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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY L.A.S. Part 3¢ S©
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, f)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190088/2010

PATRICIA UNDERDOWN, as Administratrix for the Estate

of RONALD UNDERDOWN, and PATRICIA UNDERDOWN,

Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO

DEFENDANT

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

3
Dated: :h{‘}'y /,2015

Harrison, New York

W T A S - ';f i

Moattnews T. mac'm%a:( = Paul B. Josephs, Esq. o
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. o MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff l L E Attorneys for Defendant
Ronald J. Underdown KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway . COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 SEP 92 2015 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 661-1151 —

NEW YORK T
/N T

SO ORDERED: / SEP 1aa -

!
“Hoflorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. -7 ]



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL ,
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 3¢ SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190092/12
WILLIAM E. HANNA, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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

W H T 7.. b < ‘_& DI "N

OAHVE0 T MCLCI&’\MN’, S/ Paul B. Josephs, Esq”’
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
William E. Hanna = KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway F E L E COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 SEP 9 2 2015 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK S

SO ORDERED: T

) ——

“Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I A. S Part S'\
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton,
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190024/09

RHONDA SAMUEL as Executrix for the Estate of MORRIS

GOLDMINTZ, and MURIEL GOLDMINTZ, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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

At T At O

Moxthgpo T Ha(_l—'a’\hjr’{\ =V Paul B. Josephs, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plajusff: D Attorneys for Defendant
Morris Goldmin i L E KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 SEP 292 2015 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 661-1151 r

NEW YORK /;‘ i
SO ORDERED: / S T
P e

i,"’ » T \,) ," 

L Mse  al /
/\ 7\9—/9/ /5 \\Mk:w : B ": } /
Heforable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. Tl T



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Partgd ST
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, ¥.)
X 13247
This document relates to: Index No.: 49664971999
JOSEPH L. BILLITIER SR. and ISABEL BILLITIER,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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

g - A DV —

Mosnese HQQTV\\—:S;C , B8 . Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plainti Attorneys for Defendant
JOSEPH L. BILLIT# S}. L E D KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY

New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 SEP 22 2015 Harrison, New York 10528
(212) 661-1151
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

9 / By / /S
“Hé&norable Peter H. Moulton, J.5.C———-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 38 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190375/2010

JOHN BAUER and RUTH BAUER,

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT

MOTION AND

-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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

Mo T Mao]:;/\h:‘cé , £<q,- Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plai ff% E D Attorneys for Defendant
John Bauer ? 2 EW KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY
New York, NY 10003¢ o ¢ 9 2015 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 o Harrison, New York 10528

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE (212) 661-1151

NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

6’/;1///5

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL )
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, 3)6
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 123777/02
102672/98
JUDITH HYATT, as Personal Representative for the
Estate of AMERIGO DEBELLO, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: ng 1,5

Harrison, New York

WL Fe Lo

Mcetthow Macliiye [ Esg, -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Amerigo Debello F D
700 Broadway I L E
New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500 SEP 92 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

A —— Y Jis =

¢ Hdnorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

Russell S. Jamison, Esq. v
MARIN GOODMAN,/L
Attorneys for Defendapt
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

P.

~




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS. Part 34 H5°
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, )
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
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: Angustt26457 ~"[ A5

Harrison, New York

AT ST

M ol . Mac ‘E«{’s-\jf‘f , B Russell SY Jamisc;n, Esq =

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendan
Edward S. Barrio KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 F I L E 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

SEP 992 2015 (212) 661-1151

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED: NEW YORK o

’ %1/ 8 Cames e
Hodbrable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. o o




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY I.A.S. Part bb
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton,
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 108282/99

DAVID F. KELLY as Personal Representative for the Estate of

FREDERICK P. KELLY JR.,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO

DEFENDANT

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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 BOILEI‘ tMEﬁ and the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

15
Dated: Augu-&t—l—l—,—%&l'sc?/"l/’s— sep 2.2 20
Harrison, New York COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
Ew YORK
AT P Ji}&

Moxbens 1. Mouc ﬂ*jv‘t Cgrt Russell S. Jamison, Es

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN,

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Frederick P. Kelly Jr. KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY

New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

Honhorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. el L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Partgﬂ S Q
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, £)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 190232/2010

ANNIE SMYTH, as Administratrix for the Estate of THOMAS

SMYTH, and ANNIE SMYTH, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO

DEFENDANT

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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 COMP% Dand the same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs. F a %\m

Dated: Ju-l-y—,ea-s-cf/bl/ls’ sep 92 200
Harrison, New York CE
Ty CLERKS OFFILE.

COUN : K )
I T e S ™ L O

Morvews T, ma,(/,‘ﬂn-njpe {égq/ Paul B. Josephs, Esq. A

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Thomas Smyth KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY

New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

ey
~
L

Hnorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. el



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL _
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS.Part36 S )
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, 3;)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 112689/00
122194/99
THEODORE SHATERNIK and LYDIA SHATERNIK,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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 ﬁe same are hereby dismissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: Jaby——r2645 Q/Lf/] o

Harrison, New York

FILE

SEP 9.2 200

GLERKS OFFICE

ASe T e Syt oo () [

Mt 7. Ma(Thyee | 264 -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Theodore Shaternik

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

q/;; / IS

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

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.

MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

"‘*-..‘.h
D i
[

] 2
La— :
————



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
STEPHEN P. FOLEY, as Administrator for the : Index No.: 125210/02

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

. NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s) . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
’ MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., . Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
" IAS Part 50
Defendants.

X

WHEREFORE, defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear
Canada Inc. hereby request summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to CPLR
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and
Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

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

against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company ar? dyear acBlc. be and the same
T EE

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without c®sts

Dated: New York, New York SEP 92 2015
7/9/1s
. OUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAXDHMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Company and G@dyear Canada Inc.

By; 7%& “Li;"' By: r%tux‘( T

Frank-Ortiz, Esq. ‘ ~ Lawrence G. Ig/éﬁ.

Mo T. Ma(lahira ESq -

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

Dated: New York, New York ST

SO ORDERED: _ /2———————_ 4 /3/ / D]
j _

<
e,

“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
X

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
IRWIN MORRIS and SANDRA MORRIS Index No.: 190082/09
Plaintiff(s), :
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al
Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
Defendants. : 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 plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
e c.B@and the same

Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and GOCF a!Clmd

are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs
’ P SEP 92 2015
Dated: New Yo 7 Vew York
1/% COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Defendants The Gopdyear Tire &

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Rubber Co y and G dyea anada Inc.
AT AL jfw
Lawrence G

Frapk-Ostiz, Es&
Mortous T, qc/fr\hj"f L(CL
700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, NY 10003 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500

Dated: New York, New York
;’
3/ //S /

(212) 302-2400

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

JOSEPH T. SANDER and JEAN SANDER,

-against-

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

Plaintiff(s),

Defendants.

INDEX NO. 190391/2011

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

WHEREFORE, defendant, Clark-Reliance Corporation, Individually hereby requests
summary judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section
3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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: 5l

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

%%%Zf

Matthew MacIntyre
Attorneys for Plalntlff
Weitz & Luxenberg

700 Broadway F00g3 L E D

SEP 92 2015

New York, New Yorl® 1

SO ORDERED

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

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

paTED: /15

O’TOOEE FERNANDEZ WEINER
AN LIBU LLC

Steven A. Weiner, Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant,

Clark-Reliance Corporation, Individually
60 Pompton Avenue

Verona, New Jersey 07044

S 0TE )
[J ub&/ L; I (w4 L:;.:;)J
EP j @ik
9/9/ 5 SEP16:U5
PART 5D
NYS Surrz el CIVIL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

MARK V. SLEVIN. Executor of the Estate of

: 2
PATRICK T. SLEVIN, : Index No.: 190406-2010

Plaintiff, . (Moulton)
-against-

(Levy Konigsberg LLP — March 2014 FIFO)

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

Defendants. MOTION AND ORDER

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 Plaintiff’s 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, Newasy ogk E

September /‘OFO(I‘ L D
Oﬁ SEP 9.2 2019

Jim Jfamer, Esq. - OFFICE
, CLERK'S

Iazygl;(onigsberg LE@UNTLE\N YORK

800 Third Avenue

tthew J. Rice, Esq.
routman Sanders, LL
875 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10022 New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200 (212) 704-6000

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Mark V. Slevin, Executor of the Estate Mestek, Inc.

of Patrick T. Slevin

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED,,H 9’/9/ / /S

25339915vl



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. PART 50

-------------------------------------- X (Moulton, P)

ELIEZER BARASCH, as Administrator of

Estate of STANLEY S. BARASCH, : INDEX NO. 190055-2011
Plaintiff,
, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- :  JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER
FOR CHAMPLAIN CABLE

A.O. SMITH CORPORATION, et al., CORPORATION

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant Champlain Cable Corporation hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Champlain Cable Corporation with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-Eenlarls.- aEchs and cross claims against
defendant Champlain Cable Corporation be and the sghie 98 B8i2by dismissed with prejudice and
without costs. COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK

Dated: New York, New York
September | , 2015

ko] £.0un,
Richard P. O’ﬁeary, Esq.\
Troutman Sanders LLP

The Lanier Law Firm PAEC

Tower 56 875 Third Avenue

126 East 56™ Street, 6™ Floor New York, New York 10022
New York, NY 10022 (212) 704-6000

(212) 421-2800 Attorneys for Defendant
Attorneys for Plaintiff Champlain Cable Corporation

Eliezer Barasch, as Administrator of
Estate of Stanley S. Barasch

SO ORDERED, Q// A / 1S

"7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton

RE@EWE@

SEP 15 2015

‘ PART 5
Nys SUPREME COSRT

Active 26231748v1

- CIviL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 50
: (Moulton)
' X 1603%5- 30
This Document Relates To: . Index No.: 289285~H—
MARK PARENTE, as Administrator for the
Estate of ALEXANDER PARENTE, and DORIS NO OPPOSITION
PARENTE. Individuall SUMMARY JUDGMENT
> indivicually, MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, 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 Plaintiff’s 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 stsl L E D

Dated: A%@«AAQ 2015
New Work, New York

%//é% U/y//  SHEFAR'S OFFICE

Matthew Maclntyre, E@/ AlffedFSary nt@,I 'ﬂ%’q‘fum\

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
Attorneys for Plaintiff & YQUNG LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

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

600 Lexington Avenue, 8" Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED, A @/9 J / IS

~~ “Hon. Peter H. Moulton

11047615v.1



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY :  NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 50
: (Moulton)
X
This Document Relates To: : Index No.: 107994-99
MARGARET F. DUFFY, Individually and as : NO OPPOSITION
Executrix for the Estate of FRANK DUFFY, . SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all chas rntroElaB against

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

-7 SEP 22 2015
Date(%%@w« /&, 2015
York, New York COUNTY C !

T 7% S

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. / AlfredTSarge(nte, sq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HAWKINS PARNELL

Attorneys for Plaintiff THACKSTON & YOUNG LLP
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

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

600 Lexington Avenue, 8th Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED, 7 , 4/9///5

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

11082569v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
e ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 50
. (Moulton)
X
This Document Relates To: : Index No.: 190007-09
DOUG CHAPPLE and HELEN CHAPPLE, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, defendant Pneumo Abex LLC, successor in interest to Abex Corporation,
incorrectly sued herein as “PNEUMO ABEX CORPORATION, Individually and as successor in
interest to ABEX CORPORATION,” (hereinafter “Abex”), hereby requests summary judgment
in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
Plaintiffs’ complaint against Abex, with prejudice, there being no opposition thereto,

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

FILED

SEP 22 2015

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

Dated:,)%ﬁ«_/; 10,2015
New York, New York

-K'S OFFICE

%% Yy % | NEW YORK
Matthew Maclntyre, Esqg/ AlfeeeFT, ¢ S{arge e, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. HAWKINS PARNELL THACKSTON
Attorneys for Plaintiffs & YOUNG LLP

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant,

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

600 Lexington Avenue, 8th Floor
New York, New York 10022-7678
(212) 897-9655

SO ORDERED, .~ /" — ‘1’/9///5

“on. Peter H. Moulton

11075394v.1




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113687/02
JACK KOGEN and SYLVIA KOGEN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

without costs.

/0 \\&
A, T Hee M@ i Qw@?/ M

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. M&%@‘I\\ﬁ‘ Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC C)O\)& \MXLABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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

SO ORDERE]}%\~ Dated: ?//ah//é'

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 106178/00
WILLIE J. HAMILTON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

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

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

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York
, 2015

/54
Pt T T ﬂr@w%ﬁ s

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. hael J. Cums Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC ‘)ﬂ" LABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway oKX 15Q B)f(?é%way, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 W\Y ork, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) O\)ﬁ‘ \Q?,\thtorneys for Defendant

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

SO ORDERE%"—\__ Dated: //)/07/ //5
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 114680/04
ROBERT ROMAGNOLO and JEAN ROMAGNOLO NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

without costs.

PDated: New York, New York
by Yo 2015

Mt ?/WJ? Nﬁ%whael J. Curtis, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P? \ % MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway %‘L ° 150 Br@adway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 %E %W\%ork, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) \f,?‘\(\?&liforneys for Defendant

(212) 558-5500 O\)\* \{\\\@\\\{ (212) 791-0285 e~

SO ORDERED, A/"\ Dated:

on. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50

This Document Relates to:

WILLIAM V. KELLER

Index No. 190033/09

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

Awgust 11,2015

WEITZ & LUXENBERG PC
700 Broadway

New York, New York 100
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s)

(212) 558-5500

©
@0
g

oo“wv\@ﬂ

SO ORDERED

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

wllf

Michael J. Curtis, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
?@fftorneys for Defendant

@&*Q\q\ (212) 791-0285

Dated:

9)2,/)5
=7




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 110105/1999
X
ELIZABETH M. GORMAN, as Administratrix for the
Estate of EDWARD FRANCIS GORMAN, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
A.C. & S.INC,, etal.,
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 plaintiff’s 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. &0

Dated: New York, New York \
% 2\ } - ? ‘L% '&\6 ¢
‘ DY %%Q < O??\G
X
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ~ G\’?/S{EﬁﬁL McCAMBRIDGE

W

_ O \"SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
% A Ll eoof

Rrank Oz E5q. Phon A IJorod©  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, % 9 /;z// A T e

Hon. Peter H. Moulton TR

SEP 162015

e s




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: 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
Plaintiff(s), MOTION AND ORDER
-against-

A.C.&S.INC.,etal.,
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 plaintiff’s 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 t@ are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs to either party. ? \ @'\5
ce
Dated: New York, New York %@ % ot
S O\F’ Q?\‘(‘
)2\ , \< " o e&\{
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

M U phodf

Frank Ortiz, Bsq. Phon AlvoradO  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
g Qi et e
SO ORDERED, _, //‘9///\S Bl
“" Hon. Peter H. Moulton N LN IV R

SEP 162875




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 116426/01
VINCENT BOYLE and ELLEN BOYLE NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto, it is
ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the sa&a@ ar dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. %

Q\S
QE\? ?\C’e

Dated:  New Yor; ew York - 6)\\4‘5 of
- Y ,2015 o \N«NEW(O?\

MSlere T e ST
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
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERW Dated: 9 /;2/ /S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / / .

[



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, §)
X
CATHERINE A. CAIAZZO, Individually and as Index No. 104036/02
Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD A. CAIAZZO, 119365/99
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., MOTION AND ORDER
including, MORSE-DIESEL INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Defendants,
X

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 dismiﬂ\@prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York ?
J /1Y . 2015

9% fm\%

7 cE
M T e ‘Z;;“ ot wﬁ“ﬁ L/(

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Catherine A. Caiazzo, Individually and as
Executrix for the Estate of Edward A. Caiazzo
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERER;
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Erika L. Fraenkdl, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038

(212) 791-0285 .

