant
DAP, Inc. k/n/a La Mirada Products Co., Inc.
McGivney & Kluger,P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004

SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton

{N0440968-1)



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

X
INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL ,

/D
I.A.S. Part 50 /H

X (Moulton, ft)
This Document Relates to: j SEP 1

Index No.
101521/05

KARINDEAN
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

X MARCH 2014 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 plaintiffs 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
°| 1 T 2015

x ......:
r-- ""ÿJAMisfeWARDSÿ

WEITZ & LUXENBEMJ PIC.I r |"ÿ AHMTJTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for PlaintiffsI 1 I*- L# Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 SEP 2 2 2015 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

INC.

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE 199 Water Street

NEW YORK New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, //Z------ Si 1
/ÿ Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

-X

-X

RAYMOND BAKER

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f?)

Index No.
111050/98
111414/98

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
MARCH 2014 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 plaintiffs 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| 2015

WEITZ & LUXENpRtS, flC. C Q
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ÿ

700 Broadway 5New York, NY 10003 SEP L t LW

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,

ESEDWARDS
UTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Defendant
TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

skills
/ "'Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part }<S
(Moulton, p)

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190474/11

AGNES SPINELLI, as Administratrix for the Estate of
HARRY E. SPINELLI, and AGNES SPINELLI,
Individually, NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
•X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Harrison, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Russell S. Jamison, Esq. / \
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.:

Dated: Jul)' ,zUIJ

Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Harry E. Spinelli g
700 Broadway |
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

FILED
SEP 2 2 2015

Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212)661-1151

SO ORDERED:

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

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



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part jrf ÿ
(Moulton, P)

This document relates to:

ALVIN L. BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X
Index No.: 105780-02

120394-01

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

A $-3
/

Dated: ,2015
Harrison, New York

_______
. . Jt.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plawtfff
Alvin L. Bascomf"" I I f- |j
700 Broadway

ÿ

New York, NY 10001
(212) 558-5500 otr ÿ Z £UI3

COUNTY CLERK S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED.

Russell S. Jamisor
MARIN GOODMLVN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

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



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

•X NYCAL
I.A.S. Part}6
(Moulton, P.)

X
This document relates to: Index No.: 105870-02

108769-02

DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Daniel A. Przepiora
700 Broadway C
New York, NY 1000J
(212) 558-5500

Harrison, New York

UcAAWeco YAacTÿAÿ/tsq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Russell S. Jamison, Esq. \
MARIN GOODMAN,\ULjP.
Attorneysfor Defendant

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

filed
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison,New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

ÿÿHonorable Peter H. Moulton, LSÿ



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

LINDA MCCANN, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES W.
MCCANN and LINDA MCCANN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

-agamst-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part yf) 5ÿ

(Moulton, f.)

Index No.: 120970/02, 121574/96,
113280/97, 111076/98,
111360/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: August 11,2015
Harrison, New York

NJLCdHWJUj T.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. mt-
Attorneysfor Plaintiff SEP 2 2 cu

James W. McCann
700 Broadway rnnNTY CLERK'S OFFlC
New York, NY 10003 NEW YORK
(212) 558-5500

Russell S. Jamison,
MARINGOODMAN,
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVERBOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. fk'/ts



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

SALVATORE LIPARIand CELESTINE
LIPARI

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

Index No.: 190ÿ369/11
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

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 and all amendments thereto

against Eatonwith prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Eatonbe and the same are hereby dismissedÿitlyatejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

reby dismissedÿithjatejudk

F ILtD
SEP 2 2 2015

'
2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

v\dam DreMÿJEsq. WU| \ÿv£4aL[6
Weitz & Luxenoerg, PC
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

GdSriel G. Ferÿtdndig, Esq.
Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-
interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

Sj&)ts

SEP 17 2015

crvn
1806543



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

This document relates to:

DAVID JOSEPH BARNES and TERRY L.BARNES,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part id
(Moulton,

Index No. 112741/02
106578/02
114779/04

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Auguot 11;2015
Harrison, New York

RAgJAWjuD T. US9-
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
David J. Barnes
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003 blzP ÿ 2 2015
(212) 558-5500 COOÿ

F M

'tea
RusselMS. Jamison, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.

ttorneysfor Defendant
eeler/dorr-oliviWboiler

COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison,New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED. q o

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

.J



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

WENDY ARLENE NELSON, as Executrix for the Estate of
ANDREW PAUL,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part ofc
(Moulton, |?)

Index No.: 103379/93
132766/93
109974/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE,defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14, 2015
Harrison, New York

V H.cj-cIT»aWa<"A
f

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. W1 _
F IL

%

Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Andrew Paul
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 2 2 2015
ÿ.-r-ioiarrison, New

COUNTY CLERKS OFFlCg 661_n51
NEW YORK

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.

DMARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

arrison, New York 10528

SO ORDERED.

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

9jÿjb
SEP ÿ On....

" NJ;;)

L '-''s



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK / /c5)/r
COUNTY OF NEW YORK / /
—- ------X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL / S£p j R

I.A.S. Part 50 1 b--------------------------------------X (Moulton, P) LjÿssijSpJ'; Cn
This Document Relates to:

Index No.
121088/97, 105221/98

FRANKLIN POTTER 111040/98, 102788/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER-------------------------------------------X MARCH 2014 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 plaintiffs 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
ÿ I f 2015

" ÿ C (J <ÿESEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P C. ÿHMUÿY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs W 2 2 2015 Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway c„ TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 1000TNtÿCLERk-v CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

H£WyOfiK ,ce INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, --ÿHon. Peter H. Moulton /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
.....—- .....—- X

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

----- — X
This document relates to:

SALVATORE MALTA, as Personal Representative for the
Estate of THOMAS MALTA and SALVATORE MALTA,
As Personal Representative for the Estate of LOUISE
MALTA,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.
Defendant.

X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30 ÿ
(Moulton, p)
Index No.:l19913/01, 134988/94

111075/98, 124229/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Ttrtf ,2015
Harrison, New York ,r\

MocHhevXi McxcIa
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,T>.C
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Thomas Malta
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

F| MA

IL f nta*, ijfr
Sep 22 2015

COUWÿÿomci212»661-1151

Russell S. Jamison, Esq.
MARINGOODMAN, LLI

orneysfor Defendant
ELER/DORR-OLiVeR BOILER

COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
ZT ?A'/a5~
J.S.C. '

/ 0 r-

- ÿ J

ÿÿ7
v /
" /

/
/
/



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 30
(Moulton, fF)

This document relates to:

JOSEPH RONALD SHANLEY,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.
Defendant.

Index No.:100558/01,
113281/97, 111063/98
111360/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: dnty ,20 1*5 Zl2S/IS
Harrison, New York

VAooT
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Joseph Shanley
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003ÿ,1R1

(212) 558-5500 BOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

>tt£ D
SEP 2 2 2015

new york

Russell a. Jamison, Esq.
MARINGOODMAN, LU,P.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
- i'J

ÿ J



V

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f)

INDEX NO.: 02-108769

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

This Document Relates to:

DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA

against

A.C.AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:
I New York, New York

MISHAÿSHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005C<

TRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG

a /vjvj Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
<0 * 1 DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA

Qf Broadway
rfV New York, New York 10003

+ wj M&.cCr\+1-

SO ORDERED:
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

& ÿ: tJij

CN-COURT-2 /
1

re.



J ÿ ÿ *

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

SALVATORE LIPARI AND CELESTINE
LIPARI,

against

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

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, $)

INDEX NO.: 190369/11

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:°\ÿHf
New York, New York

VmiÿHashah, esq.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO. .
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLPÿ
Attorneys for Defendant, >
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED:

l~RANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
.ÿALVATORE LIPARI and CELESTINE LIPARI

ÿ,c,0Y 700 Broadway
rVÿ NeW York' NY 10003

W/s
ÿHonorable Peter H. Moulton

% P ") "• O ' -'.r> c iJ io j ib

TvVS :

ÿJ-COU



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

PATRICIA ANN HUTNICK PASTORE, AS
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL M.
HUTNICK, JR.,

against

A.C.AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)_

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, fi)

INDEX NO.: 01-111226

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Kohler, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

DATED:
New York, New York

MISHA SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

ÿ \V
NK ORTIZ, ESQ.

ITZ & LUXENBERG
ttorneys for Plaintiff(s),

PATRICIA ANN HUTNICK PASTORE, as
~ ijÿExecutrix for the Estate of PAUL M. HUTNICK,

ÿ „c70f)ÿ?oadway
oÿew York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED:
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

O L_ I A V ... , J

CN-COURT



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

ÿx

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

-x

ALICE NASH, as Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD
L.NASH, and ALICE NASH, Individually,

Index No. 116095/02
106708/02

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL, MOTIONAND ORDER
INC.

Defendants,

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: "Npw VnrV Npw VnrV

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Alice Nash, as Executrixfor the Estate of
RichardL. Nash, andAlice Nash, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

MALABY & BRADLEY,"
Ros

r'EWS

Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

DIANE O'CONNOR, as Executrix for the Estate of
THOMAS WALTER O'CONNOR, and DIANE
O'CONNOR, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL,
INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 112730/00
122202/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicÿpdwithout costs.

Dated: New YorJ$:, New York "
ÿ L f*

7i ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Diane O'Connor, as Executrixfor the Estate of
Thomas Walter O 'Connor, andDiane
O'Connor, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

2 2015

LERK'S OFFICE
ORK

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated: 7/3/ /AT"



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

CONNIE PAUL, as Administratrix for the Estate of
RALPH E. PAUL, and CONNIE PAUL, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL,
INC.

Defendants,

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, £)

Index No. 114051/02
107400/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice ar

Dated: New YorL New York

ijlf ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Connie Paul, as Administratrixfor the Estate of
RalphE. Paul, and Connie Paul, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

njdividrout costs.