Dated: 6/;///5’ v “ b 33‘};;/,-5



\

!

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 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 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

O

without costs.

W

Dated:  New York, Mew York G
? Y ,2015 022 w
?\\é@ﬁ/

m" 7%" M’" o) \Nﬂ (\\/I\E\ A \
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. chhael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, Mted: 5}/9// /S S | ,

AHon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 112280/02, 105718/02
LYLE V. MOSSOW 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 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. g @
P il

Dated: New York, New York 1%\3
Iy 2015 o? 29
e 5

m 7%4 Mb \)\\W‘ (\NE\(O?\
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. I\/Fchael J. Curtis, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREM/"\D@ted: 6/ 9 // /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 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 Y; , New York

015 \\”%@?
R R R

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. O\)\\\:If;[& w‘épf\ Curtis, Esq.

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

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

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

SO ORDERED, ﬂ—/—\ Dated: ?/ Q///j

¢ Hon. Peter H. Moulton h / / ”r




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 113609/02
EDWIN C. WILSON NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

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

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York
7/ )Y 2015

¢\

ocp B2 Wb

RS oFFIcE
N G\’E\( O?\\k

N

AW T e Silyn

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

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

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREMed: 4 /9///5
Hon. Peter H. Moulton /7



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. 118952/00
EDWARD COGHLAN NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant Reynolds Metals Company hereby requests summary

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

dismissing Plaintiffs’ complaint against Defendant Reynolds Metals Company, with prejudice,

and there being no opposition thereto, it is

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

defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York

9//}’ . 2015

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, /__ e Dated:

on. Peter H. Moulton

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

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

9/2/ )15
A
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 104731/00
JOSEPH M. DE MAURO NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
X

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

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

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

without costs. \ gﬂ g:*
? f&'\c}

Dated:  New York, New York %(,’? ) ??\G\a

9 /Y 2015 50

E e ke

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

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED,A—\ _ Dated: 6} /p// /A



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)
X
DOLORES BRESCHARD, as Personal Representative Index No. 100564/06
for the Estate of ROBERT JOSEPH BRESCHARD, and
DOLORES BRESCHARD, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

-

LED

Defendants, SEP 2 92 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: New Yoréf\!ew York
Y 2015

7

I e T e Lipe

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Dolores Breschard, as Personal Representative
for the Estate of Robert Joseph Breschard and
Dolores Breschard, Individually

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,
/Hon. Peter H. Moulton

%‘Dated: 6/9 / / /5

oy

Erika L. I::raenkelf Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 107135/00

Estate of RAYMOND MICHAEL WACHOWICZ, et al. 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 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 achr(gss &i:i gt
defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the same are hereby dismissf?éjpwzit}é ;;%dgand

without costs.
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
Dated: New \?r , New York
/

/A 2

Matthew Maclﬁtyre, Esq. Michael J. t(urtis, lgsq.

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

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

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

SO ORDERE}%\; Dated: 9// &////5 ;,‘
i

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 109782/00
Estate of ROBERT S. SABADASZ 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 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 andﬁe s%,m%ware@eby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated:  New York, New York
// , 2015

m77z«¢i;~»

ogp 22 1B

LEP\KS OFFICE
NEW YORK

b (X

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC
700 Broadway

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

(212) 558-5500

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

New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Defendant

(212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,&

/ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Dated: 6)/&// /S
7]



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ILA.S. Part 50
X
This Document Relates to: Index No. 127106/02
Estate of PHILIP R. ANZALONE, et al. NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

X

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

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant, Reynolds Metals Company, be and the saxE @eby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs.

Dated: = New York, New York WS oF\:\CE
JLY 2015 GOy, \NE\(oP\K

AL T ... W
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
Attorneys for Plaintiff(s) Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED//—\  Daed: 921/1S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, .Q)
X

DORIS MULLER, as Proposed Executrix for the Estate Index No. 115712/05
of ELMER F. MULLER, and DORIS MULLER,
Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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/\lew York

, 2015
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkel, qu
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs g Attorneys for Defendant
Doris Muller, as Proposed ut x%ﬂ Morse Diesel, Inc.
Estate of Elmer F. Muller, an¥! Doris Mulle€m 150 Broadway, Suite 600
Individually ggp 22 New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway s OF\:\CQEI 2) 791-0285

New York, New York 10003 CLER
) T\( K
(212) 558-5500 COUNY | iw YOR

SO ORDEREQ//_\ Dated: /;z 1]1S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, )
X
MILDRED MURRAY, Individually and as Index No. 102879/05
Administratrix for the Estate of EDWIN MURRAY,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
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

¢ 1Y 2015
MK T e S &Lj//%
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ; L Attorneys for Defendant
Mildred Murray, IndividuaE and as Morse Diesel, Inc.

Administratrix for the Estate of Izécé\gmz}z@’(}’éy 150 Broadway, Suite 600

700 Broadway CENew York, New York 10038
New York, New York 10003 - LEP\\,QS OFF\ (212) 791-0285 i
(212) 558-5500 COUN W YORK P ) R

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDEREIW , Dated: ?//a// S~ R ;’f



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ﬁ)
X

SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 117266/05
JOSEPH L. PETELEY and MARY E. PETELEY,
Individually and SUSAN M. PETELEY as the Executrix
for the Estate of MARY E. PETELEY, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER

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 Yor ?Iew York
1A 2015
// C /)
S /
A T e S [J/L |
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkel, Fsq. )
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Susan M. Peteley as the Executrix for the Estate saq™esel, Inc.

of Joseph L. Peteley and Mary E. Petelef % L_ IIEB way, Suite 600
Individually and Susan M. Peteley as th New York, New York 10038
Executrix for the Estate of Mary E. Peteley £p 2 12_525 791-0285

700 Broadway S

New York, New York 10003 y CLERKS OFFICE

(212) 558-5500 COUNT L £\ YORK

SO ORDERED, - Dated: 9 /52/// /S
“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f)
X
GRACE CHAMIDES, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 105596/05
JOSEPH CHAMIDES, and GRACE CHAMIDES,
Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
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

1Y 2015
/ 7
// 7
AL T e Sidpe AN EG
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkel, E'sq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Grace Chamides, as Executrix for the Estate of Morse Diesel, Inc.

Joseph Chamides, and Grace Chamidgs, L. ESRoadway, Suite 600
Individually E eW York, New York 10038

700 Broadway (212) 7910285

New York, New York 10003 sep 22 20 |

(212) 558-5500 S Sl
COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE T

SO ORDEREW_\ ‘ Dated: Q//;z / /s

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

e,

e



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)
X

FRANK L. KOCKLER, as Personal Representative for Index No. 105592/05
the Estate of GENEVIEVE KOCKLER and FRANK L.

KOCKLER, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

X

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

Dated: New York, New York
/Y 2015

Fraﬁg 5 ;rtlz, Esq. 7

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs D
Frank L. Kockler, as Pers § e e}Eﬁl

for the Estate of GenevievdKockler and Frank
L. Kockler, Individually cgp 22 2019
700 Broadway “

New York, New York 10003
(212) 558-5500 COUNT! £\ YORK

SO ORDERED, < Z —

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

ﬁ g Z %
AN

Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated: 9[9 ///S.
/7



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
INES KOONE, as Executrix for the Estate of FRANK Index No. 104954/06
KOONE SR., and INES KOONE, Individually,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
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

§/1¢ 2015
/
. ]
A T e L 7 /

Frank Ortiz, Esq. ‘ Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs F 5 E % rneys for Defendant
Ines Koone, as Executrix for the Pstaté of Fran Morse Diesel, Inc.

Koone Sr., and Ines Koone, ]ndividuaélgp 99 2015 150 Broadway, Suite 600
700 Broadway New York, New York 10038

New York, New York 10003 « OFAdR) 791-0285
OUNTY CLERK'S OF
(212) 558-5500 C NEW YORK

SO ORDEW Dated: ?//;L// /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
MARILYN MECKLER, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 102561/06
MORTON MECKLER, and MARILYN MECKLER,
Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
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 Yor? ew York

, 2015
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkél Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. ALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs B .gﬁ torneys for Defendant
Marilyn Meckler, as Executrix th Estdie o Morse Diesel, Inc.
Morton Meckler, and Marilyn Meckler, ,P 9.9 2015 150 Broadway, Suite 600
Individually St New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway o E2) 791-0285
New York, New York 10003 COUNTL&’V‘E\? OKgKOFF(é "
(212) 558-5500 v* N

SO ORDEREW\_ Dated: 9 /22/ / /S
“Hon. Peter H. Moulton [ 7



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
SUSAN A. METZ, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 102288/06
THOMAS J. METZ, and SUSAN A. METZ,
Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
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 Yor?}lew York
/
7

,‘/ , 2015
/J 7 y
Frank Ortiz, Esq. Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiffs E, % gﬂ DAttorneys for Defendant
Ine BSI&TE O

Susan A. Metz, as Executrix fo Morse Diesel, Inc.

Thomas J. Metz, and Susan A. Meiz, 205 150 Broadway, Suite 600
Individually SEP 22 New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway \ #12) 791-0285

New York, New York 10003cOUNTY CLE\F{)‘OK‘:‘:’Q?FF\&

(212) 558-5500 NEW

SO ORDERED, .~ ¢ ———————  Dated: 9//;1; //5

Alon. Peter H. Moulton



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

Index No.: 190009/12
In Re; NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTON GOODBAR,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing

plaintiff's complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

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

Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same areFre%y c%smi prejudice and without costs

to either party.
Dated: 0 1/09 ,2015 s OFFIC
New York, New York COUNT \‘(Q(EJtV v OP‘K
ot T M T
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. ~A&ndrew Pms, Esq. '
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 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, _~Z— ?}/9/ 5

7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
ANTHONY J. SIMINI and ANNETTE SIMINI, Index No. 117706/05
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., MOTION AND ORDER
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

7 f ,2015
2t 7 70 L (77l
Frank Ortiz, Esq. aL Fraenkel, Eéq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. F a L ABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Anthony J. Simini and Annette Simini SEp 29 201 15 Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 COUNTY CLERKS Of¥eeEY ork, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 NEW YORK  (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED,~ __——— Dated: ?/ 21//s
~ Hon. Peter H. Moulton [ /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
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, MOTION AND ORDER
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 ew YorlF E %m g D

SEP 92 2019 /

% % v e %Q@!,,ﬁ%_@ws OFFICE M/
Frank Orfiz, Esq. W YORK Erika L. Fraenkel, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Michael Kleinerman, as the Personal Morse Diesel, Inc.
Representative for the Estate of Edward Rich, 150 Broadway, Suite 600
and Eric Kaplan, as Executor for the Estate of New York, New York 10038
Charlotte J. Rich (212) 791-0285

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

SO ORDEREP-,W_\ Dated: 9[4S
Hon. Peter H. Moulton / 7



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, )
X
PETER J. FAMIGHETTI, as Administrator for the Index No. 102945/06
Estate of MICHAEL FAMIGHETTI, and PETER J.
FAMIGHETTI, as the Executor for the Estate of
FRANCES FAMIGHETTI, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND ORDER
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 Yor New YorkSF % Em E; D

201

SEp 2 2 2015

P ibetions o, //ﬁ// 14

Frank Ortiz, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

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

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Erfl'(a L. Fraenkel/ Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated: Q//Q // / /S




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

Index No.: 190165/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), 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: O C1/CvOt 2015
New York, New York

L ED S
ﬁ‘at;ﬁew 'Ma‘ cTityfe Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
R, % C.

WEITZ & LUXEN SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff LERKS OFFICE  SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway CouNT & \N \(OP\K Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 N Aurora Pump Company

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

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, %\ 7/9///\?

7 Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 190285/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALEXANDER PARENTE,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
- against -

AURORA PUMP COMFANY, 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 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: Q4709 o015
New York, New York

A /.

Matthew Macntyreksg. (E D Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXE ElG‘.E. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway SEP 22 2015 Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 Aurora Pump Company

(212) 558-5500 ~~ NTY CLERKS OFFICE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
NEW YORK New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED%\,. 9/ 2111S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 190185/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HERMAN VISGER,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), 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: q /L/ , 2015

New York New York

At E RO BB <

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENEER@ ‘ZP?—&\S SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff CEICE SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway (;\,EP\KS O Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NYCOEDS ew YORK
(212) 558-5500

Aurora Pump Company

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, /"’"’F—\ Q R 11S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 190503/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

RAYMOND CAPPO,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), 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:. ey 4 2015 C S @
New York, New York - %, 22 O
Q . U

G,
N
S
7 '8
O,9/r O,o/(}
Matthew MaclIntyr€, Esq. Katrina H. Murphy, Esq. ®3
WEITZ & LUXENBI%EQ,?‘F),Q.G\S SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 2o OFFICE  Attorneys for Defendant
ERK'S ¢ y

New York, NY E@@ng\h YORK Aurora Pump Company
(212) 558-5500 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, —Z————_ | ‘i/g/S

/£ Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 190009/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTON GOODBAR,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff(s), SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
- against -

AURORA PUMP COMFPANY, 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:  ©%/09 , 2015

New York, New York

2. e S Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENF ERG P C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff  ggp 2 2 2010 SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway EFICE Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10008)UN y CLERKS O Aurora Pump Company

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

New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

/ Hon. Peter H. Moulton RIEES S




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,

- against -

WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,

Plaintiff(s),

Index No.: 190165/11

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION

Defendants.

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

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

plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no

opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
Defendant, Weil-McLain be and the same are h?yiﬁsh{ssﬁvi@ejudice and without costs

to either party.

Dated: Ci /9 , 2015

New Yofk, New York

7

Matthew Maclintyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, —

SEP 22 2015

COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE

/((drew Pﬁates, Esq.

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

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

= _Hon. Peter H. Moulton

#rs

i
i
12

e



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

Index No.: 190165/11
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARNOLD GORDON,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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

vd %//

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. /?{drew P ates, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENB%R&P.E D SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaijsaff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 ¢gp 2 3 108 Weil-McLain

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

NTY CLERKS OFFICE  New York, NY 10022
COUNY L Ew YORK (212) 651-7500

‘F‘“'”— S

SO ORDERED, M///g [ CLVED
< Hon. Peter H. Moulton [ o

et




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

Index No.: 190009/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MILTON GOODBAR,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCILAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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:  ©4/0Y 2015
New York, New York

e N

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. ~ktdrew P ¥tes, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXEN Pﬁ’l’E D SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Pla SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadwa Attorneys for Defendant
(212) 558-5500 _eicE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

Ly CLERKS OF New York, NY 10022

COV™Y L Bw YORK (212) 651-7500 N
[

SO ORDERED, /9 / //5 fo

/ Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 101521/05
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

KARIN DEAN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: q /L/ , 2015

New Y'orlé, New York

A T Pe L %/%

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Afidrew P. Katé,/ﬁsq. -

WEITZ & LLI%E]Y GECD SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
nt¥f

Attorneys for SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 99 701 Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 100GE? Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 CAKS OFFICE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
c\ New York, NY 10022
UNTY RK ;
COU™ ew YO (212) 651-7500

" Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Py T ——
% s O
SO ORDERED, 9 /; s CEIVED




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

Index No.: 100029/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

HENRY MIKA,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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;&%&(ﬁﬂ@;&éz, 2015
New York, New York

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. &ndrew P. Kates, Esq.

WEITZ & LU %{%,’PE D SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
eV ssid

Attorneys for P SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 2019 Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 SEP 2 2 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 S oF\:\CE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
QUNTY CERES, New York, NY 10022
GO NEW Y (212) 651-7500

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERF?%\ 9 /SL///S
/




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

Index No.: 121991/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIE J. HAMILTON,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLALIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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.

Datedgeﬂm;/ g , 2015

Nely York, New York

RS T P S ///

Matthew MaclIntyre ‘ \pg D Andrew P. Kates, Esq.
ERG

WEITZ & LUXE SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff 7018 SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway QEP 22 Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 aKS OFF\ICE Weil-McLain

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

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDEREDM : 9/ /9/ / s ' \ j?

CLE
QOUNTY Gy vORK

“Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 101162/99
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ALOISIUS J. OCZEK,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

Dated: @A /0N 14 5015

New York, New York

m7%«%‘§* o

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq Andrew P. Kates, Esq/

WEITZ & LUXENBERY,, P SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plamtiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway _SEP P2 92 201 Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 \CE Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 cLerKs OFF 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
oouNTYNE\N YORK New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, % {//a/ /S
7

< Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No.: 106709/02
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

NORBERT KACZ,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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.

paed: 0% /1h 2015
New York, New York

WS T e b =

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Andrew P. Kefés, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBE GEC.D SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for vntgf i SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 100(&_9 929 2010 Weil-McLain

(212) 558-5500 € 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
Lerrs OFFICE  New York, NY 10022

GOUNWN(E:W JORK (212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, 9’/&1/// Ny
“Hon. Peter H. Moulton T




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

X

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

X (Moulton, {)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
107994/99

FRANK DUFFY
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 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
4y , 2015

. A ES ED\VARDS
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. D TY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for PlamtlfF ‘ E \A.@rn s for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 5,9 10 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
SEP INC.
S OFFICE 199 Water Street
COUNTY CHERTo New York, New York 10038
NEW Y (212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, M\ 9/9 / / 15
7 [

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X

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

X (Moulton, f)

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

HENRY D. HOLKA
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 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

= N ; \\ -
E E‘( ( S EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXHNBERG®P.C. AHM TY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plalntlffs 099 2019 s for Defendant

700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 S OFF\CE CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
COUNTY CLERES INC.
NEW YO 199 Water Street

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

SO ORDERED, %\ 9121115

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

X

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

X (Moulton, f)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
113073/02
106579/02

JAMES E. McCABE
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 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
aly , 2015

Uz

D _ EDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXENB "CL, <___ AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs “Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway SEP 2 9 2015 TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
K's OFFICE INC.
COUNTLS\\I—VE{;‘OKRK 199 Water Street

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

SO ORDEREDﬂ‘"_\ g o1 / 15

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X
NYCAL

This Document Relates to:

LYLE V. MOSSOW

I.A.S. Part 50
X (Moulton, J¢
Index No.

112280/02
105718/02

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 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

it 7 AT \

WEITZ & LUXE\\f 1‘&9 E D
fs

Attorneys for Plai
700 Broadway SEP 2 9 2013
New York, NY 10003

CL
COUNT\‘{QE\N QRK

SO ORDERED, P

".,/“ \@\
S EDWARDS

A-HM TY, 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

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

6/2 ///5



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.A.S. Part 5

X (Moulton, P

This Document Relates to: , N
Index No. S Surng, :
109782/00 .
122191/99
ROBERT S. SABADASZ
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 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
9y , 2015

E D SEDWARDS
WEITZ & LUXEIIFEQS&;. _ AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
iffs

Attorneys for Plairti Attotneys for Defendant

700 Broadway ogp 22 2018 TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 e CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
s OF INC
LERK'S :
COUNT \(NE\N YORK 199 Water Street

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

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED, _—2————u__ 5/;’2// /S
<



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
I.LA.S. Part 50

X (Moulton, ¥.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
190024/08
SEYMOUR SAMUELS
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 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
alg , 2015

TS EDWARDS |
WEITZ &LUXENB‘gm‘P& E D - AHMYTY, DEMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plainti Attc;rneys for Defendant
700 Broadway s TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 qg?P 22 L CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,

Ty o ks OFF! 199 Water Street
COURY | ew YORK New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, - : 5‘/;1/ /S

Z Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
LLA.S. Part 50

X (Moulton, P)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
127106/02
107100/02

PHILIP R. ANZALONE
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 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
L10Y , 2015

&G - //mmhsiaDﬂRDs “ T
WEITZ & LUXE%E L PC. . AHMUYY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 9 2019 Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway P 2 TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10003 KS OFF\C’E CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
L QUNTY CLER Ok INC.
C NEW ¥ 199 Water Street

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

SO ORDERED, 4”‘—“\ 4 /0'2 / / /S

‘ Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL  _
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LLA.S. Part 3)5 IO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton,
X

This document relates to:

RANDI ALBERTELLLI, as Executrix for the Estate of
HOWARD ROTHMAN,

Plaintiffs,
-against-
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

Index No.: 115177/05

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
dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

s+ )

Dated: Aﬁg’v‘b 2015 F ‘ L E D

Harrison, New Yor

T 27 ZfSEP P2

Modwess  Nad v (LERKS OFFICE
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. NEW YORK
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Howard Rothman

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

e 979;//5

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

COMPANY be and the same are hereby

Ll

Russell S. Jamison, Esq

MARIN GOODMAN

Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS. Part 3¢ S©
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, £)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 118531/02
106695/02
ROBERT J. SHANSTROM and RITA M. SHANSTROM, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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.

st >
Dated: , 2015
Harrison, New York

A 22 S

Maoxnas \J\Qc;‘sr\‘v C Esq -
WEITZ & LUXENBElF PI: L E .
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Robert J. Shanstrom
700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SEP 22 2015

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED:

“‘Honofable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

Russell S. Jamison, Esy.
MARIN GOODMAN, \LI\P.
Attorneys for Defendan
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 50
: (Moulton, 9
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: '

' Index No.: 190128/10

CARL A. STEINER 5

i NO OPPOSITION

: SUMMARY JUDGMENT
i MOTION AND 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 being no 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
P jo , 2015

— Matthew D. Sampar, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
Carl A. Steiner ADSCO Manufacturing, LLC
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004

(212) 558-5500

(212) 509-3456

Hon. Peter

LCED

SO ORDERED, %/\\\ Cf} 2 / 15

F I

SEP 22 2015

{N0409534-1}

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION + LA.S. Part 50

i (Moulton,

This Document Relates to: :
{ Index No.: 190226/11
GERALD RUSSOMANNO, AS
EXECUTOR FOR THE ESTATE OF VITO '
RUSSOMANNO ; NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
. JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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 in this 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

At T P S N A

Matne) T Mac Th re ESq b Carol M. Tempesta, Esqf

Attorney for Plaintiff{(s) | L E Attorney for Defendant
Estate of Vito Mussoma.mE DAP, Inc. k/n/a La Mirada Products Co., Inc.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
700 Broadway SEP 22 2010 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10004
(212) 558-5500 COUNTY CLEjgsKOFF‘CE(zn) 509-3456

NEW

“Ton. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED, _— — 9/‘/ ) ///o

SEP 16 15

‘] 604-456

DA -

{N0440968-1}



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

X

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
ILA.S. Part 50

X (Moulton, P)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
101521/05

KARIN DEAN
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 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

104 . 2015
A, T e o N\
o JAMES EDWARDS e
WEITZ & LUXENBE}F P!CL E D ' AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attortieys 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 CLERK'S OFFICE 199 Water Street
NEW YORK New York, New York 10038

(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, ﬁ/// 9;/ 2 ///S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

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

This Document Relates to:
Index No.
111050/98
RAYMOND BAKER 111414/98

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 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
al g , 2015

A T At N\
? S EDWARDS [ ——
WEITZ & LUXENER(l, FLC_ E D . AHMUTY, DEMERS & McMANUS
Attorneys for Plaint¥ffs Attorrieys 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—— 9/&//5

/~~ “Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 4 S7°
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
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
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: My 2015

Mad Moo N\&L’&.\W €sq . Russell S. Jamison, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.) MARIN GOODMAN, L P,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Harry E. Spinelli KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway F I L E D COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 SEP 22 2015 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

SO ORDERED: NEW YORK ;T

“Heflorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 3¢ SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §/
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 105780-02
120394-01
ALVIN L. BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: , 2015

Harrison, New York

A . L7

Mot tnew MC\(‘,\/(\—\-\\AFC Ex, Russ#ll S. Jamisony, ¥sq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOOD , LLP.
Attorneys for Plajutiff, Attorneys for Defendant

Alvin L. Bascom I L E D KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway COMPANY

New York, NY 1000% Ep ) 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 222015 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

SO ORDERED: [

Mﬁ/ a// > S | T

Hénorable 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: *
DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA,
Plaintiffs,
-against-
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.
Defendant.
X

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 34 S©
(Moulton, $

Index No.: 105870-02
108769-02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
ORDER ASTO
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.

AWLQ% bg
Dated: ,2015

Harrison, New York

2 P

Maottnews \\C\CI(\‘\%\'{// £sq- Russell S. Jamison, Esg'é
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN,\LL}P.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defenda
Daniel A. Przepiora KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway l L E D COMPANY
New York, NY 1000 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

SEP 22 2015 (212) 661-1151

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
SO ORDERED: NEW YORK

o — 9/‘9;//g

“Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.——




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL N
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS.Part 30 S«
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 120970/02, 121574/96,
113280/97, 111076/98,
111360/99
LINDA MCCANN, as Executrix for the Estate of JAMES W.
MCCANN and LINDA MCCANN, Individually, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: August 11, 2015
Harrison, New York

7
Mot Ay T MG =56 - Russell S. Jamison, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 15 MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Plaintiff SEP 22120 Attorneys for Defendan
James W. McCann KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway UNTY CLERKS OFFICE COMPANY
New York, NY 16693 NEW YORK 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED:

4 /9 / //S

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190}5369/1 1

SALVATORE LIPARI and CELESTINE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
LIPARI JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc. (“Eaton”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil
Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint and all amendments thereto
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 dismﬁegjt}ﬁejudice and without costs.

F

Dated: New York, New York SEp 22 2015

’ COUNTY CLERKS OFFICE
NEW YORK

AT

L6 Gdbriel G. Fersténdig, Esq.

Attorneys for Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-
700 Broadway interest to Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
New York, New York 10003 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005
SO ORDERED, @// /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

1806543

7= o e e S

RECLIVED
SEP 172075




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

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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 3
(Moulton,

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

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY

JUDGMENT

MOTION AND

ORDER ASTO
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: August26+5 cl/‘l/ b’

Harrison, New York

At T e Le

Moxruwaws T, Ho_c,”xlod—»)rf' Esq -
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

David J. Barnes
700 Broadway

Atto.rneys for Plaintiff ' L E d

New York, NY 10003 SEP 2 2 2015
(212) 558-5500 co
U
NEW yopk

SO ORDERED:

s Gl 1§

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

i

!

RusselMS. Jamison, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.

COMPANY

ttorneys for Defendan
EELER/DORR-OLIVER'BOILER

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151
ICE

~
p
>



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS. Part 36 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 103379/93
132766/93
WENDY ARLENE NELSON, as Executrix for the Estate of 109974/06
ANDREW PAUL,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: Wﬁﬁg/q/’r

Harrison, New York

Hegtwass T Macd "‘f CS‘L Paul B Josephs Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. ‘ E E DMARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
F -

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

Andrew Paul KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
700 Broadway SEP 22 2015 COMPANY .

New York, NY 10003 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501

(212) 558-5500  opFicRaTison, New York 10528
COUNTLSV‘QE\%:K 12) 661-1151

N -
SO ORDERED: / Spo o T

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




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

IN RE NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL

I.A.S. Part 50
S —— X (Moulton, {2
This Document Relates to:

Index No.
121088/97, 105221/98
FRANKLIN POTTER 111040/98, 102788/00

NO OPPOSITION

SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
S - 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 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

] ﬁ mD‘gARDs —
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, IV EMERS & McMANUS

Attorneys for Plaintiffs EE P2 2 2015 Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway TISHMAN REALTY & CONSTRUCTION
New York, NY 10%8? lAge CLERK'g OFFy ICE CO., INC. n/k/a TTV REALTY HOLDINGS,
New YORK INC.
199 Water Street
New York, New York 10038
(212) 513-7788

SO ORDERED, L 9/ 2 // JAY

" Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 34 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, )
X
This document relates to: Index No.:119913/01, 134988/94

111075/98, 124229/02
SALVATORE MALTA, as Personal Representative for the

Estate of THOMAS MALTA and SALVATORE MALTA, NO OPPOSITION
As Personal Representative for the Estate of LOUISE SUMMARY
MALTA, JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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.

ot
Dated: , 2015 [ N
Harrison, New York J \
9 2 S | L
Mod+news MCLCﬂH%\'/ e, Bsg Russell S. Jamison, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. MARIN GOODMAN, LLR.
Attorneys for Plaintiff F ! L E orneys for Defendant
Thomas Malta ’ ELER/DORR-OLI BOILER
700 Broadway S ) COMPANY
New York, NY 10003 £ 2 272 01y 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 Co Harrison, New York 10528
UNTY CLERK'S OFFy é212) 661-1151
SO ORDERED: T
/i T T
Cre \W
e ? 215 / MR T fj
Honorable Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. L Y /
o - /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LA.S. Part 30 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
X
This document relates to: Index No.:100558/01, 4949+96~
113281/97, 111063/98
111360/99
JOSEPH RONALD SHANLEY,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
Plaintiffs, MOTION AND
-against- ORDER ASTO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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: Faty—2615 8,28“5

Harrison, New York

Mot nwero Yo { S¢ . Russell'S. Jamison, Es{.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG,§.C. i ’ CE D MARIN GOODMAN, LIIP.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendan

- ER BOILER
Joseph Shanley SEP 9 2 2055 KEELER/DORR-OLIV O
700 Broadway COMPANY

New York, NY 10003COU 500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
(212) 558-5500 NTY CLERK'S OFFICE Harrison, New York 10528
NEW YORk (212) 661-1151

SO ORDERED: el

%/__—’,// 9 < / rS ; )UJ Co ‘

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



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, J)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-108769

DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

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.

Y .
DATED: 3-/ ¥-1
New York New York

MYSHA"SHAH, ESQ . DF‘RAN!GGRHZ- ESQ. Me&thew MacTnty
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO WEITZ & LUXENBERG Ese -

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP 9 10 01  Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Nt 2 DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA

Kohler Co. FFF0B Broadway
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 (;\,B AKS Ak New York, New York 10003

New York, New York 10005GOUN™{ g YOR

SO ORDERED: ﬂ/"\ ?/9/ /LS'

< Honorable Peter H. Moulton

~

HOAGLAND, LONGO,
MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP Foe )
Attorneys at Law .y , -
48 Wall Street il
Suite 1100

New York, NY

S
[ :
o
3

] .
ﬁ' H
Pt T




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, f)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190369/11
SALVATORE LIPARI AND CELESTINE NO OPPOSITION
LIPARI, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ET
AL.,

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.

pateD: -/ 115~

New York, New York

/'/
MISHA SHAH, ESQ.~

FRANKORTIZ ESQ.  Mottnenc Macityey
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO \, WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LL @\‘3 Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, Q ‘L‘L ¢ VATORE LIPARI and CELESTINE LIPARI
Kohler Co. o O 700 Broadway

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 O\,(/f?‘ OQ\‘(\ New York, NY 10003
New York, New York 10005 $(‘( Qﬂ

SO ORDERED: ” = \QZ;/ //S

(/Honorable Peter H. Moulton

LG uih |
ST e e CN- COURT 5

{
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—
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HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORKCITY I.LA.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, f)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-111226 N

PATRICIA ANN HUTNICK PASTORE, AS NO OPPOSITION
EXECUTRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF PAUL M. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
HUTNICK, JR,, MOTION AND ORDER

against

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

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: 6”('(‘)’
New York, New York

MISHA SHAH, ESQ. —~ W ESQ. Maphesd MacTnrye
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN ITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP \w ttorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, ? \ PATRICIA ANN HUTNICK PASTORE, as
Kohler 1%\ xecutrlx for the Estate of PAUL M. HUTNICK,
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 oe® 9%
New York, New York 10005 %goﬁ%roadway
o~ G\f' ;[‘\lew York, New York 10003
o e
SO ORDERED: &_\4/ ol / N
7 Honorable Peter H. Moulton / /

L eN- COURT‘

=




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, Q)
X

ALICE NASH, as Executrix for the Estate of RICHARD

L. NASH, and ALICE NASH, Individually,

Plaintiffs,

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

INC.