' ' L E
/lSEP 2 2 2015

C0>TVC«k0FFICE
Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED.
Ion. Peter H. Moulton

Dated: tffol)IS



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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-X

-X
This document relates to:

ROSE L. JORDAN, Individually and as Administratrix for the
Estate of WILLIAM JORDAN,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part yf
(Moulton,

Index No.: 111048/98
113156/98
120669/00

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby requests

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be and the same pne Uerejpy dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14,2015
Harrison, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
William Jordan
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Fkerdpy dismi:

IL E
SEP 22 2015

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Q £

NEW YORK
E

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARINGOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneysfor Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212)661-1151

SO ORDERED.

onorable Peter H. Moulton
ZZ P/d'/'S
,J.S.C. / '

ÿ'ÿJ



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

InRe NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

JOSEPH HANSEN and VIRGINIA ANN HANSEN,

Plaintiffs,

-agamst-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 3#
(Moulton, f.)

Index No.: 118819/98
108708-01
100682-07

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
BOILER COMPANY

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER

BOILER COMPANY with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY be aifth| s[me g lpftby
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Aul/OU/Sf" <!*)-
Dated: ,2015

Harrison, New York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Joseph Hansen
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 22 m
UÿITY CLERK'S OFFICE

\ fMEW YORK

Russell S. Jamison, Esc
MARINGOODMANj LL|P.
Attorneysfor DefendantJ
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY
500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED.

Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. flai/lS
- J



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NELSON A. STRAUCH JR. and PATRICIA
STRAUCH,

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL
INTERNATIONAL, INC.,

Defendants,

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

Index No. 105671/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as "Morse-Diesel

International, Inc."), hereby requests summary judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Morse Diesel,

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

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

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

Dated: New York, New York
O&PN to ,2015

Phan Alvarado, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
NelsonA. Strauch Jr. andPatricia Strauch
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

1

f W
c, un

1
losario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



r
f

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ALVIN BASCOMB AND FRANCES BASCOMB

against

A.C. AND S, INC., (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL_

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, fi)

INDEX NO.: 01-120394

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED New York, New York

(MtSHASHAH, ES
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite Cjjpo'
New York, New York 1D00

PRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. yfe+H-cuj HocTltyf
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
ALVIN BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED: of
Peter H. Moulton

SlP i$ 'LJ)5

SI-COURT-ll 1/



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ALVIN BASCOMB AND FRANCES BASCOMB

against

A.C. AND S, INC., (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL_

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, fy

INDEX NO.: 02-105780

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

New York, New York

HA SHAH, ESQ. —->
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED:

ESQ. / FYccjnkJ
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
ALVIN BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

Peter H. Moulton
Skips

| Li l

SEP 16/015

FILED
SEP 2 2 2015

COUNT'.' ~.......""r. OFFICE

I "ÿ

CN-COURT-12 J



-r

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, $)

INDEX NO.: 02-105872

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

This Document Relates to:

MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND JACQUELINE
M. MCCORMICK, AS EXECUTRICES FOR
THE ESTATE OF GERALD T. MCCORMICK

against

A.C.AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

SiWDATED:
ÿNew York, New York

MISHA SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005

f \ t
<0

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
EITZ & LUXENBERG

!ttorneys for Plaintiff(s),
MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND
JACQUELINE M. MCCORMICK, as
Executrices for the Estate of GERALD T.

$!@EORMICK
-w ÿ00 Broadway

COÿÿvjsiÿ0?ÿ New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,
I

I SEP 0 cUi5

Honorable Peter H. Moulton

vI-COURT-3

%



* .

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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND JACQUELINE
M. MCCORMICK, AS EXECUTRICES FOR
THE ESTATE OF GERALD T. MCCORMICK

against

A.C.AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)_

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f!)

INDEX NO.: 02-108222

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: %!*('()
New York, New York

M1SHA~SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100

RANKORTIZ, ESQ.

\ V-
o « % MELISSA A. MCCORMICK ANDu JACQUELINE M. MCCORMICK,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

as

New York, New York 10005 ,,Krp(
COUÿ

MCCORMICK
cutrices for the Estate of GERALD T.

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED:
r—— n Honorable Peter H. Moulton

S£P I8 20,5

CN-COURT-4



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, AS
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF
MELVIN KALACHMAN, AND ROSE ANGELA
KALACHMAN, INDIVIDUALLY,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, (?.)

INDEX NO.: 108198/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:ÿ'Mew York, New York

misRaÿhah, esq.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 a

New York, New York 10005 1

t ESQ. H
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, as
Administratrix for the Estate of MELVIN
KALACHMAN, and ROSE ANGELA
KALACHMAN, Individually,

e.o KaclKh-W

,-c, Broadway
. / Maii/ Vai»I/ KIaijNew York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED:

f~T~'
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

;cp
©

CN-COURT-7 i/
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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, AS
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF
MELVIN KALACHMAN, AND ROSE ANGELA
KALACHMAN, INDIVIDUALLY,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ft)

INDEX NO.: 190240/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: f/To"
New York, New York

ÿ?

mi&wA shah, esq. «
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MtSfeAfÿ
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP »
Attorneys for Defendant, c£? %
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 . .......
New York, New York 100(ÿoOÿ £nN KALACHMAN, Individually,

700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

Weoo f-t&cTAhÿe.,FRAN+ÿGRTB, ESQ. m
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, as

r,fc\($Siministratrix for the Estate of MELVIN

° KALACHMAN, and ROSE ANGELA

SO ORDERED:

J)

SE 6 Eji5

Honorable Peter H. Moulton

ÿJ-COU



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN ANN
HINES,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton,

INDEX NO.: 98-119847

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:
New York, New York

MISHA SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite
New York, New York 10005

aiii, «

ÿ \1100% *

:, ESQ. M,

WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN
ANN HINES,
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED:
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

—U tf-COUR



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN ANN
HINES,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ft)

INDEX NO.: 116038/06

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED:
A New York, New York

MISHA SHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO, M:
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant,
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005 w

c

,ÿA\U
st?**1®6

ncf\CE00 Broadway
0ÿ5 New York, Nev

FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN
ANN HINES,

New York 10003

SO ORDERED:
ÿ Honorable Peter H. Moulton

Q C\J ; ..

I U\ COUR



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA

against

A.C.AND S, INC. (ARMSTRONG
CONTRACTING & SUPPLY)

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, /?)

INDEX NO.: 02-105870

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Kohler Co., hereby requests summary judgment in the

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

complaint against defendant, Kohler Co., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Kohler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: 9-/7-ÿ
,1 New York, New York

/

ISfHAÿHAH,MISHAÿSHAH, ESQ.
HOAGLAND, LONGO
DUNST & DOUKAS
Attorneys for Defendant,'
Kohler Co.
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10005 .w Cÿÿqvc

./jf
FRANK ORTIZ, ESQ. MrLcLrYhj*
WEITZ & LUXENBERG
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA
700 Broadway

,c,ofÿ New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED:
/

tld//IS
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

Sfr i' &ÿ/5

CN-COUÿT-l /



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JAMES LADELIA and THERESA LADELIA,

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

Index No. 121776/97

Plaintiffs,

AC and S, INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as "Morse-Diesel

Construction Co., Inc."), hereby requests summary judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 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
SEP 2 2 2015

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

Dated: New York, New York
_l/)j .2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
James LaDelia and Theresa LaDelia
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-x

SHELLY M. CARROLL as Executrix for the Estate of
DONALD E. MCCORMICK SR., and SHIRLEY
MCCORMICK, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

-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 plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York,New York
fhi - 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Shelly M. Carroll as Executrixfor the Estate of
DonaldE. McCormick Sr., andShirley
McCormick, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

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

Index No. 190195/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

filed
SFP 2 2 2015

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,Llÿyÿy CLERK'S OFFICE
Attorneysfor Defendant NEW YORK
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212)791-0285

SO ORDERED,/7ÿ-----Dated: ÿ 9i IS - ,

on. Peter H. Moulton / / /... /



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALTER JOHANNESEN and GRACE
JOHANNESEN,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE-DIESEL INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 126686/02
104016/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as "Morse-Diesel

International, Inc."), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Morse Diesel,

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

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

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

Dated: New York,New York
lh ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Walter Johannesen and Grace Johannesen
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

F IL

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARY GHOLSON, as Administratrix for the Estate of
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON, and MARY GHOLSON,
Individually,

-x

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL,
INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 104693/00
125779/99

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York, Mew York
1/N .2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Mary Gholson, as Administratrixfor the Estate
ofBenjamin F. Gholson, andMary Gholson,
Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

FILED
SEP 2 2 2015

<gs£oCOUNTY CI FRK'R r)FF|rE
Rosario Chetta, Esq. NEW YORK
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212)791-0285

SO ORDERED, _------„ Dated: ÿ 9 t !
/

Ion. Peter H.Moulton



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton,ÿ)

-x

GLADYS FRANZONE, as Personal Representative for Index No. 106972/08
the Estate of THOMAS FRANZONE, and GLADYS
FRANZONE, Individually,

Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and wit

Dated: New York. New York: New York. New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Gladys Franzone, as PersonalRepresentative
for the Estate ofThomas Franzone, and Gladys
Franzone, Individually
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

7/ ,2015

MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE---NEW YORK

SEP 2 2 2015

SO ORDERE Dated: 9]£! f/S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, If!)

RONALD R. DOEDEMA and PATRICIA DOEDEMA, Index No. 117579/02
107099/02

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL,
INC.

Defendants,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

Dated: New York„New York
2015

k New Y

W ÿ

7U6L, JJz,.
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. '
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
RonaldR. Doedema andPatricia Doedema
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SO ORDERED--

Spp 2 2 2015

CLERK'a.
Rosario Chetta, Esq. NEW York
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

OFFICE

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Dated:



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

GABRIEL CINTORINO and EVA CINTORINO,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

-x

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

Index No. 100081/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Defendants,

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

FIDated: New Yorkk,New "VYork
2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Gabriel Cintorino andEva Cintorino
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212)558-5500

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK
Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREBfÿ2-
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated: j
ÿ

!S>



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANCES BORMAN, as Administratrix for the Estate
of GEORGE BRADY,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 190115/08

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withc»rt«cctfts.1

Dated: New York; New York
2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Frances Borman, as Administratrixfor the
estate ofGeorge Brady
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

<pc|t
SEP 2 2 2015

°UNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK
Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARTHUR C. CLARK JR. and ARNITA CLARK,

Plaintiffs,

A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL
INTERNATIONAL, INC.

Defendants,

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

Index No. 106691/02
114787/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc. (incorrectly named herein as "Morse-Diesel

International, Inc."),hereby requests summary judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil

Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' 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-claimsjigainst defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.,be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoui

Dated: New York. New York
_ 1/N ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Arthur C. ClarkJr. AndArnita Clark
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

ÿ led
SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICFNEW YORK CE

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE Dated:
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

-x

PAUL MILLER and LOUISE MILLER,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

-x

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, /?)

Index No. 190174/09
122079/97

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Defendants,

-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 plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Morse Diesel, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

Dated: New York, New York
jpi ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
PaulMiller andLouise Miller
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

routcosts.

II IP® Mora £?i,B38t

SEP 22 m
/COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE'(ÿ---NEW YORK

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,ÿc—"---—
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

-x

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

-x

ARTHUR J. TILLMAN JR. as Executor for the Estate of Index No. 109703/08
ARTHUR J. TILLMAN SR.,

Plaintiffs,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al.,
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

Defendants,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., hereby requests summary judgment inthe

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

complaint against defendant Morse Diesel, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

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

FIDated: New York, New York
M ,2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC.
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs
Arthur J. Tillman Jr. as Executorfor the Estate
ofArthur J. Tillman Sr.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 22 2015

GOyÿFÿQLEP,K'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Rosario Chetta, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC
Attorneysfor Defendant
Morse Diesel, Inc.
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, ----plated:

Hon. Peter H. Moulton /

(

<< .
' 'J



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

INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-X

-X
Index No.: 113154/1998

BRIAN A. ROLFE and BRENDA R. WRIGHT, as Co-
Executrices for the Estate of RONALD ROLFE and DONNA NO OPPOSITION
ROLFE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIONAND ORDER
Plaintiff(s),

-against-

A.C. & S. INC.,et al., Hon. Peter H.Moulton

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 herebyfEsmÿsÿLwifÿrju}ice and

without costs to either party. SEP 2 2 2015

Dated: New York, New York

"» 1 2 i |'ÿ_
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW York

WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C.

T'rank Ortiz, Esq. P/hccn f\ (WCWr

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.

MadinaAxelrod, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SEP 16 2015

civ;i



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

JOHN B. CONKLIN and NANCY ODELL

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

Index No.: 190287/2014

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Rockwell Automation, Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-

Bradley Company, LLC (misidentified in the complaint as "Rockwell Automation Inc., as

successor by merger to Allen-Bradley Company, LLC") ("Allen-Bradley"), hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Allen-Bradley, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto.

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

Dated: . .New York, New York
2015 -So

SEP2ÿois

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York. New York 10003

Joseph PiLa Sala, Esq.
McElroy,M)eutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005 _

SO ORDERED,
/ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

f >L

u~

Sep 17

27 1740! NYS C.: ,



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

WILLIAM D. EBANKS,

against
Plaintiff.

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.
Individually and as successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,

Defendants.

=X Index No. 190040/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

=X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter

"ELECTROLUX") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX. with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

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

claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hCTSbyCÿ ÿ
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. s&g.
Dated; White Plains, New York

.9/7- ,2015

PattiTBurshtyn, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

CYNTHIAX MESSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh & Messemer LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as successor to Tappan
and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000

So Ordered; J.S.C.

'•PETERH.MOULTOJ)!

Sip i7 ,15



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190161/14

ALLEN E.WATTS and LOLA ESTELLE
WATTS

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc., (improperly pled 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

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

DaterF Nrw York New York

Robert M. Gilmartin, Jr., Esq. /

Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation, as
successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical Inc. and
Cutler-Hammer, Inc.

Jordan C. Fox.|0sq(K- /[
Belluck < t Fox f ILr/
Attorney » foÿlanttnf crp
546 Fifth nyÿnue, 4th Floor
New YorkÿNew York 10036 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

88 Pine Street, 24th FloorCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

New York, New York 10005

2561334

SO ORDERED:

HON.PETERH.MOULTON



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

EWALD KESENHEIMER

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

Index No.: 190078/15

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC f/k/a Burnham Corporation (improperly pled as

Burnham Corporation) (hereinafter "Burnham" or "defendant"), hereby requests summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Bui

Dated:

4iam LLC be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

is* b*

ÿ7

SEP 2$ZU13

Jordan C. Fokjÿsq '/-.qijNTY CL£RK's OFFK
Belluck & Fox, LLljf NEW YORK
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

Cÿ\ncfreÿ F. Bain, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2737746



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

MICHAEL KOULERMOS and MARIAN
KOULERMOS

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

Index No.: 190406/14

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC, improperly pled as Burnham Corporation

hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: New ÿ {, New York
,2015

IVEDJordan C. Fox, E
Belluck & Fox,Lÿ _
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor SEP 2 2 EOD
New York, New York 10036_rnnNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

MEW YOHK

AndrevH7. Bain, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005_

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

26242S3



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

FN RE: NEW YORK"COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

FRANK GONDAR

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

Index No. 190079/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

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

Dated:
Nev

Jordan C./Fix/Esip
Belluck & P<W, LLP
Attorneyslfor Plaintiff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
CARPENTER, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely
as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED

FILED
SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2720465 1





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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190381/2013

CASIMIR WORSO and BETTY WORSO-
RIBO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTIONAND 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

' " ' TT" 1 1,1 1 1 1- • 1 1 '"' out costs.

Dated:

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Ca
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve
solely as successor to Rockwell Ma
Company, Edward Valves, Inc.,No

Jordan C. FbW, Esq. rep 2 2 20ÿ
Belluck & Fbx, LLP btr

Attorneys f<#r Plaintiffs crK'S OFFICE
546 FifthAvenueCÿÿTÿMyÿ yoRR
New York, New York 10UB6

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valves, Inc.,Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

2425622 1

SO ORDERED,
S 1. Moulton



SEP 112015



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

(Moulton P.)
This Document Relates to:

Index No. 190416/2013

ANN MARIE SEDITA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

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

Company and Nordstrom Valves, Inc. (improperly named as Flowserve Corporation, solely as

successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company and Nordstrom Valves, Inc.) ("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 prejudice and without costs.

'"LEDDated: New York, New York

k/ _,2015

Nÿ°FFICE
Douglas von Oictc, Eoq.tbo-O K .C(L.xÿA£WBrian Sorensen> Esq.
Karst & von Oiste, Law Firm McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,

solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company and Nordstrom Valves, Inc.
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

576 5th Avenue, Suite 706
New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,
. Peter H. Moulton

2380656 1

hs 1/5

SEP I72015

WVS SUP, PA h
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COURT - CIVIL
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

FRED C. BODDY

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

Index No. 190137/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND 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

plaintiffs Complaint against Flowserve US without prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossjCT&ini$ ajainst_

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice and withou

costs.

Dated:

b'Cp 22
C0<J/vryo,

47/5

New York, $Iew York

fa —
.. K-'lSFiU'if-.

Adam S. Dreksler, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Fred C. Boddy
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003-9536

2636881

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005 [""{£~.....r:

HON.PETERH.MOULTOR

SEP 17 cuio

NYS :



4* t""i



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

'

INRE:""NEW YORK COUNTY
" " " " "

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ITALOA. POMPONIand EILEENPOMPONI

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

Index No. 190101/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

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

plaintiffs Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto.

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

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

Dated: f lifts
New York, New York

Patti Burshtyn, Esq
Weitz & Luxenberg.SPC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway SEP 2 2 2015
New York, New York 10003

SO ORDERED,

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
CARPENTER, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely
as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE EdwardValves, Inc.,NordstromValves, Inc., and
NEW YORK EdwardVogt Valve Company

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

1LI/S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton VYS SUPR:

0557 1 -





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

"iN REi'NEW"YORK COlWfY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

(Moulton, P.)
This Document Relates to:

Index No. 190078/2015

EWALD KESENHEIMER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Benjamin Moore & Co., Individually and as successor to

Janovic ("Benjamin Moore"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

Benjamin Moore with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Benjamiry Mpore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated:

Jordan C.
Belluck
546 Fifth

w York

ue, 4 Floor
e D

New York, NY 100S£P 2 % 20J5

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
CARPENTER, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore & Co.,
Individually and as successor to Janovic
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
'Hon. Peter H. Moulton

u il

Si:Y 1

WelU
lU'O

av:

2727068 1





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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALTER HAZARD AND SUSAN HAZARD,

Plaintiffs,
-v.-

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.,
includingTEREX CRANES WILMINGTON, INC.,

NYCAL

Index No. 190377/2014

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER AS
AGAINST TEREX CRANES
WILMINGTON, INC.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant TEREX CRANES WILMINGTON, INC., now known as TEREX

USA,LLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law

and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant Terex Cranes Wilmington,

Inc., now known as Terex USA, LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Terex Cranes Wilmington, Inc., now known as Terex USA, LLcJre arfi tlfLsaJEÿire83ebv
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. gpp 2 2 2015

Dated: New York, New York
l\/f2015

BELLUCK &

COUNTY CLERK S OFFICE
NEW YORK

MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC

Jordan C. Fc
Attorneysfol
Walter Hazut'(%et al.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

David P. Schaffer, Esq
Attorneysfor Defendant
Terex Cranes Wilmington, Inc., now known as
TEREX USA,LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038 H:~?JP
(212)791-0285 ' aÿ{

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated



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

Index No.: 190132/15
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JEFFREY HOWER,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Justin Wefizÿa.Z* i||
WEITZ & LUXEfftERGV.C.