Index No. 116095/02
106708/02

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND 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 without costs.

Dated: New York, New York

9’//7 ,2015

w7

I T e Ly

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Alice Nash, as Executrix for the Estate of

Richard L. Nash, and Alice Nash, Individually
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED, M

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Rosario Chetta, Esq.  Ngyy FK'S OFFICE
MALABY & BRADLEY, LI¢K
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038

(212) 791-0285

Dated: 6\/9)//5
]/



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, )
X
DIANE O’CONNOR, as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 112730/00
THOMAS WALTER O’CONNOR, and DIANE 122202/99
O’CONNOR, Individually,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC. 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 prejudicgand without costs.

LED

SEP R 2 2015

/Y 2015

Dated: New Yor%g ew York
4

c
OUNTY CLERKS Orp e
ORK

T e b

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Diane O’Connor, as Executrix for the Estate of Morse Diesel, Inc.

Thomas Walter O’Connor, and Diane 150 Broadway, Suite 600
O’Connor, Individually New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway (212) 791-0285

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

SO ORDEREDK* Dated: /24 / AN ST
Hon. Peter H. Moulton [ / o ;




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, £)
X
CONNIE PAUL, as Administratrix for the Estate of Index No. 114051/02
RALPH E. PAUL, and CONNIE PAUL, Individually, 107400/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.C.and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL, MOTION AND ORDER
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 anFmii]opt costs.

Dated: New Yorl;}\!ew York F D

. 2015 - 7 SEP 22 2015
/ OYNT
m, T .,éi;.e, \ ( @ECLERKS OFFICE
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Connie Paul, as Administratrix for the Estate of ~ Morse Diesel, Inc.
Ralph E. Paul, and Connie Paul, Individually 150 Broadway, Suite 600
700 Broadway New York, New York 10038
New York, New York 10003 (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

SOORDERED, .~ “ " Dated: 6’/0? // //f

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL o
In Re NEW YORK COUNTY LAS. Part 3 SO
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, ¥
X
This document relates to: Index No.: 111048/98
113156/98
ROSE L. JORDAN, Individually and as Administratrix for the 120669/00
Estate of WILLIAM JORDAN,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, JUDGMENT
MOTION AND
-against- ORDER AS TO
DEFENDANT
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al. 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 F rrt ?ﬁxissed with

prejudice and without costs.

Dated: July 14, 2015
Harrison, New York

At T e Sen

Mot aecs T MC\CIan.j'-"C/ Egq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff

William Jordan

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

7_———— Gh)s

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

NEW YoR
) o 9 C T X

SEP 2 2 2015

Paul B. Josephs, Esq.
MARIN GOODMAN, LLP.
Attorneys for Defendant
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER
COMPANY

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

o~



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

In Re NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

This document relates to:

JOSEPH HANSEN and VIRGINIA ANN HANSEN,

Plaintiffs,

-against-

KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER COMPANY, et al.

Defendant.

X

NYCAL

L.A.S. Part 3¢ S©O
(Moulton, §)

Index No.: 118819/98

108708-01
100682-07

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 arFth' s!r_ne ﬁ IBby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

¥ ¥
Dated: ﬁm#zélls

Harrison, New York

Xl 27 /L

Modiieuw) Mac,iﬁ-(-gre  ESL-
C

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Joseph Hansen

700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED:

e

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

 SEP 22 2055

Uﬁ&(TY CLERK'S OFFICE
\ NEW YORK

Ll

Russell S. Jamison, Es

MARIN GOODMAN, LLIP.
Attorneys for Defendapt
KEELER/DORR-OLIVER BOILER

COMPANY

500 Mamaroneck Ave, Suite 501
Harrison, New York 10528

(212) 661-1151



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton)
X
NELSON A. STRAUCH JR. and PATRICIA Index No. 105671/99
STRAUCH,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL
INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
Defendants,
X

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 cost

it D
b

Dated: New York, New York

Lpyr w0 2015 ) 7 PRI
4 . \CE
A K‘S OF v
(gt
Phan Alvarado, E‘gq. Kosario Chet?ETEsq. ‘
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Nelson A. Strauch Jr. and Patricia Strauch Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED,/L—-”—\ T Dated: C,}/Q // /S



HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY .A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 01-120394
ALVIN BASCOMB AND FRANCES BASCOMB NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

against MOTION AND ORDER

A.C. AND S, INC., (ARMSTRONG

CONTRACTING & SUPPLY), ET AL

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, Koh/ler Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

1
DATED:/GH 1" New York, New York

[ = DY o L

(MISHA SHAH, ESQ.\ FRANKORTHZ, ESQ. ,Aqo—H"tuJ Moy £
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, ALVIN BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB
Kohler Co. Y 9 700 Broadway

48 Wall Street, Suite } \. New York, NY 10003

New York, New York %000

W
e 220 - ,
SO ORDERED: s O { 92,/ 15
C,O\-“\“\( \(OF\\‘ Peter H. Moulton [ ]
/ SEP 161015
I T O
e CN-COURT-11




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton,

This Document Relates to:
ALVIN BASCOMB AND FRANCES BASCOMB
against

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

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.

DATE f ]’M New York, New York

/

Dy v L7

-~ i
MISHA 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:

-

FRANKORTIZ ESQ. / Matthew Macdinly
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

ALVIN BASCOMB and FRANCES BASCOMB
‘700 Broadway

New York, NY 10003

4’/9 ! /
Peter H. Moulton

FILED

SEP 22 2015

COUNT < OFRCE

BRI I




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY .A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, £)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-105872

MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND JACQUELINE ' NO OPPOSITION
M. MCCORMICK, AS EXECUTRICES FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
THE ESTATE OF GERALD T. MCCORMICK MOTION AND ORDER

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.

e
DATED: 6)‘/ 15
New York, New York

/= Qﬁ\/ o A

MISHA SHAH, EsQ. & FRANKORTIZ, ESQ. Med e MacTraty®
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN EITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP L K"’ff, ttorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, \ MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND

Kohler Co. 209 JACQUELINE M. MCCORMICK, as

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 oEP 22 Executrices for the Estate of GERALD T.

New York, New York 10005 @EORMICK

\5 O
cLERK 2 700 Broadway
GOUNT\(NE\N YORY New York, New York 10003

k\%é?/ s

Honorable Peter H. Moulton [/

H R e
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i ¥ -
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HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

INRE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

I.LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, £)

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)

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.

paTeD: HY-$
New York, New York

Y e ST

MISBHASHAH, ESQ. )
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MO
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP

s
$ILE

Attorneys for Defendant, 201

Kohler Co. N 22

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 \,EV’\\‘

New York, New York 10005 G K
CO\)\\\T\(NE\N OP\

SO ORDERED:

o OFEX

P

,ESQ. Mgdthes MacTnbyl

tlq-

WEITZ & LUXENBERG

Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

MELISSA A. MCCORMICK AND

J UELINE M. MCCORMICK, as
cutrices for the Estate of GERALD T.
MCCORMICK

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

f )i

o Honorable Peter H. Moulton !/

CN-COURT-4 ‘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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY .A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 108198/99

ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, AS NO OPPOSITION
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MELVIN KALACHMAN, AND ROSE ANGELA MOTION AND ORDER
KALACHMAN, INDIVIDUALLY, ’

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

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, Kohl/er Co., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.
DATED:Q” H 1 ?\Iew York, New York

Y zem o

MISHA/SHAH ESQ. = ERANK-ORTIZ-ESQ. Mo&inewd Mty

HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant, ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, as
Kohler Co. Administratrix for the Estate of MELVIN
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 99 1&3\5 KALACHMAN, and ROSE ANGELA
New York, New York 10005 SE? LACHMAN, Individually,

«S OFF'?80 Broadway

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP % Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
\ o

CLER W New York, New York 10003
COUNT\(NE\N JOR
SO ORDERED: 1 6/2///5
-~ Honorable Peter H. Moulton 7\/

CN- COURT—

e




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.A.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, §)

This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 190240/09

ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, AS NO OPPOSITION
ADMINISTRATRIX FOR THE ESTATE OF SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MELVIN KALACHMAN, AND ROSE ANGELA MOTION AND ORDER
KALACHMAN, INDIVIDUALLY,

against

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

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.

e
DATED: 6"/‘/ (9
] New York, New York

%\0

z oz, [

M|$HA SHAH,ESQ. E @ FRANKCORHZ, ESQ. adithew HacTnye, it
HOAGLAND, LONGO, M WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, 22 N\S ROSE ANGELA KALACHMAN, as
SEP
Kohler Co. cF\ \GAdministratrix for the Estate of MELVIN
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 y CU LER RS sO KALACHMAN, and ROSE ANGELA
New York, New York 100Q§()\.)NT ew N ORK KALACHMAN, Individually,
700 Broadway
New York, New York 10003

2 /-
SO ORDERED: A

S Honorable Peter H. Moulton

L CN- COURT— )"/

P
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HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ILA.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, ﬂ
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 98-119847
WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN ANN NO OPPOSITION
HINES, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

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 S-1¢-/5"

New York, New York

W( D . Sy

MISHA SHAH, ESQ. * FRANK-ORHZ, ESQ. Moitnad Hcgd:nr*gi"
HOAGLAND, LONGO, MORAN WEITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),

Attorneys for Defendant, & WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN
Kohler Co. \ ANN HINES,

48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 q 700 Broadway
New York, New York 10005 ¢ £? 2% 20\ New York, New York 10003

\,E\l' A
WY ORK N /
SO ORDERED: GOU™ (e ¥ Y ?/9// /

~~ Honorable Peter H. Moulton

si SEP 165

P L CN-COURT-9

(L)
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HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY I.LA.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 116038/06
WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN ANN NO OPPOSITION
HINES, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
against
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO.

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 dlsmlssed with prejudice and without costs.

1 paten: Y- 5

New York, New York

(//4 Qo T . Sy

MI,S/HA SHAH, ESQ.—~ D FRAMNICORTIZ, ESQ. /M Uttrews MacTng
HOAGLAND, LONGO, M ‘ L ﬁ WEITZ & LUXENBERG

DUNST & DOUKAS, LLP Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, 99 201 WILFRED L. HINES, SR., AND NOREEN
Kohler Co. ANN HINES,
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 \ OFF\CEOO Broadway
New York, New York 10005 T cLER 5\( New York, New York 10003
COUN cw YO

SO ORDERED: %,/——\ 9/9/ / /S

Honorable Peter H. Moulton

f
i
—]

LT




HOAGLAND, LONGO,

MORAN, DUNST
& DOUKAS, LLP
Attorneys at Law

48 Wall Street
Suite 1100
New York, NY

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

INRE: NEW YORK CITY .LA.S. Part 50
ASBESTOS LITIGATION (Moulton, P)
This Document Relates to: INDEX NO.: 02-105870
DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
against MOTION AND ORDER
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.

e
DATED: 7-/4-1>
4 New York, New York

Ve e e 4

Mls‘HA‘SHAH ESQ. “—~ = @ FRANK-ORTIZ ESQ. (dfithews Maclndys
HOAGLAND, LONGO, ?R‘N\’ g‘ WEITZ & LUXENBERG
DUNST & DOUKAS, LL Attorneys for Plaintiff(s),
Attorneys for Defendant, 9.9 10 ol DANIEL A. PRZEPIORA
Kohler Co. N ) 700 Broadway
48 Wall Street, Suite 1100 oFF\ CENew York, New York 10003
New York, New York 10005 v QLEP‘\/\P\\(
GOUN! {iew YO

SO ORDERED: L [7/‘/9 5//5

s Honorable Peter H. Moulton

5; ;‘“ ‘ . S e
.g /
—lre CN- COURT 1

<
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
JAMES LADELIA and THERESA LADELIA, Index No. 121776/97
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AC and S, INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL MOTION AND ORDER
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.
Defendants,
X

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

Construction Co., Inc.”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to

Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant Morse

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

FILED

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

SEP 22 2015

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

Dated: New York, New York
?/’ 7Y 2015

S T e i

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

- WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

James LaDelia and Theresa LaDelia
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

"Hon. Peter H. Moulton

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

(% )

Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated: 7/9///5‘
/[ /



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, P)
X

SHELLY M. CARROLL as Executrix for the Estate of Index No. 190195/09
DONALD E. MCCORMICK SR., and SHIRLEY
MCCORMICK, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

70y 2015
” /7/ LED
AT e by / F

SEP 22 2015
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LI(FQUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant NEW YORK
Shelly M. Carroll as Executrix for the Estate of Morse Diesel, Inc.
Donald E. McCormick Sr., and Shirley 150 Broadway, Suite 600
McCormick, Individually New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway (212) 791-0285

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

SO ORDERED, Dated: 47/ B/ / /S ,
“Hon. Peter H. Moulton 4 / / L /




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ‘).)
X
WALTER JOHANNESEN and GRACE Index No. 126686/02
JOHANNESEN, 104016/03
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., MOTION AND ORDER
including, MORSE-DIESEL INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Defendants,
X

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 Yog(/New York
4 /,}/ , 2015

At T e Siyn

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Walter Johannesen and Grace Johannesen
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

FILED

SEP 22 2015

lti— COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Rosario Chetta, Esq. NEWYORK
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038

(212) 791-0285

Dated: 9//9 C//S-



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, p)
X
MARY GHOLSON, as Administratrix for the Estate of Index No. 104693/00
BENJAMIN F. GHOLSON, and MARY GHOLSON, 125779/99
Individually,
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.C.and S., INC. 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 Yor?,/ yew X,(;)(r)lis | F I L E .
/ ? / SEP 2 2 2015
m T e »éi;;»e - £zZ>COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. NEW YORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Mary Gholson, as Administratrix for the Estate Morse Diesel, Inc.

of Benjamin F. Gholson, and Mary Gholson, 150 Broadway, Suite 600

Individually New York, New York 10038

700 Broadway (212) 791-0285

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

SOORDERED, -7 ___——  Daed 49/9/ //i
Hon. Peter H. Moulton ,/ /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, §)
X

GLADYS FRANZONE, as Personal Representative for Index No. 106972/08
the Estate of THOMAS FRANZONE, and GLADYS
FRANZONE, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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 Wiﬂﬁt (ios

Dated: New York, Mew York

71y 2015 SEP 22 2015
‘ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
QM. T e «Zri/:c NEW YORK
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, E\s/(f
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Gladys Franzone, as Personal Representative Morse Diesel, Inc.
for the Estate of Thomas Franzone, and Gladys 150 Broadway, Suite 600
Franzone, Individually New York, New York 10038
700 Broadway (212) 791-0285

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

SO ORDERED(¥ ~ Dated: (7‘//,;?////5 e

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION L.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, ¥°)
X
RONALD R. DOEDEMA and PATRICIA DOEDEMA, Index No. 117579/02
107099/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
A.C. and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE DIESEL, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
INC. MOTION AND 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 without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
9 )/ 2015 F g L- @
/ Q // SEP 22 2015
AHL... T m (" OUNTY CLERK S OFFICE
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq. ORK
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Ronald R. Doedema and Patricia Doedema Morse Diesel, Inc.
700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO omEmDA/’// Dated: ‘?/ 52/// 5

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P)
X
GABRIEL CINTORINO and EVA CINTORINO, Index No. 100081/08
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., MOTION AND ORDER
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 Yorly(f\lew York F , L E D
2005 / SEP 22 2015
At T A ST / s OFFiCE

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Gabriel Cintorino and Eva Cintorino Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10003 New York, New York 10038
(212) 558-5500 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDEREB%—/—\ Dated: 5/; /a /// /IS

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, §)
X

FRANCES BORMAN, as Administratrix for the Estate Index No. 190115/08

of GEORGE BRADY,

Plaintiffs,

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

including, MORSE DIESEL, INC.