Andrew P. Kates, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Dated: .2015

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant

Qpf\CH Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
on. Peter H. Moulton

I

J



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

STYLIANOS VAFIADIS and RUTH VAFIADIS,
Plaintiffs,

- against -
3M COMPANY f/k/a MINNESOTA MINING &
MANUFACTURING CO., et al.

Defendants.

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, $

Index No.: 190209/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

-X

WHEREFORE, defendant, ROSS CONTROLS INTERNATIONAL, hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law
and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' Complaint against defendant, ROSS
CONTROLS INTERNATIONAL, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto;

nndants, all claims and cross claims
IONAL, be and the same are hereby

ORDERED, that upon notice to
against defendant, ROSS CQWTIOtel
dismissed, with prejudice, anfwitlourcosts.

se?»*m15
Dated: New York, New York cp\C&

September 16, 2015 eft\CS--LevyÿF LLP - Shaub, Ahmuty, Citrin & Spratt, LLP

ovAc*, £s<ÿ,Attofneys feVlcTtntiffs
Stylianos Vafiadis and Ruth Vafiadis
800 Third Avenue, 11thfloor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

ByWJetfffeÿ'R. Beitler
Attorneys for Defendant
Ross Controls International
1983 Marcus Avenue
Lake Success, New York 11042-1056
(516) 488-3300

SO-ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

00750329,1



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190005/2015

SOL P. RASKIN and MONA RASKIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

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

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

Company (improperly named as Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing

Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrorn 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 plaintiffs Complaint

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

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

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

Dated:

Brian SOKnsen, Esq.
MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &

0\G& CARPENTER, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.
successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Comp<

Patti Burshtyn, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, PC c0
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway 1

New York, New YoflPmOOÿA
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely <

successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
Edward Valves, Inc.,Nordstrorn Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton





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

=X
FRANK GONDAR,

- against -
Plaintiff,

Index No.: 190079/2015

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

A O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., Individually
and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan, et al.,

Defendants.
==========================================X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,

Individually and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan (hereinafter

"ELECTROLUX") hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

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

plaintiff's Complaint against Defendant, ELECTROLUX, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

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

claims against defendant ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: 's, New York
, 2015

Jordan C. Fox, E|s$
Belluck & Fox, L
Attorneys fo\ÿPJ* in
546 Fifth Ave., 4th F.
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

So Ordered:

HON.PETERH.M0UL70N

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLt
NFWlYO

CYNTHIA K. l\rt£SSEMER, ESQ.
Hodges Walsh & Messemer LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
Individually and as successor to Tappan
and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000 fTT

7 , - irte
-TS.G, f/57// S"

SEP i7
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

=X
FRANK GONDAR,

- against
Plaintiff,

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,
SPIRAX SARCO, INC.etal.,

Index No.: 190079/2015

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION

Defendants.
=X

WHEREFORE, Defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, INC. (hereinafter

"SPIRAX 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, SPIRAX SARCO, with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto.

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

claims against defendant, SPIRAX SARCO, be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudioe and without costs.

Dated: Whilje PJains, New York
154

Jordan C. FoxJEidÿy CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Belluck & FoClLfV SEP 2 2 2015 Hodges Walsh & Messemer, LLP
Attorneys for PlWrtiff Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Ave., 4l 0OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE SPIRAX SARCO, INC.
New York, New York 100r3§w YORK 55 Church Street, Suite 211
(212) 681-1575 White Plains, NY 10601

Tel: 914-385-6000

So Ordered: -J.S.C.

-HON.PETERH.MOULTON l'nf !c::' (ÿ'

SEP 17



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

-x
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

x IndexNo.: 190046/15
DONP. DONOVAN and KATHLEENDONOVAN,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-against-

ABB, INC.,et al.

Hon.Peter H.Moulton
Defendants.

ÿx

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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

0V17/F5I led

-pUÿl A—
J'ohnuyl. Guerriero, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

SO ORDERED,
Peter H. Moulton



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

x
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

x
JOEL BERLIN and JEANNE BERLIN,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

IndexNo.: 190022/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC.,et al.

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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

Oi/M

-ri

IL E D
2 2 2015

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. qqunTY CLERK'S OFFICE Michael F. Gorman, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P YORK 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

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

Ij G LiuV.:,' LL-j J v./ L.¬

SEP IS 2015



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL
COUNTY OF NEW YORK I.A.S. Part 50

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Hon. Peter H. Moulton

This Document Relates to:

IVE'fTE MONTANEZ and PETER MONTANEZ,

WHEREFORE, defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC., hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

-against-

AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO. INC., et al,

Defendants.

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Index No.: 190409/2014

September t-j ,2015

<urriuNEW YORK
Darfon E. BerqtrisC.Es
Lanier Law Firm, PLb

fx/CW
6,T V"

„,0 vjrriu,ÿchary S. ©bldbergfEsq.
=Wvnrw . ,, ... . ..

A ttorneysfor Plaintiffs
126 East 56lh Street, Sixth Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 421-2800

Goldberg Corwin LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.
380 Lexington Avenue, Suite 725
New York, New York 10168
(212) 986-1000

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

x
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION..............—------------------x Index No.: 190414/13
WILLIAM PAGANO, as Administrator for the Estate
OfANN PAGANO, and WILLIAM PAGANO,
Individually,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTIONAND ORDER

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

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Defendants.

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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,

filedBW/IP, Inc.,be and the same are hereby d"smlSbdwTth prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

5uzanna Watcliffe, Esq.

'WEITZf yLUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
NewYork, NY 10003

Michael F. Gorman, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

0 L I 1'o 3



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

INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

GAETANO BATOLONE and MARIE
BARTOLONE,

Plaintiff,

- against -

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEM CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

-X

-X
NYCAL

Index No.: 190398/2014

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

-X
WHEREFORE, Defendant FLOWSERVE U.S. INC., as successor-in-interest to

DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION incorrectly sued herein as FLOWSERVE

CORPORATION, as successor in interest to DURAMETALLIC CORPORATION, (hereinafter

"DURAMETALLIC") hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

Defendant DURAMETALLIC,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, DURAMETALLIC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party.

Dated: New YorU NewjVork
I S ,2015

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.

LEVY KONIGSBERG,LLP

sep 1ÿ /(£/ (ÿgjKjaaf
JamÿKramer, Esq.

ÿ prK'S OFFlC&Madina Axelrod, Esq
Lÿvy Konigsberg, IÿQDffU C Attorneys for Defendant
A rnr Tÿlai-nfi-PF » TYi ir*o»-\-i «-> 11i/"» Prvw\/M«QfirvAttorney for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 13th Floor
New York, NY 10022

Durametallic Corporation
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton 2-tfs

L.,v

S£p < SK:S



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

INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALTER HAZARD and SUSAN HAZARD,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

-X

-X
IndexNo.: 190377/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.W. CHESTERTON, et al,

Defendants. Hon. Peter H. Moulton
-X

WHEREFORE, Defendant A.W. Chesterton Company hereby requests Summary

Judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 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 to either party. r

Dated: New York, New York 0

BELLUCK & F0i,LLP

(3of \ HP 2 2 2015

M£LEf,®BeÿlW#cCAMBMDGE
V y°STNGER & MAHONEY,LTD.

Jordan Fox, Esq.|
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

SO ORDERED,

MadinaAxelrod, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

.Peter H.Moulton

Q ->



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

INRE" NEW YORK COUNTY
.

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

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

Index No.: 190402/2014

ELIPETROVITCH and ANTOINETTE
PETROVITCH

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Flowserve LTS, 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 Flowserve US peqnd the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: rK./xew York
2015

laintiif

Jordan C. Fc
Belluck & F
Attorneys fo
546 FifthAv
New York, New York 10036

:nue, 4th FloocÿP % ÿ

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely i

successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,

ncf\CYFdward Valves, Inc.,Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve <Company»/ uuwaiu vugt vaivv

C°ÿ ÿ£\N 88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2607587vl





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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ELIPETROVITCHand ANTOINETTE
PETROVITCH

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

Index No.: 190402/14

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Burnham LLC f/k/a Burnham Corporation, improperly pled as

Burnham Corporation ("Burnham LLC"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

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

complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto.

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

defendant Burnham LL£U?e and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: / /New ! h
New York

,2015

4
Jordan C. Jo
Belluck &
546 FifthA
New York, New York 10036

-stf % % zoft

,, , wr\ERK'S°4
nue, 4th Floor yoBK

Andrew F. Bain, Esq.
fMcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005_

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2625608



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE:NEWYORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOHN CUZZOLINO and CONCETTA CUZZOLINO,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

IndexNo.: 190270/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Hon. Peter H.Moulton
Defendants.

-x

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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 dismissedwith prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, NewYork

OW"

AL
OÿAHONE

Jordan C. Fox
BELLUCK <M>X
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 FifthAve., 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED,

r:\r\j WOft* Attorneys for Defendant
ÿ 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1

AMBRIDGE SINGER &
LTD.