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND 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 w1thF (Fts

Dated: New York, New York
Ty 2015

e T e ST

Matthew Maclintyre, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Frances Borman, as Administratrix for the
estate of George Brady

700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED

" Hon. Peter H. Moulton

LED

Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Dated: \Q/&f /IS
[/



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION [.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)
X
ARTHUR C. CLARK JR. and ARNITA CLARK, Index No. 106691/02
114787/02
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
A.C.and S., INC. et al., including, MORSE-DIESEL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
INTERNATIONAL, INC. MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants,
X

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 withoutE;stJ L gi:: D

Dated: New York, New York
9 V ,2015

AL T e Se

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Arthur C. Clark Jr. And Arnita Clark
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERE

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SEP 22 2015

COUNTYCL
ERK's OFF)

Rosario Chetta, Esq.

MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C
Attorneys for Defendant

Morse Diesel, Inc.

150 Broadway, Suite 600

New York, New York 10038
(212) 791-0285

Daed D /2 /i
/[ /



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f))
X
PAUL MILLER and LOUISE MILLER, Index No. 190174/09
122079/97
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO. et al., SUMMARY JUDGMENT
including, MORSE DIESEL, INC. MOTION AND 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 ﬁhout costs.

Dated: New York, New York , L gi:ﬂz @

70y 2015 L > / SEP 99 2015
/‘--"‘ /f' /
. /COUNTY CLERK'S OF
I, T e L /( / 4?/5__ NEW YORK O

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Paul Miller and Louise Miller Morse Diesel, Inc.

700 Broadway 150 Broadway, Suite 600

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

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

SO ORDERED,//__\; Dated:

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton, f.)
X

ARTHUR J. TILLMAN JR. as Executor for the Estate of Index No. 109703/08
ARTHUR J. TILLMAN SR.,

Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER
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 Yorl;) ew York ,_7 , 5‘_ E
S SEP 2.2 205

At T LT L

K'S

NEW YORKOFFICE
Matthew Maclntyre, Esq. Rosario Chetta, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC. MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Arthur J. Tillman Jr. as Executor for the Estate Morse Diesel, Inc.
of Arthur J. Tillman Sr. 150 Broadway, Suite 600
700 Broadway New York, New York 10038
New York, New ¥York 10003 (212) 791-0285

(212) 558-5500

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED, ///"‘—\Dated: 9;/9// / /S



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

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION Index No.: 113154/1998

X
BRIAN A. ROLFE and BRENDA R. WRIGHT, as Co-

Executrices for the Estate of RONALD ROLFE and DONNA NO OPPOSITION

ROLFE, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.C. & S.INC,, etal., 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 plaintiff’s 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 Esm’ss&_wiE;r@ice and

without costs to either party. SEP 2 2 2015
Dated: New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC
) NEW YORk :
3)2i s
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
FrankOrtizEsq. Phan ANaradd  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

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

, b T T Ty
SO ORDERED, ﬂ’\ 9 /9 // )S POl ie gy |



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:

JOHN B. CONKLIN and NANCY ODELL

Index No.: 190287/2014

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 ‘;ﬁout costs.

ILED

Z

Dated: New York, New York
SeprziaR £, 2015 SEP 94 ,
015
_M,_,_> ‘) O@'[\‘ /-hrl o
P 1 K'S Ak
Pl S w\'\ \ YOk OFF, ICE
-Peter TAmbinifsq. Joseph P|La Sala, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C,
700 Broadway

New York, New York 10003

- New York, New York 10005

McElroy Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

L
7
-

SO ORDERED,

Ve /Hon. Peter H. Moulton

271740t




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

WILLIAM D. EBANKS,

smmmmmszozX Index No. 190040/15

Plaintiff,
- against — NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
JUDGMENT
A.C. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., MOTION

ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC,
Individually and as successor to Tappan and
Copes-Vulcan, et al.,

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, al nd cross
claims against defendant, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are h
dismissed with prejudice and without costs. SEp 29 2075
Dated: White Plains, New York COUNTYC -
2015 e
gi/._k___! EW YOI S OFFI
Y \
‘//e; L/v-\ “““““ //
Patti Burshtyn, Esg. CYNTHIA'K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Hodges Walsh & Messemer LLP
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Attorneys for Defendant
700 Broadway ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
New York, New York 10003 Individually and as successor to Tappan
(212) 558-5500 and Copes-Vulcan

55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000

SoOrdere%\ J.8.C. 9/9/ /15

H. MOuLTON




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
This Document Relates To: Index No.: 190161/14
ALLEN E. WATTS and LOLA ESTELLE . NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
WATTS . JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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: New York, New York
o\ /8 ,2015
Jordan Ci Fox s D Robert M. Gllmar‘un Jr., Esq.
Belluck & Fo L Attorneys tor Defendant Eaton Corporauon, as
Attorneyy forplamfitf P 992005 successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical Inc. and
546 Fifth Avgnue, 4th Fl oEr Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
New York, New York 10036 McEl
COUNTY GLERK'S OFFICE ggcp‘ royS, Deutszc‘{}},1 1;‘/{ulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
NEW YORK ine Street, oor
New York, New York 10005
SO ORDERED:

7 7/9///5

2561334

HON. PETERH. MOULTON




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:

Index No.: 190078/15
EWALD KESENHEIMER

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with prejudice, and there being
no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: N/ w%rq,New York
HPEATED
7 searee s —

CLERKS OFFIGBAndrew F. Bain, Esq.

Jordan C. FoX, FEsq.

COUNTY K
Belluck & Fox, LL NEW YOR McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC
New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, % 5/ 21fis

Hon. Peter H. Moulton *\/ /

2737746




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

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

This Document Relates to:

MICHAEL KOULERMOS and MARIAN

KOULERMOS

Index No.: 190406/14

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with

prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

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

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

Dated: New Y] orﬁew York
4 ﬂ/ g 2015

i

-

Belluck & Fox, I
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor SEP
New York, New York 10036

cQou

A
Jordan C. Fox, El%{ z #FL E D

99 2015

NTY CLERK'S OFFICE

A

AndrevwF. Bain, Esq.

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

NEW YORR

SO ORDERED, /\ Q/ﬁ / 7S

ZH5n. Peter H. Moulton

2624283




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190079/2015

FRANK GONDAR NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Jordan C. J Esﬁ. Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Belluck , LLP MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
Attorneys| for Plaintiff CARPENTER, LLP
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely
New York, NY 10036 as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005
SO ORDERED

“Hon. Peter H. Moulton

FILED

SEP 22 2015 2720465 _1

COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK






SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190381/2013
CASIMIR WORSO and BETTY WORSO-
RIBO NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: / /// } 8/23/,5

New , New York

i 'M A‘ézzﬂﬁr gi] dgmﬂ -

Jordan C. F el SEP 929 2015 Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Belluck & P McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys fdr Plaintiffs LERK'S OFFICE Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
546 Fifth Avenueoﬁﬂﬂﬂgg YORK solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10 g\' Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom
Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, o

< Hefi. Peter H. Moulton

2425622 1




RECEIVED
SEP 1 1 2015

BY:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190416/2013

ANN MARIE SEDITA, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s Complaint against Flowserve US with prejudice,
and there being no opposition thereto.

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

Dated: New York, New York D
xl 5y L2015 B

UNTY Ca o l '
% W NEWy v nS.,OFF’CE

Beuglas-ven-OisterEse Dew .d A . Clio Aoy Brian Sorensen, Esq.

_
defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with p v'udige td without costs.

Karst & von Oiste, Law Firm McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
576 5™ Avenue, Suite 706 solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10036 Company and Nordstrom Valves, Inc.

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

SO ORDERED, = 4/9 ’/ 15

Hoft. Peter H. Moulton

RECEIVED

SEP 172055

PaR Tsp

Nys SUPr\CME CQURT - Clvig
L

2380656 _1



RECEIVED
SEP 112015

BY. ____




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190137/2015
FRED C. BODDY
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell
Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve
Company (improperly named as Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell
Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., Edward Vogt Valve
Company and Vogt Valve Company) (“Flowserve US”), hereby requests summary judgment in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s Complaint against Flowserve US without prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto.

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

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed without prejudlce and w1thouE D

P 2
costs. coy 2 20/5
? / / N 77 oy
Dated: g 4 NEE;“)C;RK'S OFFy
New York, New York % 0 FICE
‘{'/7/’ /& z/—' s s s
Adam S. Dreksler, Esq. Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff, Fred C. Boddy Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
700 Broadway solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10003-9536 Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom

Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

§ ordoed s %—\\i/é//‘

HON. PETERH. MOULTON

2636881_1
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190101/2015

ITALO A. POMPONI and EILEEN POMPONI NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: ‘i / 2/ [ 5

New York, New York

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. Brian Sorensen, Esq.
Weitz & Luxenberg,E g é&m E

§.d MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
Attorneys for Plaintiff CARPENTER, LLP

700 Broadway SEP 22 2015 Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely
New York, New York 10003 as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIce ~ Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
NEW YORK Edward Vogt Valve Company

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

SO ORDERED, %\~~ 9/

Hon. Peter H. Moulton







SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190078/2015

EWALD KESENHEIMER NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY

JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s 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 Benjaminy Mgore be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without

costs.

Dated: / / J

wa "o% Kjﬁw York ﬂ %

Jordan C\Fo \E rom Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Belluck & Foly, $.LP W &.. - D MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &

546 Fifth e, 4™ Floor CARPENTER, LLP

New York, NY 10036P 9 2 2015 Attorneys for Defendant Benjamin Moore & Co.,
Individually and as successor to Janovic

88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor

New York, New York 10005

COUNTY CLERK's 0
FFIC
NEWYORK

SO ORDERED,

“Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2727068 _1






SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
WALTER HAZARD AND SUSAN HAZARD, Index No. 190377/2014
Plaintiffs, NO OPPOSITION
-V.- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER AS
A.W.CHESTERTON, et al., AGAINST TEREX CRANES
including TEREX CRANES WILMINGTON, INC., WILMINGTON, INC.
Defendants.
X

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, LLCE arli tr%éarEreDeby

dismissed with prejudice and without costs. SEP 2 92 2015

Dated: ~ New York, New York COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE

2015 NEW YORK
BELLUCK & MALABY & BRADLEY, LL.C

(P STA_
Jordan C. F i David P. Schaffgr, Esq. '
Attorneys fo WS Attorneys for Defendant
Walter Hazald, et al. Terex Cranes Wilmington, Inc., now known as
546 Fifth Avenue, 4" Floor TEREX USA, LLC
New York, New York 10036 150 Broadway, Suite 600 .
(212) 681-1575 New York, New York 10038 -"[1‘{{‘/’7: T
(212) 791-0285 Sl g
‘ SEp o,
SO ORDERED)% e Dated: 9/ S // /S 6201
“Hon. Peter H. Moulton / /7’ _':\f Shp P,




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

Index No.: 190132/15
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JEFFREY HOWER,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLALIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: _ Auust 971 2015
New Y'E)rk, New York

o,

Justin We — % D Andrew P. Kates, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXE&E Gy¥Y.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorneys for Plaintiff 9 N\S SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway QEP 2 Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10003 a £FICE Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 T CLE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
COUNT (g YORK New York, NY 10022
(212) 651-7500

n. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED,/% 9/2/ ~/5 ) - Ry

§
Yoo
ot




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

X
INRE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 50
(Moulton,
X
STYLIANOS VAFIADIS and RUTH VAFIADIS, Index No.: 190209/2015
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER
3M COMPANY f/k/a MINNESOTA MINING &
MANUFACTURING CO., et al.
Defendants.
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;

ORDERED, that upon notice to oﬁndants, all claims and cross claims
against defendant, ROSS C T‘S l% IONAL, be and the same are hereby
dismissed, with prejudice, an?wit costs.

Dated: New York, New York FFICE

September 16, 2015 o ERKSO

GOUNT o YORK

Levy-Phillips Shaub, Ahmuty, Citrin & Spratt, LLP

: ' v, ) ‘B_E%/Bemer
Atto ne\ycs'%)m\ti;f\sj 59}’

Attorneys for Defendant

Konigsbgrg,

Stylianos Vafiadis and Ruth Vafiadis Ross Controls International

800 Third Avenue, 11th floor 1983 Marcus Avenue

New York, New York 10022 Lake Success, New York 11042-1056
(212) 805-6200 (516) 488-3300

SO-ORDERED, %’\ 9/3// oy

‘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 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No. 190005/2015

SOL P. RASKIN and MONA RASKIN NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

Dated: 1 / q/ If

New York, New York
o g \LED AL

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. N\ Brian nisen, Esq

Weitz & Luxenberg, PC S\:_? y) 2 MCELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY &
Attorneys for Plaintiff K O\:\:\GE CARPENTER, LLP

700 Broadway RK Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely ¢
New York, New Yoﬂ(q\%)%g\( \(O successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,

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

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, / //5
Hé&n. Peter H. Moulton







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

==========================================X
FRANK GONDAR, Index No.: 190079/2015
Plaintiff,
- against —
NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, SUMMARY
ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC., Individually JUDGMENT
and as successor to Tappan and Copes-Vulcan, et al,, MOTION
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-entitied
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, all claims and cross
claims against defendanf, ELECTROLUX, be and the same are hereby
dismissed with prejudige and without costs. F % §m E D
Dated: hj ins, New York

2015 SEPRR G, -

PR

/i
(D COUNTY CLERK'S
NEWIYO

j CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.
Belluck & Fpx, ! Hodges Walsh & Messemer LLP
Attorneys foy Plgintiff Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Ave., 4™ FI ELECTROLUX HOME PRODUCTS, INC.,
New York, New York 10036 Individually and as successor to Tappan
(212) 681-1575 and Copes-Vulcan
55 Church Street, Suite 211
White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000

So Ordered: //‘¥ —4sc.. g /9///§

HON. PETER H.MOULTON

Jordan C. Hox, Bs




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

==========================================x
FRANK GONDAR, Index No.: 190079/2015
Plaintiff,
- against —
NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, SUMMARY
SPIRAX SARCO, INC.et al., 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
plaintiffs 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 prejudi
Dated: w

and without costs.

P)ains, New York

15 | -
LED
CYNTHIA K. MESSEMER, ESQ.

SEP 2 2 2015 Hodges Walsh & Messemer, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant
546 Fifth Ave., 4" IJouNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SPIRAX SARCO, iNC.

New York, New York 10038w YORK 55 Church Street, Suite 211
(212) 681-1575 White Plains, NY 10601
Tel: 914-385-6000
/,
So Ordered: /4 ——JSC. C)ﬁ/ / /S

—HON.PETERH. MouvLTon




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190046/15
DON P. DONOVAN and KATHLEEN DONOVAN,

Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION

-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

ABB, INC.,, 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 plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,
BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

o1 74sl LE D
L SEP 2‘22015 1 w

Patti Burshtyn, Esq. NEW YORK FFICE John[ly'l. Guerriero, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. 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, -~ 7/ J // /S

“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190022/15
JOEL BERLIN and JEANNE BERLIN,
Plaintiff{(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC,, 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 plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against Defendant,
BWI/IP, Inc., be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs to either party.

Dated: New York, New York

0%/8\819‘#| LED
R ans S TH T I

Patti Burshtyn, Esd. coynty cLerks oFFicg  Michael F. Gorman, Esq.

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

700 Broadway Attome'ys for Defendapt

New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, ~ &— g ;2///5'

< Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Bdtn e e
SEP 162015

J—
[N

RV




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

This Document Relates to:
IVETTE MONTANEZ and PETER MONTANEZ,
Plaintiffs,
-against-
AMERICAN HONDA MOTOR CO. INC,, et al,,

Defendants.

NYCAL

[LA.S. Part 50

Hon. Peter H. Mouiton

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT

MOTION AND ORDER

Index No.:

WHEREFORE, defendant, BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS,

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

September_t_i_,zowF , L E D

eV %A

INC,,

19040972014

/*"W

hereby requests

[éﬁ.«t;'

. SEP 22 2015 P
eI £t
Yarron E. Berquist, Es RK'S OFFICé/cu,hcuy S. Ghldberg, Esq.

NEW YO

Lanier Law Firm, PLL RK “Goldberg Corwin LLP

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
126 East 56" Street, Sixth Floor
New York, New York 10022

Attorneys for Defendant
BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.
380 Lexington Avenue, Suite 725

(212) 421-2800 New York, New York 10168
(212) 986-1000

o) ()RDERED,%

" Hof. Peter H. Moulton

e

\L}



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

X Index No.: 190414/13
WILLIAM PAGANO, as Administrator for the Estate
Of ANN PAGANO, and WILLIAM PAGANO,

Individually,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT ;
MOTION AND 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 plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,

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

BW/IP, Inc., be and the same are herE; dism dﬁh Qudice and without costs to either party. i

Dated: New York, New York SEP 22 2015
1 / 3 )IS COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE ;
Lot NEW YORK |
x «
uzanrzlf atcliffe, Esq. a Michael F. Gorman, Esq.

WEIT LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff MAHONEY, LTD. |
700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant \
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100 1

New York, New York 10022

L L-‘— NIio
“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

SOORDERED, L—" ? /52 // /S fr m :

(]
M
TU
<
[
(&5}
— ]



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION NYCAL
X
GAETANO BATOLONE and MARIE
BARTOLONE, Index No.: 190398/2014
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY
- against - JUDGMENT MOTION
AIR & LIQUID SYSTEM CORPORATION, et al.,
Defendants.
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 York, New York
St s AS 2015

LEVY KONIGSBERG, LLP D SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
F i i E SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

A By pburd

S OFF\CEMadina Axelrod, Esq.

Jamgd Kramer, Esq.

\LERK

k y Konfigsl;clerg, Id(ﬁ.ff DNT\‘(\‘E&E\‘{J\ORK gttorneyslfor é)efendapt
ttorney for Plainti urametallic Corporation

800 Third Avenue, 13" Floor 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10022

SO ORDERED,

/. Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

WALTER HAZARD and SUSAN HAZARD,
Plaintiff(s),
-against-
A.W. CHESTERTON, et al.,

Defendants.

X

Index No.: 190377/14

NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

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 plaintiff’s 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 F 5 g;" E D

/b@u Qb?cz\ SEP 22 2015

Cou
BELLUCK & FA¥, LLP NTY NLERSEG
NEW YOQINGER

R o

/7

¢CAMBRIDGE

MAHONEY, LTD.

Jordan Fox, Esg/ | Madina Axelrod, Esq.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, New York 10036

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

SO ORDERED, , "/ — \9/&///&
“” W61, Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190402/2014

ELI PETROVITCH and ANTOINETTE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
PETROVITCH JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

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

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

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

(M

Jordan C. Fgx, Hiq. \ L E D Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Belluck & Fpx, E McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys foy Plaintiff

7.“\5 Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely ¢
546 Fifth Avénue, 4™ Floogg P 22 successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
New York, New York 10036 o OFF f\CEEdward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and
CLERKS Edward Vogt Valve Company

OOUNT\( W Mo 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, P e /«3/ /5

Hon. Peter H. Moulton SEP £72015

2607587v1






SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 7777 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 50

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190402/14
ELI PETROVITCH and ANTOINETTE
PETROVITCH NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant Burnham LLC with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto.

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

Dated: New O/k New York

Il ] e\ LED
i1/ -

Jordan C. Rox/Bs ‘ ot Andrew F. Bain, Esq.
Belluck & ¥Fay, CLERKS O¥ Iroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
546 Fifth AVénue, 4" Floor COUNT\‘(QE\N vORK | Attorneys for Defendant Burnham LLC

New York, New York 10036 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, %\ 9 / 51’//5

Hon. Peter H. Moulton /

2625608



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION -

X Index No.: 190270/14
JOHN CUZZOLINO and CONCETTA CUZZOLINO, '

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

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al.

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Defendants.

X
WHEREFORE, Defendant ‘BW/IP, Inc., hereby requests Sumfnary Judgment in the above-
entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Séction_s 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/I?, 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 dlsmlssed with prejudice and w1thout costs to either party

Dated: New Yok, New York

Jordan C. Fox, B { end’re w W De

BELLUCK & ¥ ALMcIAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiffs \,EP‘KS OYMAHONEY\LTD.
546 Fifth Ave., 4" Floor OU\\\T\( G\N NORY  Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10036 NE 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, __ ?9 /)15

/"Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION . 1.A.S. Part 50
: (Moulton, P.)
This Document Relates TO:. A - Index No.: 190270/2014

CUZZOLINO - JUDGMENT MOTION AND 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.)
(“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

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

Dated: /N ({l; %
I 2015 s
: oFFsQE?,a e, A
__ /4 | ERKS Wl T i e L
Jordan C. Fol, Hs4. cOV NEW NORK Robert M. Gilmartin, Esq. /
Belluck & Fdx, ¥LP Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation, as
Attorneys for&P{ Mntiff successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical Inc. and
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor Cutler-Hammer, Inc.
New York, New York 10036 McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP

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

e
SO ORDERED, 7\ -

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

2578619




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
INRE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
FRANK GONDAR, Index No:  190079/2015
Plaintiff,
NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
‘ MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS,, et al.,
including SEARS, ROEBUCK AND CO.,

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 plaintiff’s 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

] s‘xis\e_d‘ \»Epraice and without costs.

oEp 22 200
15

Ty CLERK'S OFFICE ) :
e ~ 7/ —~——

David P. Schaffer, Esq.
MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

Jordan Fox, Esq
BELLUCK & FO

546 Fifth Avenue, 47 Floor 150 Broadway, Suite 600
New York, New\Y6rk 10036 New York, New York 10038
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
Frank Gondar Sears, Roebuck and Co.
(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED, DATED: 9’/ /3’ / / /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE NEW YORK CITY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
FRANK GONDAR, Index No. 190079/2015
Plaintiff, NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against- MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS., et al.,
including J.A. SEXAUER, INC.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant, J.A. Sexauer, Inc. (hereinafter “J.A. Sexauer™), hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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:  NewyYork, New York

, 2015

BELLUC OX, LLP MALABY & BRADLEY, LLC

) DE YN

o0 3
Jordan Hox, SEP 24 ¢° David P. Schaffer, Esq.
I;ttorne s folf Plaintiff  GLERK g OFF\GHIO’:’;@’S for Defendant
rank ar COUN RK J.A. Sexauer, Inc.
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor EWYO 150 Broadway, Suite 600 f//\ T
New York, NY 10036 New York, New York 10038 [/ o
(212) 681-1575 (212) 791-0285

SO ORDERED” 2 Dated: 5,}//52 // /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton



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

------------------------------ X Index No.: 190005/2015
SOL P. RASKIN and MONA RASKIN

NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO,, et. al., LA.S. Part 30 SO

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Defendants.
_________________ - - e --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.

0a/0%

Pt NS FTILED

oD e 32 U0
Patti Burshtyn, Esq.

Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENSRGYIRC (ERKS OFFICE SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiffs NEW YORK SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 CompuDyne Corporation, Individually,
(212) 558-5500 and as Successor to York-Shipley

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New otk 10022 ————r-

(212) 651-7500 { U uisi o /]
SO ORDERED%—\ / / AN _

Hon. Peter H. M(ﬁl‘ﬁm SEP 162015

PART 50




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
------ X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
- : oo X Index No.: 190224/14
MARK RICC], '
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
A.Q. 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 plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being r;o 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

A /MJ

Chris Romanelli, Esq. - hrU\/I Guerriero, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, 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, \Z / /\S
F TEED
SEP 22 2015 i
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE N

NEW YORK




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X Index No.: 190428/14
JOHN NEGR],
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- ) SUMMARY JUDGMENT
| MOTION AND ORDER.
ADVANCE AUTO SUPPLY, et al.
RON.PETER H.MOULTON
Hon5] Felota-Liais
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendé.nt 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 Byrdn Jackson Pumps), heréby requests Summary Judg_mént in
the above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Sections 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s
complaint against Defendant BW/IE Inc., with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto,’

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

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

Dated: Nebwé\?o ,I;Ie/ V‘York
lFieo

Jordan C. Fox, Esq SEp 22 2015 ;g@w} Déin, Bsq.

BELLUCK FO P SBGAL M¢EAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plaintiff < OFFIBEAHONEY,

546 Fifth Ave., 4" Floor COUNTY CLE?SP?KO Attorneys for Defendant

New York, NY 10036 NEW 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED, o 7 /&// IS

AION. PETERH. MOULTON




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
: X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
_ X Index No.: 190402/14
ELI PETROVITCH and ANTOINETTE
PETROVITCH,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
-against- SUMMARY JUDGMENT
. MOTION AND ORDER

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODU(-JTS,. 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, dismiésing plaintiff’s complaint
against Defendant BW/IP, Inc., with prejudice, and there being ﬁo 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.

"FILED

~ SEP 222015
COUNTY CLERK 1@/’
NEW YORK . ALY \QA)OM\

Dated: New York, York

Jordan C. Fox, Nicole G. Markovx\itz, Esq.

BELLUCK & FO : o SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE SINGER &
Attorneys for Plajrdti MAHONEY, LTD.

546 Fifth Ave., Attorneys for Defendant.

New York, NY 10036 B 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED,CM \? &// /S

HON. PETERH. MOULTON




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

Index No.: 190132/15
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

JEFFREY HOWER,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: A\X\Uo\“ 29 , 2015
New York, New York

L, s

Andrew P. Kates, Esq.  “OUNTY CLERK'S

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE ~ NEW yQ KOFF’CE
Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway 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, /\ 5‘0«2, s | O
T

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No. 190131/14
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FREDERICK CRONIN,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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% /1O

New York, New York

Dated:

, 2015

—=

Benj
LEVY, PHILLIPS & SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
KONIGSBERG, LLP SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant
800 Third Avenue, 11th Floor Weil-McLain
New York, NY 10003 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
(212) 605-6200 New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SOORDERED, 22— ——_ 4 W/ /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




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

Index No. 190054/15
In Re: 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
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being no
opposition thereto,

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

to either party.

patet: 13 ,2015 F ! L E D

New Yo'rk, New York

zan e atcllffe Esq.
& LUXENBERG, P.C.

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY LTD.
700 Broadway 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, %_’/\ CVQ/ /&S_ ’s N ) S w X

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
- X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
— - - X ]50‘/&‘//8 o/
NANCY DURGIN, as Executrix for the Estate of EDWARD Index No.: 190646412
DURGIN, and NANCY DURGIN, Individually,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
COMPUDYNE CORPORATION, et al., I.A.S. Part 50
Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Defendants.
- - -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: S / 2015 —

e EILED £

Matthew Maclntyre, Esq./— SEP 2 2 2015 Katrina H. Murphy, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

700 Broadway NEW YORK Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10003 CompuDyne Corporation, Individually and
(212) 558-5500 as Successor to York-Shipley

850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
New York, New York 100_2_2
212) 651-7500 er

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

e gy

L




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
Index No.: 190048/15
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION 120397/01
JOSEPH IANNUZZELLI,
Plaintiff(s),
NO OPPOSITION
- against - SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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 prejudiﬁand without costs

to either party. I !; E. D

Dated: 1 (;O , 2015 SEP22 20
New-York, Ne COUNTy J

Clegy,
ﬁ MW o OFrice
I 4/
Erik Jacobs, Esq. é ) Jordan D eltz,&? {
WEITZ & LUXEN , P.C. SEGAIL/McCAMBRIDGE
R

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 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, % F—e fi/'/ﬁf /AS‘ e ]

Hon. Peter H. Moulton e




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

Index No.: 190573/12
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

FRANCESCO ADESSO,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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 pFld’ Kld without costs
to either party.

| SEP 9
Dated: 7] / é, ,2015 coL 2 20/5
New York, New York NTy ¢

N

sdy DeCicco, Esq Jennifér L. Budner, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG P.C. SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE
Attorney for the Plaintiffs SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.
700 Broadway 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, /\ 9/9//15 :h _
f

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




DECEIVE ] *

JUN -6 2015

Segal McCambridge Singer & Mahouey, Ltd

New Yori N

o
Ik i

~|




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

Index No. 190475/13
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

ARTHUR HALLBERG,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: 0'8 /3) , 2015
New York, New York

7y

Mich&¢l Cohan, Esq.
NAPOLI, BERN, RIPKA, SHKOLNIK Aty
& ASSOCIATES, LLP SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

350 Fifth Avenue, Suite 7413 Weil-McLain

New York, NY 10118 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100
(212) 267-3700 New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, ~Z——— 9}/ /()8

‘Hon. Peter H. Moulton




.

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

Index No.: 190277/14
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

MARCO TROISE,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: Q3 /3\/ ,2015

F1y
Tl A e

Mark B{bro, Evsq. Jennifer L. udnerf/ Esq. /\/gmf&?/(fs o
EARLY, LUCARELLI, SWEENEY & SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE )/OH/( A F/cE
MEISENKOTHEN, LLC SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant

360 Lexington Avenue, 20th Floor Weil-McLain

New York, NY 10017 850 Third Avenue, Suite 1100

(212) 986-2233 New York, NY 10022

(212) 651-7500

SO ORDERED, ~ Z———__ {j’/;z/ / /S
[

 Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION, et al.,

Defendants.

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
' NYCAL

INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY 'LA.S. Part ;o’ SO

ASBESTOS LITIGATION | (Boiersd).

: (AVNE g BN
1

ARDESHIR OMMANI and ELEANOR OMMANI, i Index No.: 190384/14
]

Plaintiffs, E
, ' NO OPPOSITION
-against- ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

i MOTION AND ORDER
]

WHEREFORE, defendant Kelly-Moore Paint 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 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, 'ork

Apgust (A, 201
'GQ\/,

Matthew M. Quiriry Jorm
Hawkins Parn¢ll Thackston & Young, LLP Belluck & 7LLP

Attorneys for Reféndant Attorneys for Plaintiff
Kelly-Moore Paint Company Ardeshir Ommani

600 Lexington Avenue, 8th Floor 546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10036

SO ORDERED, %\j,[;l/ // S

HON. PETER H. MOULTON



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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X

JOSEPH WENK, as Administrator for the Estate
Of CAROL WENK, and JOSEPH WENK,
Individually,

Plaintiff,

-against-

Index No.: 190301/2013

AGCO CORPORATION f/k/a and as Successor in NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Interest to MASSEY-FURGUSON, INC., f/k/a and as JUDGMENT MOTION AND
Successor in interest to MASSEY-FERGUSON, ORDER

INC., CLARK MATERIAL HANDLING

CORPORATION,

et al.