100
New York, New York 10022

yarns
Hon.Peter H.Moulton



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190270/2014

JOHN CUZZOLINO and CONCETTA
CUZZOLINO

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORES, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical

Inc. and Cutler-Elammer, Inc. (Improperly pled as Eaton Corporation, Individually and now known

as Eaton Electrical, Inc. and As Successor to The Vickers Pump Company and 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:

Jordan C. Fo
Belluck & F(

Attorneys fo:

Robert M. Giimartin, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant Eaton
successor-in-interest to Eaton £

Robert M. Giimartin, Esq. (

Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation, as
successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical Inc. and
Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

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

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

n-

SO ORDERED

2578619



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK GONDAR,

NYCAL

Index No: 190079/2015

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., et al.,
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Sears, Roebuck and Co. (incorrectly sued herein as Sears, Roebuck

and Company) (hereinafter "Sears") hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

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

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

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

Sears be and the sarp£)are herelgÿHsÿiisjÿd vÿPtl|_prfjÿice and without costs.

Dated: New

Jordan Fox, Esq/
BELLUCK &
546 Fifth Avemle, Floor
New York, Neÿÿ\\)<mk 10036
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
Frank Gondar
(212) 681-1575

CLEW<'S OFnCE

SO ORDERED,

David P. Schaffer, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10038
Attorneysfor Defendant
Sears, Roebuck and Co.
(212) 791-0285

"DATED: £ // /S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANK GONDAR,

Plaintiff,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., et al.,
including J.A. SEXAUER, INC.,

Defendants.

-x

NYCAL

Index No. 190079/2015

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.A. Sexauer, Inc. (hereinafter "J.A. Sexauer"), hereby

requests summary judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against defendant J.A. Sexauer with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant J.A. Sexauer be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: NeyAYork, New York
iQtwVyu U ,2015

BELLUC MALABY & BRADLEY,LLC

led
SEP 2 2 b

David P. Schaffer, Esq.
„ QppiGÿftorneysfor Defendant

J A Knvnunv Tnn

Jordan Iox
Attorney
Frank fky/tfar qOUNTT J.A. Sexauer, Inc.
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor ÿ 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10038
(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERE
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated:



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

SOL P. RASKIN and MONA RASKIN,

Plaintiffs,
-against-

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

Defendants.

-X

-X Index No.: 190005/2015

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

I.A.S. Partÿtf
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

-X

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as

Successor to York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE CORPORATION"), hereby requests

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

3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs to either party. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk

of the Court. This No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion may be signed in separate

counterparts and facsimile or PDF signatures shall be deemed to be original signatures for all

purposes of this motion.

Dated: 0ÿ/(95
New York, New York!""" *

FT iÿ-sep»mB

o
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. ccirE
WEITZ & LUXENRERÿyKÿRK'S0ÿ1
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs D&Vsi T'OR
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneysfor Defendant
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually,
and as Successor to York-Shipley
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New ÿfK/T0ft22;:~~7~

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

;(212) 651-7500

ÿPS I SEP 1« 2S15
'

CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
.....—x
INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARK RICCI,

-against-
Plaintiff(s),

IndexNo.: 190224/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

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

Defendants.
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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

(fiteviG. ÿ

Chris Romanelli, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003

'A YL/ÿf
Johrjjvi. Guerriero, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,

E|)n. jÿeter

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

1&hs

li Li lL-.-A.> I Li \j lLtj li

ScP iS 20 lb

i I

' - CIVIL



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEWYORK

INRE:NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

JOHNNEGRI,

-against-
Plaintiff(s),

ADVANCE AUTO SUPPLY, et al.

Defendants.

IndexNo.: 190428/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

HON.PETERH.MOULTON
HaarShair »ÿ Kloi»4feiileE.

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., (incorrectly named as BW/IP INTERNATIONAL,

CO., formerly known as Borg Warner Industrial Products Inc., a former subsidiary of an

successor to Borg Warner Corp. and Byron Jackson Pumps), hereby requests Summary Judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff's

complaint against Defendant BW/IP, Inc.,with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that uponnotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice aifdwithout costs to eitijefparty.

Dated: New/Yoik,Ne v York

Jordan C. Fox,
BELLUCK&FO

led
SEP 2 2 Andp W. Dean, EsE[.

SpdALjÿaeAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaint?ff frK'S OFFIÿfe'HONEY,LTl\
546 FifthAve., 4th Floor COUNTY O Attorneys for Defendant
New York,NY 10036 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,
ÿHon. Sherry KleinHoitlor

RON.PETERH.MOULTON

9-///S
Ifp) fp 'jr

SEP 16 2015

NYS :
PA TT 50

-ÿ'ÿi:-. CCUPT - CIVIL



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

-x
INRE:NEWYORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ELIPETROVITCHand ANTOINETTE
PETROVITCH,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

IndexNo.: 190402/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Summary Judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs 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: NewYork, Fjeÿv York FILED
SEP 2 2 2015

!i<l
Jordan C. Fox,
BELLUCK&
Attorneys for
546 FifthAve., 4m Floo1
New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED,

CO/JNTY CLERK''
NEW YORK-

Nicole G. Markomtz, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

Hen. Sheiiy Klein-Hoitlcr-

hon.peterh.moulton
SEP 162015

f-''S SUPr.-L~\ '5°

- CIVI



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

Index No.: 190132/15
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JEFFREY HOWER,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:

Andrew P. Kates, Esq. ÿOUlNJTV CLERK'S i
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE NEW York

Justin WeSzÿJscj.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Dated: AusuoV 5ÿÿ ,2015

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No. 190131/14
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FREDERICK CRONIN,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

- against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.
IT*" P •» ,

/10 F < - J
_,2015

%2im
Dated: os

New York, New York

fack, Esq.
LEVY,PHILLIPS &
KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10003
(212) 605-6200

SO ORDERED,

ELK'S OFFICENEW YORK
£s, Esq.

SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD,

Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

r~—
(H 1$

Hon. Peter H. Moulton N i- J |

' 10 .j/j

;r-C!V!i



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

Index No. 190054/15
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALLACE HANKIN,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated:
New York, New York

Suzanne Ratcliffe, Esq.
/EIXÿ4 luxenberg,p.c.

Attorneys for Plaintiff
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

BenjtfmiiTÿfCareathers\Esq
SEGAL McCAMBRIDfiE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

plL
2 2 2015

ÿVOflK°FF,01=

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-X

-X
NANCY DURGIN, as Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD
DURGIN, and NANCY DURGIN, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

Index No.: 190646/12

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

-X

- against -

COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, Individually, and as Successor

to York Shipley, Inc. (hereinafter "COMPUDYNE CORPORATION"), hereby requests Summary

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

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs to either party. This stipulation may be filed without further notice with the Clerk of

the Court. This No Opposition Summary Judgment Motion may be signed in separate counterparts and

facsimile or PDF signatures shall be deemed to be original signatures for all purposes of this motion.

Dated: S/fl _2015
New York, New York FILED

SEP 2 2 2015
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneysfor Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
700 Broadway NEW YORK

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

SO ORDERED
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneysfor Defendant
CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and
as Successor to York-Shipley
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10Q22

ÿ
(212) 65 1-7500 fu7 7~ — -

SEP 16/015

' 50

CIVIL



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

InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No.: 190048/15

120397/01

JOSEPH IANNUZZELLI,

Plaintiff(s),

- against -
NO OPPOSITION

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejud' '

to either party.

Dated: _ "7 I 2015 Spp 22
°0uNlyc

Erik Jacobs, Esq. (
WEITZ & LUXENB1
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Jordan DyBeltz, Esq/ 'SEGAl/McCAMfflUDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

-j



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

Index No.: 190573/12
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANCESCO ADESSO,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with pftj&djee and without costs

to either party. ®«"» Q
SEP 9

Dated: nilNew York, New York
_, 2015

LmdsayiDeCibco, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

C0(jN
22 2015

Ty

Jennifer L. Budner, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_

InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION
Index No. 190475/13

ARTHUR HALLBERG,

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

NO OPPOSITION
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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

0*8 /31Dated: _, 2015
New York, New York

Michael Cohan, Esq.
NAPOLI, BERN, RIPKA, SHKOLNIK
& ASSOCIATES, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413
New York, NY 10118
(212) 267-3700

SO ORDERED,

£o
"CareatheHNFsq V yOfÿ

reCAMBRIMHE
Be;

SEGAL
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No.: 190277/14
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARCO TROISE,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION- against -

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated

Jennifer L\ IkudnerfEsq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Mark Bibro, Esq.
EARLY,LUCARELLI, SWEENEY &EARLY,LUCARELLI, SWEENEY &
MEISENKOTHEN,LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017
(212) 986-2233

SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneys for Defendant
Weil-McLain
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton

ijs-ihs•I1



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARDESHIR OMMANI and ELEANOR OMMANI,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

NYCAL
I.A.S. Pari

Index No.: 190384/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Kelly-MoorePaint Company hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant Kelly-Moore Paint Company without prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant Kelly-Moore Paint Company be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudice

and without costs.

Dated: New York,

Ai t

Matthew M.
Hawkins Parnill Tftackston & Young, LLP
Attorneys for Iÿejiejidant
Kelly-Moore Paint Company
600 LexingtonAvenue, 8th Floor
New York, NY 10022

22 2015
county clerk.s

Jorc
BelhfEk &>t<LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Ardeshir Ommani
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED, ÿ is

SEP i6 /u]5

NYS SUPR-ur'rr50

HON.PETERH.MOULTON



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
INRE:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
-X
JOSEPH WENK, as Administrator for the Estate
Of CAROL WENK, and JOSEPH WENK,
Individually,

Plaintiff,

-against-

AGCO CORPORATION f/k/a and as Successor in
Interest to MASSEY-FURGUSON, INC., f/k/a and as
Successor ininterest to MASSEY-FERGUSON,
INC.,CLARK MATERIAL HANDLING
CORPORATION,
etal.

VrJ'/c"/ / \V

SEP *62015
NYCAL
I.A.S.Partis
(Heitkr, J ) •

Index No.: 190301/2013

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

Defendants.
-X

WHEREFORE, defendant BAY CRANE SERVICE, 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 BAY CRANE SERVICE, INC., only, with
prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice togll co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant BAY CRANE SERVICE, II|fe,b|a|d thfÿtaifÿe hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. ,n>

Dated: New York, New York 2 2 2015
COUNTY CLERKS OFFfnew York

__
By:
MichaelRoberts, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBURG,P.C.
Attorney for Plaintiff(s)
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Rubinstein, Esq.
FAUST GOETZ SCHENKER & BLEE
Attorney for Defendant
BAY CRANE SERVICE, INC.
Two Rector Street, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10006
(212) 363-6900
Our FileNo.: 12665-CRT

So C>f(WecL
HON.PETERH.MOULTON



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

Index No.: 190040/15
InRe: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM EBANKS,

Plaintiffs), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

against - MOTION

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al„

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the

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

plaintiffs complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs

to either party.

-7/ kDated:_1( _,2015
New York, New York

Esq.
cCAMBRIDftE

PattiBurshtyn, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C. _
Attorney for the Plaintiffs CÿJpÿGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
700 Broadway HEY* Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, "ÿ-.7lÿl// S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

:=.....ÿ 'n

SE? iS 2Ui5
rv --

c:vi



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
IA.S.Part 50
(Moulton,P)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190078/15

EWALD KESENHEIMER
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs complaint against defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto,

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

The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New Yl

McGivne
Attorneys
The Nash

Belluck & MdWlJLr
Attorneys fopPlaintiff
Ewald KesenWeimer

n
-y

yMÿje B. Cooper, Escftjfime B. CoOper, Esq.
McGivney & Kluger,P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
The NashEngineering Company
80 Broad Street -23rd Floor
New York, New York 10004
(212)509-3456

McGivney &

546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036
(212)685-1575

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

[N0443355-1)



<

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

RICHARD QUINN

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, JO

Index No.: 190018/14,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND 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 action,

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 and

without costs.

Dated: NewvXqfk, New47ni .
York
2015 F i r®I p™

SEP 2 2 2015

.*
_

V, Aj, t \ '

Attorney for Plaintiffs
Richard Quinn
Weitz &Luxenberg,P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEWV©

Maria J. Ciccia, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
The Fairbanks Company
McGivney&Kluger,P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

/Au ]JA:;:(( YUF50<M337j- - iÿlU) '
i8

!-fV:



HARRIS BEACH 2
Attorneys at law

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

JOAN BARBARINO, Individually and as Executrix
of the Estate of ROY BARBARINO, Deceased,

Plaintiff,

-against-

BASF CATALYSTS LLC, et al„

Defendants.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Index No. 190072/2014

WHEREFORE, defendant Saint-Gobain Abrasives, 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 plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Saint-Gobain

Abrasives, Inc.,with prejudice, and there beingno opposition thereto,

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

defendant Saint-Gobain Abrasives, Inc., be and the same are herebyÿisn/issli p

and without costs. SEP 2 2 2QJ5

ice

Dated: S£j>T0M\fr- 2015 C<*WWCWy0%0FF'CE
rUA,

fosepfrÿYCotTlletta7Esq. Michael J. MasirkJ, Esq.
THE LANIER LAW FIRMPLLC COUNTY CLLmK'S BEACHPLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff new YORK Attorneys For Defendant
Tower 56 Saint-Gobain Abrasives, Inc.
126 East 56th Street, 6th Floor Pittsford,New York 14534
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED:
on. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OFNEW YORK

InRe:NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

WALLACE S. HANKINand HELENHANKIN

Plaintiffs,

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

Defendants.

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

Index No.: 190054/15

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

•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 plaintiffs' 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

with prejudice and without costs.

Dated:

ItPPB*

C.bc the same are hereby dismissed

New Yor

SEP 2 2 Z015

TY CLERK'S OFFI
EW YORK

i/M. Ratcliffe,Esq.
& LUXENBERG,P.C.

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs

Robert A. Schaefer, Jr. Esq.
HARRISBEACHPLLC
100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor
New York, NY 10005
Attorneys For Defendant
Armstrong International, Inc.

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

ÿ///5
SEP 162015

'

SO



*CT:

SEP - 9 2015

BY:.
&



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

RUDOLPH T. SURACE and MARIE SURACE,

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al.,

Defendants.

-X Index No. 190017-14
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

Weitz & Luxenberg. PC
February 2016 FIFO Trial Group

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-X

WHEREFORE,DefendantGOODRICHCORPORATION,s/h/aTheB.F. GoodrichCompany,

hereby requests Summary Judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH

CORPORATION, s/h/aB.F. GOODRICHCOMPANY,withprejudice,andthere beingno opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

Defendant GOODRICHCORPORATION,be andthe same are herebvdismissedwith prejudice and

F 1 1 ÿ

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

2015

SEP 2 2 Z015

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

"• ÿ

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212)558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SO ORDERED
Ion. Peter H. Moulton

3Y:
Patrick J.
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN, LLP
2 Research Way,
Princeton,NJ08540
(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

' I SEPi6_ui5

PaRT 50
NTS SUPREME court - CIVIL



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

CLAUDIUS EASTMANand MINERVA FERNANDEZ,

Plaintiff(s),

- against -

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

Defendants.

-X Index No. 190568-12
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Weitz & Luxenberg. PC
August 2015 FIFO Trial Group

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

-X

WHEREFORE,Defendant GOODRICHCORPORATION, s/h/aThe B.F. GoodrichCompany,

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

Rules, Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against Defendant GOODRICH

CORPORATION,s/h/aB.F. GOODRICHCOMPANY,withprejudice,andthere beingno opposition

thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

Defendant GOODRICHCORPORATION,be andthe same are hereby dismissedwithprejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

$U?_,2015

F I
SEP 2 2 2015

BY: A

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

BY:
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway 'd fW»*t.iL

New York, NY 10003
(212)558-5500
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Patrick J. UWyet
SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
BRENNAN,LLP
2 Research Way,
Princeton,NJ08540
(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

SO ORDERED/ wis

n=i

liliEUlG;

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
SEP IS j:5

MVS SUE;-.



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

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

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190079/15

FRANK GONDAR,
Plaintiffs,

-against-
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

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

_Defendants. :

WHEREFORE, defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC incorrectly sued as Zurn Industries Inc.

a/k/a and successor-in-interest to Erie City Iron Works, hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Zurn Industries, LLC, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New/York.

Kerryann M. Cook, Esq
Attorney for Defendant
Zurn Industries, LLC

Attorney or Jflaii
Frank Gonddr
BELLUCK & FOX,

UNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

BELLUCK & FOX,LLP McGlVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 FifthAvenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212)681-1575 (212)509-3456

SO ORDERED,_ -3/9///S

{N0442063-1)

on. reter H. Moulton



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f.)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190079/15

FRANK GONDAR,

-against-

Plaintiffs, j no OPPOSITION
I SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., \
_Defendants. I

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant, Pecora Corporation, with prejudice in this action, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Pecora Corporation, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated:

Attorney
Frank G
BELLUC1 - —w ruRKZA£ CIAL Airbus* 1 lf\

SEP 22 m

1 L E D

OFFICE

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Pecora Corporation
McGivney &Kluger,P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

SO ORDERED,
idom Peter H. Moulton

(N0442063-1)



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

FRANK GONDAR,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

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

Index No.: 190079/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, hereby requests

summary judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212,

dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, with

prejudice inthis action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and witho/ >sts.

Dated: New"\

'led
3EP 2 2 2015

Attorney for PlM
Frank Gondac/ M
BELLUCK & FOX,LLP
546 FifthAvenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant

OIJNTY CLERK'S OFFir Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown
new York mcgivney & kluger,p.c.

80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDEREDÿ S2-
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Wi/s

(N0442063-1)

16
2572-2572



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION
NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, J?)

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:
Index No.: 190079/15

FRANK GONDAR,

-against-

Plaintiffs, j NO OPPOSITION
i SUMMARY JUDGMENT
I MOTIONAND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al„ \
_Defendants. j

WHEREFORE, defendant, Jenkins Bros., hereby requests summary judgment in the

above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintiffs'

complaint against defendant, Jenkins Bros., 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, Jenkins Bros., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New/fori

Attorney for/mai/tiffs
Frank Gondar COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICENEW YORK

Kerfyann. M. Cook, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
Jenkins Bros.
McGivney & Kluger,P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212)509-3456

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP
546 FifthAvenue
New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

{N0442063-1J



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK_
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

FRANK GONDAR,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, fl)

Index No.: 190079/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND 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 action,

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 and

f'led
sfeyUYork 2 2 2015

without costs.

Dated: New Ya
Njy CLERK'S OFFICFNEW YORK ' P

Attorney for H]

Frank Gondar\
BELLUCK & FOXTh
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212)681-1575

SO ORDERED,

Maria J. Ciccia, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
The Fairbanks Company
McGivney & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

9/9>/s
/

Hon. Peter H.Moulton

504-504

(N0442063-I j



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

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO:

FRANK GONDAR,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO, et al„

Defendants.

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

Index No.: 190079/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, TheNash Engineering Company, with prejudice in this

action, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. file
l: Mew YoflkÿNew York cm « „f[M> - 2015

S£p2 2Z0l5
COUNTY CLERK'S Onew york

Dated: Ne.

aintiffs

BELI.UCKtY FOX,LLP
546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

Jamie B. Cooper, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant
The Nash Engineering Company
McGivney& K.LUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

{N0442063-1j



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to: Index No: 190283/2014

ROBERT FRIEDLANDER and ROSE
FRIEDLANDER

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Amchem Products, Inc. n/k/a Rhone Poulenc AG Company

n/k/a Bayer Cropscience, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,

pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

defendant Amchem Products, Inc. n/k/a Rhone Poulenc AG Company n/k/a Bayer Cropscience,

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

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

defendant Amchem Products, Inc. n/k/a Rhone Poulenc AG Company n/k/a Bayer Cropscience,

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

Dated: New York, New York

WEITZ& LUXENBERG, P.C.