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 tg_all co-defendants all claims and cross claims against
defendant BAY CRANE SERVICE, De hereby dismissed with prejudice
and without costs. 2 b
Dated: New York, New York SEP 222 015

July437261S Sermomson 7, 2ol §T
cBuny CLERK'S O

FFI
R f W
By: % 2\

Michael Roberts, Esq. Jeﬂ‘%? Rubinéfein, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBURG, P.C. FAUST GOETZ SCHENKER & BLEE
Attorney for Plaintiff(s) Attorney for Defendant

700 Broadway BAY CRANE SERVICE, INC.

New York, NY 10003 Two Rector Street, 20 Floor

(212) 558-5500 New York, NY 10006

(212) 363-6900
Our File No.: 12665-CRT

So Ordered. 7/9//

I-!ON PETERH. MOULTON




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

Index No.: 190040/15
In Re: NEW YORK CITYASBESTOS LITIGATION

WILLIAM EBANKS,
Plaintiff(s), NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
- against - MOTION
WEIL-MCLAIN, et al.,
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Defendant WEIL-MCLAIN hereby requests Summary Judgment in the
above-entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s complaint against Defendant Weil-McLain with prejudice, and there being 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: /7/ b . 2015

New York, New York
Patti Burshtyn, Esq. SEP 2 s Ben ar€athe Esq

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
Attorney for the Plaintiffs . NTY C LE @;{NGER & MAHONEY, LTD

700 Broadway E\N Attorneys for Defendant
New York, NY 10003 Weil-McLain
(212) 558-5500 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
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION » LA.S. Part 50
! (Moulton, P)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: !
1 Index No.: 190078/15
:
]
EWALD KESENHEIMER !
' NO OPPOSITION
 SUMMARY JUDGMENT
' MOTION AND ORDER
I

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Nash Engineering Company, hereby requests summary
judgment in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiff’s 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: Ney Y» ew York F ! L E;. D

SEP 22 2:0\2 /}

COUNTY CLE%@ B. Codper, Esq.

GIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.

Attomneys for Defendants
Ewald Kesenlfeimer The Nash Engineering Company
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 80 Broad Street — 23rd Floor
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 685-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, %\\ ?/;l ’//5

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

{N0443355-1}



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 50

i (Moulton,

This Document Relates to: .:
: Index No.: 190018/14,

RICHARD QUINN :
i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
: JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant, The Fairbanks Company, hereby requests summary judgment
in the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing
plaintiffs’ complaint against defendant, The Fairbanks Company, with prejudice in this 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: New. 7[}(?1\%‘”’32(8% F % Edm s D

SEP 2 2 2015

2 sﬁﬁ
I

(‘7 COUNTY CLERK'$ OFFICE
e D % NEW \_4u /\Q/O«CCU\«

MNicvaal fa i
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Richard Quinn

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway

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

SO ORDERED,

Maria J. Clccm, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant

The Fairbanks Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

%\ 6/5’/ /b

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




HARRIS BEACH 2

ATTORNEYS AT LAwW

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,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiff, SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
-against-
Index No. 190072/2014

BASF CATALYSTS LLC, et al.,

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defenc}ant 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 plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Saint-Gobain
Abrasives, Inc., with prejudice, and there being no 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 herebyEsnlst, WE p@dice

and without costs. SEP 2 9 2015
Dated: Sﬁ.PTfM NEL "", 2015 CounTy CLERK'g OFF
P N NEW YORK lCE
Y S S0 e 4 ool {M W(A—: W/W
|-dosephrt+Cotilletta, Esq. Michael J. Masinol Esq.
THE LANIER LAW FIRM PLLC  couNTY Ciincs STARRIS BEACH PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW YORK Attorneys For Defendant
Tower 56 Saint-Gobain Abrasives, Inc.
126 East 56" Street, 6™ Floor Pittsford, New York 14534

New York, New York 10022

SO ORDERED: ﬂ/\ 9 }9/ //
on. Peter H. Moulton / ‘

-1-




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
: NYCAL
In Re: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION : 1A.S.Part 50
:  (Moulton, P)
- X
This Document Relates To: . Index No.: 190054/15
WALLACE S. HANKIN and HELEN HANKIN
: NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Plaintiffs, : JUDGMENT MOTION AND
: ORDER
- against -
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, CO., et al.
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, defendant ARMSTRONG INTERNATIONAL, INC., by its attorneys
Harris Beach PLLC, hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case,
pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing 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 INTERNATIGNAL, INCTbe 43

with prejudice and without costs.

the same are hereby dismissed

SEP 22 2015
Dated: 9/ i / , S
New Yor'k N TY CLERK'S O FFI
swvork JULLL Jf [

/Suz ¢/M. Ratcliffe, Esq. Robert A. Schacfer I Esq.

" WEIKZ & LUXENBERG, P.C, HARRIS BEACH PLLC

700 Broadway 100 Wall Street, 23 Floor

New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10005

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys For Defendant

Armstrong International, Inc.

T
) N [_, \h ,, 7
SO ORDERED, //\\* L)/E)I//S =i \/ L%U

Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. SEP 16 2015

DANT C ,}
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SEP -9 2015

BY:



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ,
X Index No. 190017-14
RUDOLPH T. SURACE and MARIE SURACE, Hon. Peter H. Moulton
Weitz & Luxenberg. PC
Plaintiff(s), February 2016 FIFO Trial Group
- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER
AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC,, et al.,
Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
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/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto,

ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against

Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

R
& Bopm  Sreuns

without costs.

A AUR
Dated: New York, New York SEP 22
5~ COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
?/2 > 2015 NEW YORK

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P. C Patnck J.

700 Broadway Mochpe) me/, SMITH, S RATTON WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP

(212)558-5500 2 Research Way,

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Princeton, NJ 08540

(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

SOORDERED%\ QP}//\S
on. Peter H. Moulton

SEP 16 . 415

P/-Er"¢ 50
1
1£ COURT - CIVIL
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X Index No. 190568-12

CLAUDIUS EASTMAN and MINERVA FERNANDEZ, Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Weitz & Luxenberg. PC
Plaintiff(s), August 2015 FIFO Trial Group

- against - NO OPPOSITION
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.
X

WHEREFORE, Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, s/h/a The B.F. Goodrich Company,
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/a B.F. GOODRICH COMPANY, with prejudice, and there being no opposition

thereto,
ORDERED, that upon notice to all Co-Defendants, all Claims and Cross-Claims against
Defendant GOODRICH CORPORATION, be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. F I L 5;‘ D

Dated: New York, New York

SEP 22 2015
Zl2v , 2015
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK
BY: .,4,-%24/(.;7 BY: W\/
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. Patrick J. Dfvyer”/
700 Broadway  --hae! Fanzil SMITH, STRATTON, WISE, HEHER &
New York, NY 10003 BRENNAN, LLP
(212)558-5500 2 Research Way,
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Princeton, NJ 08540

(609)924-6000
Attorneys for GOODRICH CORPORATION

FelElioe,
SOORDERED,S 2 ~————u 9/ 3// > oEF

" Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' .A.S. Part 50
i (Moulton, )
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: E
{ Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, i
Plaintiffs, :
: NO OPPOSITION
-against- : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND 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 plaintifts’
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.

Kerryann M. Cook, Esq.
APESUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Attorney for Defendant

Frank Gond4 Zurn Industries, LLC
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP NEW YORK MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

“ fion. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED, ﬁ\ ‘7/9 // <

N
W
(7]
D
e
b

(N0442063-1)




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 50
! (Moulton, £)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: :
! Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, ]
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal, !

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Pecora Corporation, hereby requests summary judgment in
the above entitled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules § 3212, dismissing plaintifts’
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: New ew Yor

ILED ¢, QA

SEP 29 2015 Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney fi tiffs Attorney for Defendant

Frank Go C , P C ti

BELLUCK &F0X, LLIQUNTITJECVI\}EY%(RSKOFFICE Ivfcc:?}rling\r(p;cr;SJnGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004

(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

: 9l
41on. Peter H. Moulton

SO ORDERED,

e
—-..\j
{N0442063-1)



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 50

: (Moulton, P)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: 5

: Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, =

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- : MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., ef al.,

Defendants.

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 in this 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 withofit costs.

Dated: Neﬂork' /P ;:
W2 IEED ool

4220 Carol M. Tempesta, Esq.
Attorney far Plhtyffs c Attorney for Defendant
Frank Gon OUNTY CLERK'S OFF| Columbia Boiler Company of Pottstown
BELLUCK & FOX, LLP NEW yopk CE  McGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, ﬁ/ﬁ\ ?/9//\5“

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

{N0442063-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 50

. (Moulton,
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |

: Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, |

Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

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 ¥ orki Néw York
2015

LED A&

W VSEP 222015 Kerfyann M. Cook, Esq.
aiftiffs

Attorney for Attorney for Defendant
Frank Gond COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE Jenkins Bros.

BELLUCK & FOX, LLP NEW YORK MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, &_\\ 9[»7/ /S

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

{N0442063-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY i NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION : LA.S. Part 50

: (Moulton, p)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: i

. Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, |

Plaintiffs, . NO OPPOSITION
' SUMMARY JUDGMENT

-against- ' MOTION AND ORDER
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al.,

Defendants.

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 Compan #be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and

without costs. , L E D

Dated: Neyr Y%ﬂf ]Ne ork SEP 22 015
, 2015
1/ / NTY CLERKg OF ,:,
LA MA s Leen
Marla J. Clcma Esq
Attorney for Rlaingff ;L\' Attorney for Defendant
Frank Gondar The Fairbanks Company
BELLUCK & FOX; P MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
546 Fifth Avenue 80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10004
(212) 681-1575 (212) 509-3456

SO ORDERED, %—\ C)/ IS

Hon. Peter H. Moulton
504504

(N0442063-1) R,



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY ' NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ' LA.S. Part 50
: (Moulton,é)
THIS DOCUMENT REFERS TO: |
| Index No.: 190079/15
FRANK GONDAR, :
Plaintiffs, : NO OPPOSITION
, ' SUMMARY JUDGMENT
-against-

i MOTION AND ORDER

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

Defendants.

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.

Dated: Ne ew York
,2015

FILED

SEP 2 2 2015

COUNTY CLERKs ol /
NEW YORK oy

Aintiffs

546 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10036
(212) 681-1575

SO ORDERED, A 6}/9/ IS

Jar% B. Coope%, Esq.’
Attorney for Defendant
The Nash Engineering Company
MCGIVNEY & KLUGER, P.C.
80 Broad Street-Suite 2300
New York, New York 10004
(212) 509-3456

Hon. Peter H. Moulton \ /

{N0442063-1}




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY FZ%A;M %
ASBESTOS LITIGATION R
(Moulton, P.)
This Document Relates to: Index No: 190283/2014
ROBERT FRIEDLANDER and ROSE NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
FRIEDLANDER JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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
sumee 9,205 2 | LE D

5 OFFICE
CLEP‘KS .
couNT\‘(\‘EW YORK /

Pern Tosntedam Jonatian B. Kromberg, Esq.
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Amchem Products, Inc.
700 Broadway 116 East 27™ Street, 12 Floor
New York, NY 10003 New York, NY 10016
(212) 558-5500 (212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED, O — ——Q/y, //S

Hort Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

IN RE: NEW YORK COUNTY
ASBESTOS LITIGATION

NYCAL
LA.S. Part 50
(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:

ROBERT FRIEDLANDER and ROSE
FRIEDLANDER

Index No: 190283/2014

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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

opp 92 20
S OFFICE
UNTY CLERK
OO Ew ork
Rrep E&M J onathe}gé/ﬁmmberg, Esq.

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for CertainTeed Corporation
700 Broadway 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor

New York, NY 10003
(212) 558-5500

SO ORDERED,

New York, NY 10016
(212) 452-5300

I-k{n Peter H. Moulton

/ Cligt
P g




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
INRE: NEW YORK COUNTY Hon. Peter H. Moulton
ASBESTOS LITIGATION
This Document Relates to: NYCAL Index No: 190425/12
NORA NEWMAN as Executrix of the Estate of NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
WILLIAM J. NEWMAN JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s
complaint against defendant The Lincoln Electric 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 Lincoln Electric Company be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
S 10 2015

\LED_
(% F e Dl

James M. Kramer, Esq. o Brian T. Murnane, Esq.
L€vy Konigsberg LLP AKS OFFIDARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY CLE‘{ ORK Attorneys for The Lincoln Electric Company
800 Third Avenue. 11" Floor NEW 116 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
; New York, New York 10016
g"i‘;)%%rskg;v York 10022 (212) 452-5300

Honorable Peter H. Moulton

oo P \‘?/ 9’/75 .



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 MOTION AND
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
“epd 1O 2015

K@ L & D \7[_/)&\(.\ \i J/LA‘L‘-—"‘
s M. Kramer, Esq. Brian T. Murnane, Esq.

evy Konigsberg LLP ‘L 2 7—“\5 DARGER ERRANTE YAVITZ & BLAU LLP

Attorneys for Plamtlff

c@ttorneys for Hobart Brothers Company

800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor c LERKS OFF'“T16 East 27" Street, 12" Floor
TN

New York, New York d@Oﬁ?
(212) 605-6227

JORK New York, New York 10016
(212) 452-5300

SO ORDERED: — 67/3/ /5

HoffGrable Peter H. Moulton



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE:NEW YORK COUNTY NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. PART 50

-------------------------------------- X (Moulton, f)

FREDDY A. LALAMA, SR.,
INDEX NO. 190131-15

Plaintiff(s),
' . (BELLUCK & FOX, LLP/OCTOBER 2015
-against- IN EXTREMIS)
AFCO INDUSTRIES, INC., et al.,
. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
Defendants. JUDGMENT MOTION

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 Standard Motor Products, Inc. with prejudicé, and there being no opposition
thereto;

ORDERED, that upon notice 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 of”, 2015

Bryan Belasky, Esq. ichard P. O’ Leary, Esq.

Belluck & Fox, LLP Troutman Sanders LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ flo GEP 92 2015 875 Third Avenue

New York, NY 10036 New York, NY 10022

212-681-1575 , -704-6000

Attorneys for Plaintiff COUNTY ECVbEﬁgF?KOFH%]t—t@orneys for Defendant

Freddy A. Lalamga, Sr. N Standard Motor Products, Inc.
oy —

SO ORDERED, T ——— 92//S

“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

Active 26346279v1 999900.952301



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
"FRANCIS ZELL, T X
INDEX NO. 190223/2014
Plaintiff,
~against-

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

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Honeywell International, Inc. hereby requests summary
judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212,
dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Honeywell 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 Honeywell International, Inc. be dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

DATED: C?/‘/// ' DATED: 0415
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, PC O°TOOLE FERNANDEZ WEINER

. VANTIEU LLC

atcliffe, Esq.
for Plaintiff
Weitz'& Luxenberg, PC

Stev(e{ A. WokTer, Esq.
Attorneys for Defendant,
Honeywell International, Inc.

700 Broadway E ﬁ) L E D 60 Pompton Avenue
New York, New York 10003 Verona, New Jersey 07044
SEP 22 2015
SO ORDERED
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

%

L4
HON. PETER H. MOULTON

Lo — =y B S5
4 LRSI - EN




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
'MARKRICCL, T X 2
Plaintiff{s), INDEX NO. 190}624/2014
-against-

A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS, et al,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY JUDGMENT
Defendants, MOTION

.............................................................

WHEREFORE, defendant, Avocet Enterprises Inc., f/k/a Ventfabrics Inc. hereby
requests summary judgment in the above-titled case, pursuant to Civil Practice Law and Rules
Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s Complaint against defendant Avocet Enterprises Inc., f/k/a
Ventfabrics Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims against
defendant Avocet Enterprises Inc., f/k/a Ventfabrics Inc. be dismissed with prejudice and without
costs.