<5tprEHRC£. 7- 2015

SEP 2 ÿ

JonatHarfB. Kromberg, Esq.
dar6er ERRANTE YA'DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAULLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc.
116 East 27th Street, 12thFloor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED,
Horn Peter H. Moulton



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT FRIEDLANDER and ROSE
FRIEDLANDER

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

Index No: 190283/2014

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant CertainTeed Corporation hereby requests summary judgment

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

plaintiffs' complaint against defendant CertainTeed Corporation with prejudice, and there being

no opposition thereto,

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

defendant CertainTeed Corporation be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\ LED
SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTV CLERÿ 0p:FlCE

NEW YORK.
-CoopstTbsq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Jonathan R/Kromberg, Esq.
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAULLP
Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
116 East 27th Street, 12thFloor
New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED, ÿ2ÿ
I&fn. Peter H. Moulton

C:~,
o C r iS



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NORA NEWMAN as Executrix of the Estate of
WILLIAM J. NEWMAN

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

NYCAL Index No: 190425/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant The Lincoln Electric Company hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant The Lincoln Electric Company with prejudice, and there beingno opposition

thereto,

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

The LincolnElectric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

lO 2015

s M. Kramer, Esq.

ÿ \ Lÿ

SEP 2 3 jlcv I J\a— -
BrianT. Murnane, Esq.

Lÿvy Konigsberg LLP crK'S OfblOÿRGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAULLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff rnUÿ CVfvnftK Attorneys for The LincolnElectric Company

800 Third Avenue, 11* Floor
W 1}6 Easl 27 Stteel. ÿ F'°OT

New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6227

New York, New York 10016
(212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED:
Honorable Peter H. Moulton

r-SP/J/S
j
I

* O



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

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

NORA NEWMAN as Executrix of the Estate of
WILLIAM J. NEWMAN

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

NYCAL Index No: 190425/12

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Hobart Brothers 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 Hobart Brothers Company with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,

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

Hobart Brothers Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

\0 2015

V
Japfes M. Kramer, Esq.
.evy KonigsbergLLP

Attorneys for Plaintiff
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor

BrianT. Murnane, Esq.
DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAULLP

p.Qÿkttorneys for Hobart Brothers Company
cÿ\CS 116 East 27th Street, 12th Floor

0rÿ ÿ N™YÿN.wY«k 10016

(212) 605-6227

SO ORDERED:
orable Peter H.Moulton



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

INRE:NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

FREDDYA. LALAMA, SR.,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

AFCO INDUSTRIES, INC., et al„

Defendants.

-X

NYCAL

I.A.S.PART 50

X (Moulton, f.)

INDEXNO. 190131-15

(BELLUCK & FOX,LLP/OCTOBER 2015
INEXTREMIS)

NO OPPOSITIONSUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

X

WHEREFORE, defendant Standard Motor Products, Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

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

complaint against defendant StandardMotor Products, Inc.with prejudice, and there beingno opposition

thereto;

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

Standard Motor Products, Inc.be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
August ,2015

BryanBelasky, Esq.
Belluck & Fox,LLP
546 FifthAvenue, 4th fk>

L E QichardP. O'Leary, Esq.
Troutman Sanders LLP

ccp o 2 2015 875 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022New York, NY 10036

212-681-1575 _
r_Dl.lQ nFF1££-704-6000

Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY _ , Attornevs for "

FreddyA. Lalamqa, Sr.
uadk Attorneys for Defendant

NEW YORK. i. , ,,, „ ,
StandardMotor Products, Inc.

SO ORDERED,.
Hon. Peter H.Moulton

Active 26346279V1 999900.952301



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

FRANCIS ZELL,

Plaintiff,
-against-

A.O. SMITHWATER PRODUCTS CO., et al,

Defendants.

INDEXNO. 190223/2014

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION

WHEREFORE, defendant, Honeywell International, Inc.hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiffs Complaint against defendant Honeywell International, Inc. with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that uponnotice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Honeywell International, Inc.be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: WV//r
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,PC

IfKJU
SuzanneRatcliffe,Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Weitz Luxenberg, PC
700 Broadway JFoJLL E DNew York, New Yon

SEP 2 2 2015
SO ORDERED

HON.PETERH.MOULTON

DATED

O'TOOLE FERNANDEZ WEINER
VANUfcU LLC

Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,
Honeywell International, Inc.
60 PomptonAvenue
Verona, New Jersey 07044

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

kij/s
WIS',:,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OFNEW YORK
COUNTY OFNEW YORK

MARKRICCI, x
i_

Plaintiffs), INDEXNO. 190ÿ24/2014
-against-

A.O. SMITHWATER PRODUCTS,et al,
NO OPPOSITIONSUMMARY JUDGMENT

Defendants. MOTION

x

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises Inc.,f/k/aVentfabrics Inc.hereby
requests summary judgment inthe above-titled case, pursuant to CivilPractice Lawand Rules
Section 3212, dismissingplaintiffs Complaint against defendant Avocet Enterprises Inc.,f/k/a
Ventfabrics Inc. with prejudice, and there beingno opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that uponnotice to all co-defendants, allclaims and cross claims against
defendant Avocet Enterprises Inc.,f/k/a Ventfabrics Inc. be dismissed withprejudice and without
costs.

DATED:

& LUi lERG, P.C. O'TOOLE-FERNANDEZ WEINER
VAbfLIEU LLC

Steven.A:Weiner, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,Attorneys for Plaintiff

Weitz &Luxenberg,P.C. Avocet Enterprises Inc., f/k/aVentfabrics Inc.
700 Broadway 1 1 E1 PomptonAvenue
New York, New York 10003 | |L t Uverona,New Jersey 07044

SEP 2 2 2015
SO ORDERED

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

HONORABLEPETERH. MOULTON, J.S.C



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK...... X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
- —-----X

CHARLES BONA and PATRICIA BONA,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants,

NYCAL

Index No. 190562/2012

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 5®

•X

WHEREFORE, defendant Goodyear Canada Inc. hereby requests summary judgment in

the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against

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

Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
_9/tJ/sr_

WBNZ & LUXENBERG, P.C LYNCH DASICAL EMERY

By:

ih IL E D Lawrence G. Lee,m.
264 West 40th Street700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003ÿ0 q o 0Q15 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 bt (212) 302-2400

Attorneys for PlaintiffiOUNTY kÿÿÿ'ÿÿttorneys for Defendant
NEW YORK 0oody4Canada>Inc.

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: 1RIIS
Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

u~0u n-~. u

I SEP
-'Up i

Ia En-:r



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OFNEW YORK

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X

EWALD KESENHEIMER,

Plaintiff(s),
-against-

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

Defendants.

Index No. 190078/15

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Hon. Peter H.Moulton,
IAS Part 50

-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
viK

BELLUCKÿ/FjC XÿLLP
Attorneys

By:

file®
c£P 2 2 20ÿ

LYNCHDASKALEMERY LLP
orneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
mpany and Goodyear Canada Inc.

By:
Lawrence G. Lee,

546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10018
(212)681-1575 (212) 302-2400

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:
<ÿ Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C,

j



I
SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY

ASBESTOS LITIGATION

THOMAS J. VARLEY,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et. al.

Defendant(s).

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

Index No.: 190414/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

WHEREFORE, McCORD CORPORATION ("McCord"), 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 McCord, with prejudice and there being no opposition thereto.

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

filedbe hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: White Plains,New York
_,2015

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

A A X
Benjaminpdrche, Esq.
Attorney 'or Plaintiffs
Thomas J. Varley
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 7th Floor
New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500

Andrew J. SclrolzVEsq.
Attorney for Qgfendant
McCord Corporation
GOLDBERG SEGALLA, LLP
11 Martine Avenue, Suite 750
White Plains,New York 10606
(914) 798-5400

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter Moulton

3437846.1



09/17/2015 11:17 FAX 00003/0003

S PREME COURT OF THE STATE OFHEW YORK.
C :>UNTY OF NEW YORK

G ENN GERMAINE and :
M )RAG GERMAINE . ;

v. .
'Vf.vv i

a: IERICANEXPORT LINES, et al., . .. ÿ - ;

IndexNo. 190032-2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendants Kinder Morgan, Inc., and El Paso Corp. hereby requests

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

32 2, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendants Kinder Morgan, Inc., and El Paso

Cc p. with prejudice, and there beingno opposition thereto,

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

del ndant Kinder Morgan, Inc., and El Paso Corp. be and the same are hereby dismissed with

pre adice and without costs.

Da ;d:
New York, New York

,2015

A 3"Blouin, Esquire
SIT. MONS HANLY CONROY
Atti ineys for Plaintiffs
112 Madison Avenue
Nev York, NY 10016
(21, . 784-6415

•VVi v
p \ L

SEP 2 2 286

Office

4
ÿ

ÿ Lauren B. Plevinsky, Esquire
' Lilletandassociates,llc

. Attorneys for Kinder Morgan, Inc.,
and El Paso Corp.
2000 Market Street, Suite 2803
Philadelphia,PA 19103
(215) 496-7500

SO ORDERED,
on. Peter H.Moulton

H 9lb%



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

InRe: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
IndexNo.: 190292/2014

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

JOSEPH F. SIMONS and VIRGINIA G. SIMONS,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc.,et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Fisher Controls International LLC, incorrectly sued herein as

"Fisher Controls International, Inc." (hereinafter "Defendant") requests Summary Judgment in

the above entitled case pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules 3212, dismissing Plaintiffs'

Complaint against Defendant with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. paw is

Dated: New York, NY

LEVY KONI

rolas Novack, Esq.