DATER: paTED: {/14//5

W & LY, ERG, P.C. O’TOOLE FERNANDEZ WEINER

AN-LIEU LLC
K Q/‘
Chuig’Romanelli, Esq. Steven A Weiner, Esq,
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant,
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. Avocet Enterprises Inc., f/k/a Ventfabrics Inc.
700 Broadway 0 Pompton Avenue
New York, New York 10003 F I L E erona, New Jersey 07044
SEP 2 2 2015
SO ORDERED
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

-7 Q/ai /KS’

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




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

___________________________________ X

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL

ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

_______________________________ -X

CHARLES BONA and PATRICIA BONA, ' ludex No. 190562/201
Plaindiffs, NO OPPOSITION

izt SUMMARY JUDGMENT
MOTION AND ORDER

A.0. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al, Hon, Peter H. Moulton,
Defendants. ' IAS Part @

............................... . R ¢

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

¢/¢ 14

WRIZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. LYNCH DASKAL EMERY D

b Fore D

? E L E D Lawrence G. Lee

700 Broadway 264 West 40th Street
New York, New York 10003SEP 99 2015 New York, New York 10018
(212) 558-5500 (212) 302-2400

Attorneys for Plaintif@OUNTY CLE\%(;%SKOFF C%ttorneys for Defendant
NEW Goodyear Canada, Inc.

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: ___ 2 R — 6’/3’//5
” Aon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY . NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION ,
-------- X
EWALD KESENHEIMER, + Index No. 190078/15
Plaintiff(s), :
-agajnst.. + NO OPPOSITION
. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
A0, SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., etal, @ MOTIONAND ORDER
! Hon. Peter H. Moulton,
Defendants. » 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 plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber
Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition
thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the
same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs.

Dated: New York, New York
7/ /15

BELLUCK 4/F LLP LYNCH DASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys intiff orneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire & Rubber

f
? % L E- mpany and Goodyear Canada Inc.
15 /
sgp 2220 o %MM j))éL

By:
W}Mﬂan Fox, Esqf J GLERK SKoFF\CE/ Lawrence G. Lee)%é(
W YOR
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 264 West 40™ Street
New York, New York 10036 New York, New York 10018
(212) 681-1575 (212) 302-2400
Dated: New York, New York -
i \ LT

Qla Lo e

SO ORDERED: 4 ) R
{_Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C. #‘ Tl !



#

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

THOMAS J. VARLEY,
Plaintiff{(s),
-against-

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC,, et. al.

Defendant(s).

. (Moulton, )
| Index No.: 190414/14
: NO OPPOSITION

. SUMMARY JUDGMENT
 MOTION AND 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

be hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. F ! E"" '
Dated: White Plains, New York SEP 22 205
, 2015
COUNTY CLERK'S OFFICE
NEW YORK

AN /

Cirdhrr>

Benjamin] urché,/Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Thomas J. Varley

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C.
700 Broadway, 7" Floor

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

Andrew J. cholza/Esq.
Attorney for ndant
McCord Corporation
GOLDBERG SEGALLA, LLP
11 Martine Avenue, Suite 750

White Plains, New York 10606
(914) 798-5400

SO ORDERED, 2

—hfs

“Hon. Peter Moulton

3437846.1



10003/0003
08/17/2015 11:17 FAX 4

S PREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
C 'UNTY OF NEW YORK '

G ENN GERMAINE and

M YRAG GERMAINE . .+ Index No. 190032-2015
v. SO
| Vi i NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
A {ERICAN EXPORTLINES,etal, . .x - :  JUDGMENT MOTION AND

ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendants Kinder Morgan, Inc., and El Paso Corp. hereby requests
su :mary 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 2, with prejudice, and there being no 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 udice and without costs.

Da :d: ,2015 F \ L ﬁ, D

New York, New York _ o oF? 99 2019
i . OFFICE
. _ QLERKS
s 7 @/ ﬁé%ﬂﬁm VORK
5 ' \ [
/DH " ‘p7fﬁa'5 T Blouin, Esquire f Tatren B. Plevinsky, Esquire
SIN MONS HANLY CONRQY e YBILLET AND ASSOCIATES, LLC
Att meys for Plaintiffs - . Attorneys for Kinder Morgan, Inc.,
112 iadison Avenue ' and El Paso Corp.
Nev York, NY 10016 2000 Market Street, Suite 2803
(21" 784-6415 Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 496-7500

SO 'RDERED, ZQ// IS
, Hr Peter H. Moulton




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

___________________________________________

Index No.: 190292/2014

JOSEPH F. SIMONS and VIRGINIA G. SIMONS,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION

-against-

AIR & LIQUID SYSTEMS CORPORATION,
as Successor by Merger to Buffalo Pumps, Inc., ef 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 upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross-claims against

Defendant be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without costs. gw g}““%
= )
Dated: New York, NY F Do T
9{0ali5 Sep 9.9 2019

LEVY KONIGSB SIMON'LESSER(I;DSLNTY CLERKS OFFICE

, NEW YORK: 7
p( /Al o Sicbhoin Winarod

icholas Novack, Esq Siobhain Minarovich, Esq.
800 Third Avenue, 11" Floor 355 Lexington Avcnue, 10" Floor
New York, NY 10022 New York, NY 10017
T:212.605.6200 T:212.599.5455
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant
Fisher Controls International LLC,

SO ORDERED: i/s/h as “Fisher Controls International, Inc.”

e 99///5

Hén. Pefer H. Moulton, J.S.C.

RECEIVED

SEP 09 2015

PART 5

NYS SUPREME COURT - CIviL




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION
X
VIRGINIA G. SIMONS, Individually and as executrix Index No.: 190292/14
of the Estate of JOSEPH F. SIMONS,
NO OPPOSITION
Plaintiffs, SUMMARY
JUDGMENT MOTION
- against -
Hon. Peter H. Moulton
H.B. FULLER COMPANY, ¢t al.,
Defendants.
X

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. %’{‘ %’ 0
Dated: _ O8 /10 2015 '3 \ 6
New York, New York SE? 9% v
&FRCE
e
W O %QK‘“ -

ol O e K H Murph
—JohnrP—Guinan, Esq. atrina H. Murphy, Esq.

LEVY KONIGSBERG, LLP SEGAL McCAMBRIDGE

Attorneys for Plaintiff SINGER & MAHONEY, LTD.

800 Third Ave. Attorneys for Defendant

New York, New York 10022
(212) 605-6200

Nichoras Nowacy, E s, -

SO ORDERED, /\

H.B. Fuller Company

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

!'\ -

7~ Hon. Peter H. Moulton

. 6/9///5

e
ey s - -
ey TR R N
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY Index No.: 190277/2013
ABSESTOS LITIGATION

X

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: Buffalo, New York
Au ust _‘Q_L 15

2= ATV Y /1))
PETERAMBINI, ESQ. JL D 5 i EsG

) WILDER, ESQ.
Weitz & Luxenberg, P.C. o a o ider/ & Linneball, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiffs SEP 22 2015 torney for Defendant

Paul F. Brasino and Adeline Brasino AMF Automation Technologies, LLC
700 Broadway COUNTY CLERK'S OFFIC{93 Main at Court Street

New York, New York 10003 ~ NEWYORK 734 Brishane Building

Telephone No.: (212) 558-5500 Buffalo, New York 10203

Telephone No.: (716) 853-6001

SO ORDERED:

T ~13)is

Hon. Peter H. Moulton




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION I.A.S. Part 50
' X (Moulton, ()

LENNOX F. COLTESTE and MELANIE COLTESTE,
Index No. 190217/2015
Plaintiffs,
NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

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 Nicole A."Spence

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, P.C. RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway mMain Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 F I L E ite Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 SEP 22 2015 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Lennox and Melanie Colteste COUNTY CLERK'S OFFRfzer, Inc.

NEW YORK

SO ORDEREDM 4 / ! ?/ /s

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

RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST D

SEP 1 4 2015

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE







SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK NYCAL
COUNTY OF NEW YORK [LAS, Part 30

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

This Document Relates to:

JOAN BARBARINQ, Individually and as
Executrix of the Estate of ROY BARBARINOQ,

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

BASF CATALYSTS L1.C, et al., .
Index No.: 1900722014

Defendants.

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 ‘
September ?f , 2015 SEP 9 2 2015

COUNTY CL
ERK'S OF,
SRty . o L

&(Ichal) S. Gol dbcxg Esq.

Lanier Law Firm, PLLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
126 East 56" Street, Sixth Floor
New York, New York 10022
(212) 421-2800

SO ORDERED, ﬁz [

Goldberg Corwin LLP

Attorneys for Defendant
BRIDGESTONE AMERICAS, INC.
380 Lexington Avenue, Suite 725
New York, New York 10168

717Y ORA-
(212) 986-1000 RECEIVED
NYS SUPREME CT-CIVIL-1ST ID

9//;/../5_ SEP 14 2015
/

Hén. Peter H. Moulton

HON. PETER H. MOULTON
ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X NYCAL

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY ASBESTOS LITIGATION LLA.S. Part 50
X (Moulton, ﬁ

ELSA 1. MARTINEZ AND HECTOR MARTINEZ,

Index No. 190208/2015
Plaintiffs,

NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
-against- JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

AMCHEM PRODUCTS, INC., et al.

Defeadants.

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 Nicole A. Spence

WEITZ & LUXENBERG, RENZULLI LAW FIRM, LLP
700 Broadway IF , L E 81 Main Street, Suite 508

New York, NY 10003 White Plains, NY 10601
Telephone: (212) 558-5580 SEP 22 2015 Telephone: (914) 285-0700
Facsimile: (212) 344-5461 Facsimile: (914) 285-1213
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant

Elsa ang Hector MartinezC UNTY CLERK'S OF FICE Pfizer, I)rllc.

NEW YORK
SO ORDERED, _~7~~ ‘f// 7// S
ZHon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.
R
NYS supnsrfg EC'II\'{EII)VIL-IST D
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 NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION LA.S. Part 36 SO

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
INDEX NO.: 190211/09

DAISY CHABOUDY, Individually and as

Executrix of the Estate of ROBERT NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
CHABOUDY, Deceased JUDGMENT MOTION AND
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 plaintiff’s Complaint against Flowserve
US, with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto.

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and crossﬁ%i?s against

defendant Flowserve US be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and without@stég D

SE

i P2

Dated: /} ) Q/ "/ I Co 2 20
New Yérk{ New York UNTY 5

C
/V/:‘nf ER/('S

Jordan C. Fl‘i Kqe Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Belluck & LLP McEiroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys forPlaintiffs Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as
546 Fifth Avenue, 4™ Floor successor to Rockwell Manufacturing Company,
New York, New York 10036 Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and

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

SO ORDERED, _~Z——u __ G/a ///S

fon. Peter H. Moulton

2262589 1




RECEIVED
SEP 11 2015

BY:




SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

Index No.: 109984/08
KENNETH H. TODD, Individually and as
Executor of the Estate of VICTOR TODD, NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
deceased JUDGMENT MOTION AND ORDER

WHEREFORE, defendant Flowserve US, Inc., solely as successor to Rockwell
Manufacturing Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve
Company (“Flowserve”), hereby requests summary judgment in the above-entitled case, pursuant
to Civil Practice Law and Rules Section 3212, dismissing plaintiff’s 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

K

defendant Flowser S/be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice and w1l0£costs.

Dated Q/”/()’ SE’D2 @D

W York COU/W} 2 2p >
G

s
Yo e OF/\\/CG

J ordan C F Brian Sorensen, Esq.

Bel 'u"lf Ay x LuP MecElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff Attorneys for Defendant Flowserve US, Inc.,
546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor solely as successor to Rockwell Manufacturing
New York, New York 10036 Company, Edward Valves, Inc., Nordstrom

Valves, Inc., and Edward Vogt Valve Company
88 Pine Street, 24™ Floor
New York, New York 10005

SO ORDERED, //\“’ 9@// /S
/

Hon. Peter H. Moulton

1527240 1







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

NYCAL
[.A.S. Part 50
____________________________________________________________________ (Moulton, P.)
This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190386/2011
BARBARA CONNOLLY, as Personal
Representative of the Heirs and Estate of

ROBERT L. SIMMS, Deceased

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 plaintiff’s complaint against Allen-Bradley, with prejudice, and there
being no opposition thereto.

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

/

defendant Allen-Bradley be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudic%nd@h costs.

SEp
Dated: New York, New York COU/\/ 22 20/5
|\ 2% 2015 /T/YC‘&;
S7% yog'S Ok,
— A K C

e 0 fuda—

Joseph\P. Lk Sala, Es'q.

=

David Chandler, Esq.

Karst & von Oiste LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff
576 Fifth Avenue, Suite 401
New York, NY 10036-4830

McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
Attorneys for Defendant Rockwell Automation,
Inc., as successor in interest to Allen-Bradley
Company, LLC

88 Pine Street, 24" Floor

New York, New York 10005

o~

SO ORDERED,

"Hon. Peter H. Mou

2768168







SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK
X
IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :
X
LINDA MCCANN, as Executrix for the Estate of : Index Nos.:
JAMES W. MCCANN and LINDA MCCANN, : 120970/02
Individually, : 121574/96
. 113280/97
Plaintiff(s), ; 111076/98
) 111360/99
. 100611/03
-against-
* NO OPPOSITION
A.O. SMITH WATER PRODUCTS CO., et al., : SUMMARY JUDGMENT
: MOTION AND ORDER
Defendants.
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 plaintiff’s complaint against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and
Goodyear Canada Inc. with prejudice, and there being no opposition thereto, it is hereby:

ORDERED, that upon notice to all co-defendants, all claims and cross claims
against The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company and Goodyear Canada Inc. be and the same

are hereby dismissed with preque ixd kithE c@

Dated: New York, New York

1/t/1s SEP 22 2015
WEITZ & LUXENBERG, RgynTY cLERKENEHIBASKAL EMERY LLP
Attorneys for Plaintiff NEW YORtkorneys for Defendants The Goodyear Tire &

Rubber Company and GopdyeayXanada Inc.

Eranle-Ortiz, Esq. Lawrence G. Le (

Mpcbnerd T, mechyee, E<q -

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

JrT——

i

£

i
Py e
gL i

Dated: New York, New York

SO ORDERED: ﬂ/""\ 9/9///5 I

“ Hon. Peter H. Moulton, J.S.C.

\
o
T
L)
.

ViIh o

———



SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

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

(Moulton, P.)

This Document Relates to:
Index No.: 190125/14

DORIS JOHNSON, Individually and as

Executrix of the Estate of CARLETON C. NO OPPOSITION SUMMARY
JOHNSON, deceased JUDGMENT MOTION AND
ORDER

WHEREFORE, Defendant Eaton Corporation, as successor-in-interest to Eaton Electrical
Inc. and Cutler-Hammer, Inc. (Improperly pled as Eaton Corporation, Individually and new 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: / Ne York, New York

, 2015

Jordan C. Fox . Robert M. Gilmartin, Jr., Esq.
Belluck & , ¥KILP L E D McELROY, DEUTSCH, MULVANEY
Attorneys for Plainfiff % & CARPENTER, LLP

546 Fifth Avenue, 4th Floor 'LQ\S Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Corporation,
New York, New York 10036 qgP 22 as successor-in-interest to Cutler-Hammer,
Inc.
o, OFFICE
Ty CLERRS Wall Street Plaza, 24th Floor
GOV \ew YO 88 Pine Street

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

SO ORDERED, w oy
Hon. Peter H. Moulton

2625186




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

IN RE: NEW YORK CITY : NYCAL
ASBESTOS LITIGATION :

This Document Relates To: . Index No.: 190037/14
ccease .

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 plaintiff’s 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: New York, New York
‘ yZ
f = 2 05

g L E D Robert M. Gilmartin, Jr., Esq.

Attorneys for Defendant Eaton Aeroquip LLC,

successor by merger to Eaton Aeroquip Inc. i/k/e

Aeroquip Corporation

New York, New York 10036 S O\:\:\GE McElroy, Deutsch, Mulvaney & Carpenter, LLP
£

. h
1y OV K 88 Pine Street, 24" Floor
COUNT g YOR New York, New York 10005
SO ORDERED:
M. MOULTON 9 / 2 / 5
B e e T

2562468