800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor
New York, NY 10022
T: 212.605.6200
Attorneysfor Plaintiffs

SO ORDERED:

SEP I2 2015

SIMON-LESSER PCuWY CL£W,S oFF|CE

tilE.W YQR&v ./

By WjJAaX/titJf,
Siobhain Minarovich, Esq.

355 LexingtonAvenue, 10th Floor
New York, NY 10017
T: 212.599.5455
Attorneysfor Defendant
Fisher Controls InternationalLLC,
i/s/h as "Fisher Controls International, Inc. "

Hÿn. P<*fer H. Moulton, J.S.C.



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

VIRGINIA G. SIMONS, Individually and as executrix
of the Estate of JOSEPH F. SIMONS,

-X

-X
Index No.: 190292/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

-X

Plaintiffs,

- against -

H.B. FULLER COMPANY, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant H.B. FULLER COMPANY (hereinafter "H.B. FULLER"), hereby

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

Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against Defendant H.B. FULLER, with prejudice, and

there being no opposition thereto,

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

Defendant, H.B. FULLER, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to

either party.

Dated: O$/\0 2015
New York, New York

¥
&0

-John P. Guinan, Esq.
LEVY KONIGSBERG, LLP
Attorneysfor Plaintiff
800 Third Ave.
New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY,LTD.
Attorneysfor Defendant
H.B. Fuller Company
850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED,
7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Ak'is a l'-ÿ) rr
i iriinf

SEP ISP0]S



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY Index No.: 190277/2013
ABSESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To: NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

PAUL F. BRASINO and ADELINE BRASINO MOTION AND ORDER

x

WHEREFORE, AMF AUTOMATION TECHNOLOGIES, LLC (hereinafter

"Automation Technologies"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled

case, pursuant to the Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing Plaintiff's

Complaint against Automation Technologies, with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto.

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

against Automation Technologies, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice

and without costs to either party.

DATED ew York
015

FHHL E Q.Js0

DATED: Buffalo, New York
Autfust 2015

PETER-TAMBINI,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 2 2 2015
Paul F. Brasino and Adeline Brasino
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE |\/|ajn at Court Street
New York, New York 10003 NEW Y0RK 730 Brisbane Building
Telephone No.: (212) 558-5500 Buffalo, New York 10203

Telephone No.: (716) 853-6001

ILDER, ESQ.'
r'&'Linneball, LLP

ttbrrjey for Defendant
AMF Automation Technologies, LLC

SO ORDERED:

Hon. Peter H. Moulton 9//7//S



-X

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

Index No. 190217/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LENNOX F. COLTESTE and MELANIE COLTESTE,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

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

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant PFIZER, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant

PFIZER, INC. only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant PFIZER, INC. only be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Patti Burshtyn
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,P.C.
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Telephone: (212) 558-5580
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Lennox and Melanie ColtesteCOUNTY CLERK'S OFFfdfEer\ ÿnc-

NEW YORK

Nicole A."Spence
RENZULLILAW FIRM,LLP

C I| C pJ|Main Street, Suite 508
1 I L. H, Mite Plains, NY 10601

Telephone: (914) 285-0700
SEP 2 2 2015 Facsimile: (914)285-1213

Attorneys for Defendant

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

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREMe CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

SEP 14 2015

HON. PETER H. MOULTON I
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE





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

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Hon. Peter H. Moulton

This Document Relates to:

JOAN BARRARINO, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of ROY BARRARINO,

WHEREFORE, defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC., hereby requests

Summary Judgment inthe above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice I.aw and Rules Section

3212. dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.,

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC., be and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

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

BASF CATALYSTS LLC, et al.
Index No.: 190072/2014

Defendants.

Dated: New York, New York
September 2015 $EP 2 2 2015

Darrein E. BerqutsCEsq.
Lanier Law Finn, PLLC

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFI
v,

_NEWy0RK0FFI
ichary S. Goldberg, Esq.

AHartleysfor PIaimiffs
126 East 56th Street, Sixth Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 421-2800

Goldberg Corwin LLP
Attorneys for Defendant:
BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.
380 Lexington Avenue, Suite 725
New York, New York 10168
(212)986-1000

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

--—2/ÿ is
SEP 14 2015

SO ORDERED
Hon. reter H. Moulton HON. PETER H. MOULTON

ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE



-X

-X

NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f]

Index No. 190208/2015

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDER

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

ELSA I.MARTINEZ AND HECTOR MARTINEZ,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al.

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant PFIZER, INC. hereby requests summary judgment in the above-

entitled case, pursuant to C.P.L.R. Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs' complaint against defendant

PFIZER, INC. only with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

defendant PFIZER, INC. only be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Patti Burshtyn
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,
700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
Telephone: (212) 558-5580
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461

"Filed
SEP 2 2 2015

Attorneys for Plaintiffs ..ITN,
_

Elsa and Hector Martinez LERK S

Nicole A. Spence
RENZULLILAW FIRM,LLP
81 Main Street, Suite 508
White Plains,NY 10601
Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (914)285-1213
Attorneys for Defendant

NEW YORK
OFFICE Pfizer, Inc.

SO ORDERED,
on. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

i/)7//z
received

NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST JD

SEP 14 2015
HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DAISY CHABOUDY, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of ROBERT
CHABOUDY, Deceased

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

INDEX NO.: 190211/09

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, 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 crosÿÿ&hÿis against

ithe same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

<Vf//P
defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and withoutiÿstjg

mm- SSP2 9Dated: / / "/' Cr>, 2

Jordan C. F

o
'*Ty 2°'S

Belluck & F
Attorneys foVTlaintiffs
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as
successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
Edward Valves, Inc.,Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
on. Peter H. Moulton

!fl)

SEP 177 2015
2262589 1 NYS ;
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

Index No.: 109984/08
KENNETHH.TODD, Individually and as
Executor of the Estate of VICTOR TODD, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTIONAND ORDERdeceased

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

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

Company ("Flowserve"), 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

Attorneys for Plaintiff
546 FifthAvenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036

Dated:

Jordan C. Foffjj%%q[. Brian Sorensen, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLPMcElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
Company, Edward Valves, Inc.,Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

V//5"

1527240 1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

BARBARA CONNOLLY, as Personal
Representative of the Heirs and Estate of
ROBERT L. SIMMS, Deceased

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

Index No.: 190386/2011

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Rockwell Automation, Inc, as successor by merger to Allen-

Bradley Company, LLC (misnamed in the complaint as "Rockwell Automation Individually and

as Successor in Interest to Allen Bradley and Rostone Corporation") ("Allen-Bradley"), hereby

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

Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Allen-Bradley, with prejudice, and there

being no opposition thereto.

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

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudicÿndÿtthÿjÿcosts.
Dated: New York, New York

ÿ £4* , 2015

C\wi\L ? 1
David Chandler, Esq.
Karst & von Oiste LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
576 Fifth Avenue, Suite 401
New York, NY 10036-4830

JosepmP. lla Sala, Esq.
McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED,





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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

LINDA MCCANN, as Executrix for the Estate of
JAMES W. MCCANN and LINDA MCCANN,
Individually,

Plaintiff(s),

-against-

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

Defendants.

X

X

NYCAL

Index Nos.:
120970/02
121574/96
113280/97
111076/98
111360/99
100611/03

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTIONAND ORDER

Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
IAS Part 50

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear

Canada Inc.hereby request summaryjudgment inthe above-entitledcase, 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 prejupe ÿid|vith|5t c(|pÿ
Dated: New York, New York

— — SEP 2 2 2015

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, %gUNTY CLEFifcÿSffCJSASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff new Y(Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and Goodyeajÿanada Inc.

ByÿLjÿÿyT J+lyvL, By 1L.
Frank Ortiz, Esq.

KfuHvvfijuO t, mcjLJvyftyt ,
Lawrence G. Le

700 Broadway
New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED:

264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10018
(212) 302-2400

r~-
t ' : :

Iif

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



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

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates to:

DORIS JOHNSON, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of CARLETON C.
JOHNSON, deceased

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

Index No.: 190125/14

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTIONAND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical

Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (Improperly pled 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

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

Dated: / lew/York, New York

2015

Jordan C. fox.
Belluck &
Attorneys for Plairfflff
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor
New York, New York 10036 st? I*®®

SO ORDERED,
Ffon. Peter II.Moulton

Robert M. Gilmartin, Jr., Esq.
Mcelroy,deutsch,mulvaney

& CARPENTER, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation.
as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,

0ff\c£ Inc-
Wall Street Plaza, 24th Floor
88 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005
(212)483-9490 1

5// ,i r.c „

2625186

//]\

as



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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This Document Relates To:

ASHLEY BALDUFF, As Administratrix of the
Estate of WILLIAM RAYMOND TANZINI,
deceased

NYCAL

Index No.: 190037/14

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Aeroquip LLC, successor by merger to Eaton Aeroquip

Inc. f/k/a Aeroquip Corporation (improperly pleaded as Eaton Aeroquip Inc., f/k/a Aeroquip

Corporation) ("Aeroquip"), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant

to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs complaint against Aeroquip

with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: t New York, New York

Robert M. Gilmartin, Jr., Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Aeroquip LLC,
successor by merger to Eaton Aeroquip Inc. f/kiz
Aeroquip Corporation

\Gt McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24th Floor
New York, New York 10005

P \ •*

Jordan C. F
Belluck &
Attorneys fcJrMuntiff
546 Fifth Avecne, 4th Floor ÿ

New York, New York 10036

CU

SO ORDERED:

-HONÿEEÿH.moulton ÿ/a'/V

2562468

' r..',

Uij/£;){(
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